PARLIAMENT OF VICTORIA

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES
(HANSARD)

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
FIFTY-NINTH PARLIAMENT
FIRST SESSION

TUESDAY, 24 NOVEMBER 2020

Internet: www.parliament.vic.gov.au/downloadhansard
By authority of the Victorian Government Printer

The Governor
The Honourable LINDA DESSAU, AC

The Lieutenant-Governor
The Honourable KEN LAY, AO, APM

The ministry
Premier . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. DM Andrews, MP

Deputy Premier, Minister for Education and Minister for Mental Health

The Hon. JA Merlino, MP

Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Resources

The Hon. J Symes, MLC

Minister for Transport Infrastructure and Minister for the Suburban Rail
Loop . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. JM Allan, MP

Minister for Training and Skills, and Minister for Higher Education . . . .

The Hon. GA Tierney, MLC

Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development and Minister for
Industrial Relations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. TH Pallas, MP

Minister for Public Transport and Minister for Roads and Road Safety . .

The Hon. BA Carroll, MP

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and Minister for
Solar Homes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. L D’Ambrosio, MP

Minister for Child Protection and Minister for Disability, Ageing and
Carers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. LA Donnellan, MP

Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services and Minister for
Equality . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. MP Foley, MP

Attorney-General . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. J Hennessy, MP

Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation, and Minister for Fishing and Boating . . . . . . .

The Hon. MM Horne, MP

Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice and Minister for Victim Support . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. NM Hutchins, MP

Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban Development and
Minister for Veterans . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. SL Leane, MLC

Minister for Water and Minister for Police and Emergency Services . . . .

The Hon. LM Neville, MP

Minister for Industry Support and Recovery, Minister for Trade, Minister
for Business Precincts, Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events,
and Minister for Racing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. MP Pakula, MP

Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Regulatory Reform, Minister for
Government Services and Minister for Creative Industries . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. DJ Pearson, MP

Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical Research
and the Digital Economy, and Minister for Small Business . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. JL Pulford, MLC

Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Community Sport and
Minister for Youth . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. RL Spence, MP

Minister for Workplace Safety and Minister for Early Childhood . . . . . . .

The Hon. I Stitt, MLC

Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. G Williams, MP

Minister for Planning and Minister for Housing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. RW Wynne, MP

Cabinet Secretary. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Ms M Thomas, MP

OFFICE-HOLDERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
FIFTY-NINTH PARLIAMENT—FIRST SESSION

Speaker
The Hon. CW BROOKS
Deputy Speaker
Ms JM EDWARDS
Acting Speakers
Ms Blandthorn, Mr J Bull, Mr Carbines, Ms Connolly, Ms Couzens, Ms Crugnale, Mr Dimopoulos, Mr Edbrooke,
Ms Halfpenny, Ms Kilkenny, Mr McGuire, Ms Richards, Mr Richardson, Ms Settle, Ms Suleyman, Mr Taylor and
Ms Ward
Leader of the Parliamentary Labor Party and Premier
The Hon. DM ANDREWS
Deputy Leader of the Parliamentary Labor Party and Deputy Premier
The Hon. JA MERLINO
Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party and Leader of the Opposition
The Hon. MA O’BRIEN
Deputy Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party
The Hon. LG McLEISH
Leader of The Nationals and Deputy Leader of the Opposition
The Hon. PL WALSH
Deputy Leader of The Nationals
Ms SM RYAN
Leader of the House
Ms JM ALLAN
Manager of Opposition Business
Mr KA WELLS

Heads of parliamentary departments
Assembly: Clerk of the Legislative Assembly: Ms B Noonan
Council: Clerk of the Parliaments and Clerk of the Legislative Council: Mr A Young
Parliamentary Services: Secretary: Mr P Lochert

MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
FIFTY-NINTH PARLIAMENT—FIRST SESSION

Member
Addison, Ms Juliana
Allan, Ms Jacinta Marie
Andrews, Mr Daniel Michael
Angus, Mr Neil Andrew Warwick
Battin, Mr Bradley William
Blackwood, Mr Gary John
Blandthorn, Ms Elizabeth Anne
Brayne, Mr Chris
Britnell, Ms Roma
Brooks, Mr Colin William
Bull, Mr Joshua Michael
Bull, Mr Timothy Owen
Burgess, Mr Neale Ronald
Carbines, Mr Anthony Richard
Carroll, Mr Benjamin Alan
Cheeseman, Mr Darren Leicester
Connolly, Ms Sarah
Couzens, Ms Christine Anne
Crugnale, Ms Jordan Alessandra
Cupper, Ms Ali
D’Ambrosio, Ms Liliana
Dimopoulos, Mr Stephen
Donnellan, Mr Luke Anthony
Edbrooke, Mr Paul Andrew
Edwards, Ms Janice Maree
Eren, Mr John Hamdi
Foley, Mr Martin Peter
Fowles, Mr Will
Fregon, Mr Matt
Green, Ms Danielle Louise
Guy, Mr Matthew Jason
Halfpenny, Ms Bronwyn
Hall, Ms Katie
Halse, Mr Dustin
Hamer, Mr Paul
Hennessy, Ms Jill
Hibbins, Mr Samuel Peter
Hodgett, Mr David John
Horne, Ms Melissa Margaret
Hutchins, Ms Natalie Maree Sykes
Kairouz, Ms Marlene
Kealy, Ms Emma Jayne
Kennedy, Mr John Ormond
Kilkenny, Ms Sonya

District

Party

Member

Wendouree
Bendigo East
Mulgrave
Forest Hill
Gembrook
Narracan
Pascoe Vale
Nepean
South-West Coast
Bundoora
Sunbury
Gippsland East
Hastings
Ivanhoe
Niddrie
South Barwon
Tarneit
Geelong
Bass
Mildura
Mill Park
Oakleigh
Narre Warren North
Frankston
Bendigo West
Lara
Albert Park
Burwood
Mount Waverley
Yan Yean
Bulleen
Thomastown
Footscray
Ringwood
Box Hill
Altona
Prahran
Croydon
Williamstown
Sydenham
Kororoit
Lowan
Hawthorn
Carrum

ALP
ALP
ALP
LP
LP
LP
ALP
ALP
LP
ALP
ALP
Nats
LP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
Ind
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
LP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
Greens
LP
ALP
ALP
ALP
Nats
ALP
ALP

Maas, Mr Gary
McCurdy, Mr Timothy Logan
McGhie, Mr Stephen John
McGuire, Mr Frank
McLeish, Ms Lucinda Gaye
Merlino, Mr James Anthony
Morris, Mr David Charles
Neville, Ms Lisa Mary
Newbury, Mr James
Northe, Mr Russell John
O’Brien, Mr Daniel David
O’Brien, Mr Michael Anthony
Pakula, Mr Martin Philip
Pallas, Mr Timothy Hugh
Pearson, Mr Daniel James
Read, Dr Tim
Richards, Ms Pauline
Richardson, Mr Timothy Noel
Riordan, Mr Richard Vincent
Rowswell, Mr Brad
Ryan, Stephanie Maureen
Sandell, Ms Ellen
Scott, Mr Robin David
Settle, Ms Michaela
Sheed, Ms Suzanna
Smith, Mr Ryan
Smith, Mr Timothy Colin
Southwick, Mr David James
Spence, Ms Rosalind Louise
Staikos, Mr Nicholas
Staley, Ms Louise Eileen
Suleyman, Ms Natalie
Tak, Mr Meng Heang
Taylor, Mr Jackson
Theophanous, Ms Katerina
Thomas, Ms Mary-Anne
Tilley, Mr William John
Vallence, Ms Bridget
Wakeling, Mr Nicholas
Walsh, Mr Peter Lindsay
Ward, Ms Vicki
Wells, Mr Kimberley Arthur
Williams, Ms Gabrielle
Wynne, Mr Richard William

PARTY ABBREVIATIONS
ALP—Labor Party; Greens—The Greens;
Ind—Independent; LP—Liberal Party; Nats—The Nationals.

District

Party

Narre Warren South
Ovens Valley
Melton
Broadmeadows
Eildon
Monbulk
Mornington
Bellarine
Brighton
Morwell
Gippsland South
Malvern
Keysborough
Werribee
Essendon
Brunswick
Cranbourne
Mordialloc
Polwarth
Sandringham
Euroa
Melbourne
Preston
Buninyong
Shepparton
Warrandyte
Kew
Caulfield
Yuroke
Bentleigh
Ripon
St Albans
Clarinda
Bayswater
Northcote
Macedon
Benambra
Evelyn
Ferntree Gully
Murray Plains
Eltham
Rowville
Dandenong
Richmond

ALP
Nats
ALP
ALP
LP
ALP
LP
ALP
LP
Ind
Nats
LP
ALP
ALP
ALP
Greens
ALP
ALP
LP
LP
Nats
Greens
ALP
ALP
Ind
LP
LP
LP
ALP
ALP
LP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
LP
LP
LP
Nats
ALP
LP
ALP
ALP

Legislative Assembly committees
Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee
Ms Addison, Mr Blackwood, Ms Connolly, Mr Eren, Mr Rowswell, Ms Ryan and Ms Theophanous.
Environment and Planning Standing Committee
Ms Connolly, Mr Fowles, Ms Green, Mr Hamer, Mr McCurdy, Mr Morris and Mr T Smith.
Legal and Social Issues Standing Committee
Ms Couzens, Ms Kealy, Mr Newbury, Ms Settle, Mr Southwick, Ms Suleyman and Mr Tak.
Privileges Committee
Ms Allan, Mr Guy, Ms Hennessy, Mr McGuire, Mr Morris, Ms Neville, Mr Pakula, Ms Ryan and Mr Wells.
Standing Orders Committee
The Speaker, Ms Allan, Mr Cheeseman, Ms Edwards, Mr Fregon, Ms McLeish, Ms Sheed, Ms Staley and Mr Walsh.
Joint committees
Dispute Resolution Committee
Assembly: Ms Allan, Ms Hennessy, Mr Merlino, Mr Pakula, Mr R Smith, Mr Walsh and Mr Wells.
Council: Mr Bourman, Ms Crozier, Mr Davis, Ms Mikakos, Ms Symes and Ms Wooldridge.
Electoral Matters Committee
Assembly: Ms Blandthorn, Mr Guy, Ms Hall and Dr Read.
Council: Mrs McArthur, Mr Meddick, Mr Melhem, Ms Lovell, Mr Quilty and Mr Tarlamis.
House Committee
Assembly: The Speaker (ex officio), Mr T Bull, Ms Crugnale, Ms Edwards, Mr Fregon, Ms Sandell and Ms Staley.
Council: The President (ex officio), Mr Bourman, Mr Davis, Mr Leane, Ms Lovell and Ms Stitt.
Integrity and Oversight Committee
Assembly: Mr Halse, Mr McGhie, Mr Rowswell, Mr Taylor and Mr Wells.
Council: Mr Grimley and Ms Shing.
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Assembly: Ms Blandthorn, Mr Hibbins, Mr Maas, Mr D O’Brien, Ms Richards, Mr Richardson, Mr Riordan and Ms Vallence.
Council: Mr Limbrick.
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Assembly: Mr Burgess, Ms Connolly and Ms Kilkenny.
Council: Mr Gepp, Mrs McArthur and Ms Patten.

CONTENTS
ANNOUNCEMENTS
Acknowledgement of country ....................................................................................................................................3485
MEMBERS
Minister for Child Protection......................................................................................................................................3485
Minister for Planning ..................................................................................................................................................3485
Minister for Public Transport .....................................................................................................................................3485
Minister for Multicultural Affairs ..............................................................................................................................3485
Absence ...................................................................................................................................................................3485
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders.....................................................................................................................................3485
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Justice system...............................................................................................................................................................3488
Ministers statements: COVID-19 ..............................................................................................................................3489
Justice system...............................................................................................................................................................3490
Ministers statements: schools funding.......................................................................................................................3491
Mount Gellibrand fire tower.......................................................................................................................................3491
Ministers statements: household energy efficiency package ..................................................................................3493
Latrobe Valley infrastructure projects .......................................................................................................................3494
Ministers statements: public health infrastructure ....................................................................................................3495
Ministerial conduct ......................................................................................................................................................3495
Ministers statements: transport infrastructure projects ............................................................................................3497
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Warrandyte electorate .................................................................................................................................................3499
Ivanhoe electorate........................................................................................................................................................3499
Gippsland South electorate .........................................................................................................................................3499
Tarneit electorate .........................................................................................................................................................3500
Caulfield electorate......................................................................................................................................................3500
Carrum electorate ........................................................................................................................................................3500
Brunswick electorate ...................................................................................................................................................3500
Sunbury electorate .......................................................................................................................................................3500
Ferntree Gully electorate.............................................................................................................................................3501
Wendouree electorate..................................................................................................................................................3501
BILLS
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 ..............................................................................................................3501
Introduction and first reading ................................................................................................................................3501
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Orders of the day .........................................................................................................................................................3501
DOCUMENTS
Budget papers 2020–21 ..............................................................................................................................................3502
COMMITTEES
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee ..........................................................................................................3502
Alert Digest No. 12 ................................................................................................................................................3502
DOCUMENTS
Documents ...................................................................................................................................................................3502
BILLS
Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020 .................................................................................3504
Council’s amendments...........................................................................................................................................3504
Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 ....................................................................................3504
Council’s amendments...........................................................................................................................................3504
Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020...........................................3504
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020 ...............................3504
Royal assent ............................................................................................................................................................3504
Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020.......................................................................................................................3504
Appropriation ..........................................................................................................................................................3504
Introduction and first reading ................................................................................................................................3504
Statement of compatibility.....................................................................................................................................3504
Second reading........................................................................................................................................................3505
Appropriation (Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020 ...................................................................................................3515
Appropriation ..........................................................................................................................................................3515
Introduction and first reading ................................................................................................................................3515
Statement of compatibility.....................................................................................................................................3515
Second reading........................................................................................................................................................3516

Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020.......................................................................................................................3516
Appropriation (Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020 ...................................................................................................3516
Concurrent debate...................................................................................................................................................3516
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program ........................................................................................................................................................................3516
MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Budget 2020–21...........................................................................................................................................................3522
Cobram Community Cinema .....................................................................................................................................3522
Premiers’ Reading Challenge .....................................................................................................................................3522
Year 12 students ..........................................................................................................................................................3523
Yan Yean electorate volunteers .................................................................................................................................3523
Pyrenees Farm Gate Trail ...........................................................................................................................................3523
Bayswater electorate schools funding .......................................................................................................................3523
1st Baywater scouts .....................................................................................................................................................3524
Mornington Peninsula .................................................................................................................................................3524
Buninyong electorate schools funding ......................................................................................................................3524
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................3524
Melton electorate schools ...........................................................................................................................................3525
Port Phillip EcoCentre School Sustainability Festival .............................................................................................3525
Melbourne Montessori School ...................................................................................................................................3525
Rotary Club of Brighton North ..................................................................................................................................3526
Royal Brighton Yacht Club ........................................................................................................................................3526
Celeste Manno .............................................................................................................................................................3526
Mollie Holman Award ................................................................................................................................................3526
Blackburn Primary School..........................................................................................................................................3526
Blackburn Lake Primary School ................................................................................................................................3526
Laburnum Primary School .........................................................................................................................................3526
Mont Albert Primary School ......................................................................................................................................3526
Old Orchard Primary School ......................................................................................................................................3526
Surrey Hills Primary School.......................................................................................................................................3526
Shepparton rail line......................................................................................................................................................3527
Creative arts forum ......................................................................................................................................................3527
McMahons Road–Burwood Highway, Ferntree Gully ...........................................................................................3527
Local government elections ........................................................................................................................................3527
Wantirna Primary School ...........................................................................................................................................3528
Knox Little Athletics ...................................................................................................................................................3528
Geelong fast rail ...........................................................................................................................................................3528
Northern Bay P–12 College .......................................................................................................................................3528
Pascoe Vale Primary School ......................................................................................................................................3528
Marjorie Evans.............................................................................................................................................................3529
Local government elections ........................................................................................................................................3529
Westall Primary School ..............................................................................................................................................3529
BILLS
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020 ..............................................................................................3530
Second reading........................................................................................................................................................3530
Food Amendment Bill 2020 .......................................................................................................................................3555
Council’s agreement...............................................................................................................................................3555
Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 ....................................................................................3555
Council’s amendments...........................................................................................................................................3555
Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020 .................................................................................3561
Council’s amendments...........................................................................................................................................3561
Energy Legislation Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020 ..........................................................................3564
Council’s agreement...............................................................................................................................................3564
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020 ..............................................................................................3565
Second reading........................................................................................................................................................3565
ADJOURNMENT
Cemetery planning controls ........................................................................................................................................3576
Alcester Village, Boronia, road safety.......................................................................................................................3577
Lakes Entrance Fishermen’s Co-operative ...............................................................................................................3577
Metro Tunnel project...................................................................................................................................................3578
East Croydon Kilsyth Tennis Club ............................................................................................................................3578
Climate change ............................................................................................................................................................3579
Mildura Base Public Hospital.....................................................................................................................................3580
Big Housing Build .......................................................................................................................................................3580
Shire Hall Beach protection........................................................................................................................................3580
Greening the Pipeline ..................................................................................................................................................3581
Responses .....................................................................................................................................................................3581

CONTENTS

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Tuesday, 24 November 2020

Legislative Assembly

3485

Tuesday, 24 November 2020
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 12.02 pm and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (12:02): We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of the land upon
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.
Members
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION
MINISTER FOR PLANNING
MINISTER FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORT
MINISTER FOR MULTICULTURAL AFFAIRS
Absence
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:03): I rise to inform the house that this week I will
answer questions for the portfolios of child protection, disability, ageing and carers; and that for today
I will answer questions for the portfolios of planning, housing; public transport, roads and road safety;
and multicultural affairs, community sport and youth.
Business of the house
STANDING AND SESSIONAL ORDERS
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) (12:03): I move,
by leave:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended to allow the following arrangements to come
into effect immediately and to remain in place until 27 November 2020:
A revised order of business
(1) The order of business is:
Wednesday
Formal business
Statements by members
Statements on parliamentary committee reports
Government business
Question time—1.00 pm
Government business continued
Lunch break and cleaning in the chamber—2.00 pm to 3.00 pm
Matter of public importance or grievance debate—3.00 pm
Government business continued
Thursday
Formal business
Statements by members
Government business
Lunch break and cleaning in the chamber—1.00 pm to 2.00 pm
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Question time—2.00 pm
Government business continued
General business.
(2) The Speaker may order additional breaks to facilitate cleaning in the chamber.
Times of meeting
(3) Unless otherwise ordered, the house will meet on Wednesday at 10.00 am and Thursday at 9.30 am.
(4) The Speaker will interrupt business under sessional order 2 for the adjournment at 7.00 pm on Tuesday,
7.30 pm on Wednesday and 5.00 pm on Thursday.
Remote participation
(5) Members may participate in debate remotely using an audio link or audiovisual link as follows:
(a) the Chair must be satisfied that the quality of the audio link or audiovisual link allows the Chair to
verify the identity of that member and for the member to participate;
(b) a member participating remotely is not counted for the purposes of a quorum and may not vote;
(c) members may only participate remotely to speak on:
(i)

motions;

(ii) bills, including consideration in detail;
(iii) members statements;
(iv) statements on parliamentary committee reports;
(v) question time—to ask questions only;
(vi) grievance debates;
(vii) debates on a matter of public importance;
(viii) a personal explanation
(ix) adjournment debates—to raise a matter only—
if they are included in the order of business;
(d) members participating remotely may only speak when given the call, must comply with all the
usual rules of debate and may not:
(i)

refuse leave;

(ii) respond to questions without notice, make ministers’ statements or respond to matters raised
in the adjournment debate;
(iii) call the Chair’s attention to the state of the house;
(iv) take, or speak on, a point of order unless it is taken by another member during their speech or
relates to the answer to a question they have asked;
(v) move a motion (except an amendment to a motion or bill when they have the call);
(vi) interject;
(vii) chair the debate;
(e) members participating remotely may circulate amendments to bills under standing order 64;
(f)

in order to assist members participating remotely, the Chair will use a formal call list to allocate the
call for each debate where practical and members wishing to participate remotely may seek the
call by:
(i)

informing their whip, or the whip’s representative, who will inform the Chair in advance—
for a government or opposition member;

(ii) informing the Clerk, who will inform the Chair in advance—for any other member;
(g) when a member participates remotely, the Chair may exercise all their usual powers to control the
debate;
(h) the Chair is given any additional powers necessary to facilitate the smooth running of the house
and/or to address any technical issues, including but not limited to:
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stopping the clock;

(ii) returning to a member’s contribution;
(iii) re-ordering business; and
(i)

the Speaker may issue guidelines about remote participation.

Other business to be published in Hansard
(6) Members who are not in attendance on the parliamentary precinct for a sitting day may submit:
(a) members statements;
(b) statements on parliamentary committee reports;
(c) constituency questions; and
(d) adjournment matters—
for that day by emailing them to the Clerk by the adjournment of the house.
(7) The Clerk will accept matters up to the number usually given in the house minus any matters verbally
given in the house each day, and as allocated between the parties and Independents in accordance with
the call lists approved by the Speaker.
(8) The house authorises and requires these matters to be published in Hansard at the point in the
proceedings/order of business that the item would have occurred and after any contributions (if any) that
have been given in the house:
(a) subject to the Hansard editorial policy; and
(b) if any matter contains unbecoming expressions or does not comply with the rules of debate, the
Speaker may direct that the matter be removed or amended before it is published.
Members to incorporate their speeches for bills and motions
(9) If a member is not in attendance on the parliamentary precinct for a sitting day and they wish to
incorporate their speech—
(a) for any bill on the government business program, they must email their speech to the Clerk by the
time set down for consideration of that bill under the government business program; or
(b) for any substantive motion considered by the house that day, they must email their speech to the
Clerk by the adjournment of the house.
(10) Incorporated speeches will be published in Hansard—
(a) for bills, after the relevant second-reading speeches made in the house (if any) and before the
minister’s reply (if any);
(b) for substantive motions, after the relevant speeches made in the house (if any) and before the
mover’s reply (if any).
(11) If any matter contains unbecoming expressions or does not comply with the rules of debate, the Speaker
may direct that the matter be removed or amended before it is published.
Reduced number of members in the chamber to assist with physical distancing
(12) Subject to paragraphs (16) and (17), the chamber will be composed of the Chair and no more than
24 other members, being 13 from the government, seven from the opposition, one Greens member and
three Independent members.
(13) Except as provided for in paragraphs (16) and (17), if more members than those listed in paragraph (12)
vote in a division, the Clerk will not count their vote.
Quorum
(14) The house gives the Chair further discretion in ringing the bells to form a quorum under standing
order 29, provided the Chair is confident that a quorum is present within the parliamentary precinct.
(15) If, under paragraph (14) and standing order 29(1), the bells are rung to form a quorum, the provisions
under paragraph (12) are suspended until a quorum is formed.
(16) If, under standing order 29(2), there is found not to be a quorum during a division:
(a) the provisions under paragraph (12) are suspended;
(b) the bells must be rung for a further 4 minutes;
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(c) the chamber will be composed of the Chair and no more than 40 other members, being 23 from the
government, 13 from the opposition, one Greens member and three Independent members for the
remainder of the sitting day; and
(d) if more members than those listed in paragraph (c) vote in the division, the Clerk will not count
their vote.
Divisions
(17) For questions relating to the passage of bills on the government business program, the provisions under
paragraph (12) are suspended and divisions will take place as follows:
(a) members will vote in up to four voting groups;
(b) for each voting group:
(i)

no more than 24 members, in addition to the Chair, the Leader of the House and Manager of
Opposition Business (or their representatives), will be permitted into the chamber;

(ii) the Chair will direct that the doors be locked and state the question being voted on;
(iii) the Chair will ask members who are voting ‘aye’ to stand in their place and, in turn, will ask
members who are voting ‘no’ to stand in their place;
(iv) the Clerk will count the votes and the Chair will announce the number of votes cast for the
‘ayes’ and ‘noes’ in that group;
(v) subject to sub-paragraph (d), all members except the Chair must then leave the chamber;
(vi) the Chair will then ask the Clerk to ring the bells for 1 minute to call members to the chamber
for the next voting group, or to resume the make-up of the chamber as set out in
paragraph (12), as required;
(c) subject to sub-paragraph (d), members will only be permitted to enter the chamber once for each
division and any member present in the chamber must vote;
(d) the Leader of the House and Manager of Opposition Business, or their representatives, may remain
in the chamber for the entirety of the division, but can only stand to vote in one group; and
(e) at the conclusion of the four voting groups, the Chair will announce the result of the division.
Register of opinion on division questions
(18) If a division has taken place, a member not in attendance for the division can register their opinion on
the question:
(a) any members wishing to do so must notify the Clerk in writing of their opinion (either ‘aye’ or ‘no’)
on the same day the division took place by no later than 1 hour after the house adjourns; and
(b) any such opinion will be published, separately from the results of the vote, in Hansard and the
Votes and Proceedings.

Motion agreed to.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
JUSTICE SYSTEM
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (12:04): My question is to the Attorney-General. Victorians were alarmed
to see the CCTV footage of Jackson Williams grabbing an unsuspecting female victim in broad
daylight and dragging her into a CBD laneway, where she was seriously assaulted. The victim has
been forced to move interstate, and she is currently unable to continue working in her chosen
profession of nursing due to the psychological impact of the assault. The victim’s life will never be
the same, but the offender has been released back into the community on a community correction
order. Why has your government’s justice system again failed female victims with this pathetically
inadequate penalty?
The SPEAKER: Can I just remind members to direct questions through the Chair.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (12:05): Can I thank the member for her question.
Of course whilst matters still might be the subject of appeals I will not make specific comments about
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specific cases, and I think it would be entirely inappropriate for me or for any other person in this
chamber to do so.
But on the general issue of broader policy, I think the house should be very much assured that our
government is deeply committed to reform of the justice system to continue to try and improve
outcomes and to reduce violence, particularly against women, and we have done that on a range of
fronts. We have done it by virtue of our commitment to implementing every recommendation of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence. We have done it by virtue of the significant increases in
penalties in respect of where women are over-represented, and there is a great prevalence of attacks
against women. We have a Victorian Law Reform Commission inquiry currently underway in respect
of sentencing and practices around sexual offences, something that I know I, this government and this
Parliament will welcome. And of course there has been significant reform around community
correction orders generally.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (12:06): Direct witness accounts of the offender leaving court last week
suggest the offender was laughing and gloating about escaping jail. This sentence is manifestly
inadequate and provides absolutely no deterrent. Will you join with the opposition and support our
request to the Director of Public Prosecutions to appeal this sentence?
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (12:07): Of course everyone in this Parliament, me
included, feels great empathy and sympathy for any victim of crime. As I explained at the outset, to
potentially jeopardise the process of an appeal by engaging in early commentary is something that I am
not prepared to do as the first law officer of this state. This Parliament may or may not remember a time
when there was an attempt to undermine the independent decisions of the DPP—a matter that a Labor
government had to ultimately secure in the constitution—but the separation of powers means—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Lowan’s question went to whether
the government will support the opposition’s request to the DPP to appeal the manifestly inadequate
decision. It is not a question of traducing the DPP’s independence; it is respecting it, but noting that
we have a role to be able to request a review and an appeal. I ask the Attorney-General to direct her
answer to that question. Will she join the opposition in calling for this to be appealed?
The SPEAKER: Order! The Attorney-General has been directly relevant to the supplementary
question.
Ms HENNESSY: There is in fact a separation of powers that exists in the constitution that
enshrines the Director of Public Prosecutions’ independence. That is something that we respect. The
issue of sentencing policy is something that is well within the province of debate and political
commentary, but reducing the separation of powers between the state and enforcement is not
something that this government supports.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:08): I am pleased to rise to inform the house that today
we have zero active cases of coronavirus in our state. That is a triumph for our public health
professionals and for those in our emergency services, but really it is a triumph for every single
Victorian who has played their part in seeing this thing through. Whilst we have had a long run of
days—25 days—with zero cases, and now zero active cases as well, that is not the same as a vaccine,
so this is not over yet. There is still a long way for us to go and we all have to play our part in that.
But on a day when we will deliver a budget that is all about repair and recovery, fairness and strength
for the future, it is important to acknowledge the things that have been exposed by this pandemic, the
toxicity of insecure work chief among them.
Members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS: I will just say to those opposite who are interjecting: if they would like to be
served a meal at a restaurant by someone who is sick, well, fair enough for them. If they would like
an elderly relative to be cared for by someone who is sick, fair enough for them—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: but the vast majority of Victorians, I would humbly submit to the member for
Ripon and others, do not want people to be forced to go to work when they are unwell because they
are not appropriately paid, because they do not have a safety net, because they do not have the sense
of decency and dignity to be able to look after a sick child and not send that sick child in turn to school.
We can do better than this. We can be fairer than this, and we will. And if those opposite want to put
this on the ballot in 2022, that is fine by me. The question is whether they will be on the ballot in 2022,
I would submit.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: I am not sure whether you will be on the ballot. But in any event we can do better
than this, and who better than the state of Victoria to lead this? Let us make sure people do not have
to choose between going to work and feeding their family when they are unwell. It is a shame it is not
bipartisan.
JUSTICE SYSTEM
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:10): My question is to the AttorneyGeneral, and I refer to the horrific homicide of 23-year-old Celeste Manno. It is tragically clear yet again
that the current regime of risk assessments for those who breach intervention orders is not doing enough
to protect vulnerable Victorians. The Manno family has said that Celeste’s killer breached intervention
orders taken out by her after she was bombarded with vile messages and stalked through fake social
media accounts. Celeste’s father, Tony Manno, said the justice system failed his daughter:
It let my daughter down … it’s gotta be changed. It won’t bring her back but it has to be changed.

What changes will the Attorney now make to a justice system that so terribly failed Celeste Manno
and too many other Victorian women?
The SPEAKER: Order! I am not across the details of this case, other than some of the things that
have been reported in the media, but obviously there would be a matter pending before the courts. I
just remind members of the obligations of this place in relation to the convention of sub judice. I do
not believe the question was out of order, but I just remind the Attorney-General, of course, in her
answering of the question.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (12:12): Thank you very much, Speaker, and I of
course would be absolutely mindful of not saying anything that jeopardises a fair and effective
investigation and prosecution of such matters. This matter is still the subject of a police investigation,
and I will not be commenting on a matter that is a current, live police investigation. I would make the
general observation that significant reform work has been done in the space of family violence
intervention orders and personal safety intervention orders, which is one of the facts in this case as
well, and I would encourage those opposite to bring their enthusiasm in this line of questioning to
things like agreeing to support all of the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. This is the subject of a current, live police investigation, and I will not be making any further
comment on it.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:13): I just advise the Attorney this is
not a matter of family violence, so her answer should actually address the question.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr M O’BRIEN: Do I have to wait for the Premier to stop speaking before I can talk about a tragic
death? Keep turning your back.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr M O’BRIEN: Ms Manno’s tragic death highlights that the penalties for those who breach
intervention orders in this state are manifestly inadequate. What plans does the government have to
ensure that intervention orders actually give Victorian women the protection they deserve?
The SPEAKER: Order! Again I remind the Attorney-General about the convention of sub judice.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (12:13): I would say that this government brings a
current, ongoing and historical commitment to doing everything we can to improve safety for women,
and the point that I made in my substantive answer was we watched the Liberal Party equivocate for
too long around the Royal Commission into Family Violence. I will not be making any comments on
this case. Our government will continue to listen and learn about how we can better ensure that women
are safe—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is talking about sub judice, as you mentioned.
This question does not go to this specific case; this goes to what changes the Attorney will make that
will actually protect women in the future when intervention orders are put in place, and I would ask
you to bring her back to actually answering that question.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not uphold the point of order. The question did reference a particular
case, and the Attorney-General is responding to the rest of the question in a general manner.
Ms HENNESSY: Again I reinforce and underscore our government’s commitment to continuing
to be and always being open to the lessons to ensure that we reduce the predominance and overrepresentation of women when it comes to violence in all of its forms, and we will continue to do that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SCHOOLS FUNDING
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health) (12:15): I was
delighted to join the Premier and the member for Northcote this morning at Thornbury High School
to announce the biggest school building budget in our state’s history—more than $3 billion in new
schools and school upgrades, including $1.1 billion that we announced earlier in the year and a further
$1.9 billion to roll out the next phase of the school building boom, which will support more than
6400 construction and supply chain jobs.
It includes $1.28 billion for 162 upgrades. Architects will be appointed by January, and we will have
started construction in all of those schools within 16 months. It includes $14.9 million for that
wonderful school, Thornbury High. In regional Victoria the $1.28 billion includes $347.9 million for
54 regional and rural school upgrades—the biggest investment ever in regional and rural schools.
Bendigo Senior Secondary, $10 million; Korumburra Secondary, $12.8 million; Kyabram P–12,
$6.75 million. More than $388.8 million of investment will go towards improving facilities at
39 specialist schools. This is Victoria’s single largest investment ever in upgrading specialist schools:
Coburg Special Development School, $22.5 million; Marnebek School in Cranbourne, $38.8 million.
There is $147 million to acquire new land for 11 new schools. The budget provides $122.4 million.
There will be a brand new vertical primary school in North Melbourne, another four upgrades at four
new schools for the next stage, $70 million for planned maintenance—all up, $3 billion, creating
22 700 additional places for students in Victoria. This is the Education State.
MOUNT GELLIBRAND FIRE TOWER
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:17): My question is for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The Mount Gellibrand fire tower was built by volunteers 40 years ago. It has been used every
year since. It is a vital tool used by hardworking and courageous volunteer CFA members from across
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the western Victorian plains and the Otway Ranges for early warning on fires that keep volunteers and
communities safe. The government was told three years ago it needed urgent repairs. Why is the
government putting communities at risk by failing to fund this important piece of community
infrastructure?
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(12:18): Can I thank the member for Polwarth for his question. I find it pretty extraordinary actually,
as we head into this summer, that the only people who are not supporting the CFA and our fire services
and our summer preparedness are those opposite. I have watched them through the papers over the
last four weeks, undermining our fire services.
Now the Mount Gellibrand—
Members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE: The Mount Gellibrand—do you want me to answer the question?
Mr Riordan: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister made reference to the fact that she has been
reading the newspapers. I trust that she has read all the local newspapers across western Victoria that
have highlighted huge community support for the campaign to fix the fire tower.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. I do ask the minister to come to answering the
question.
Ms NEVILLE: There are a number of things I can assure the house of in relation to fire this season.
Firstly, we have fire towers that will be operating, and they play a very critical role. The CFA is still
doing assessments about what they think—if it is possible to even fix the tower—and they have not
yet come back to us about that. But they also assure me that they are in a good position, a strong
position, to ensure that they have the adequate oversight of where risk may develop, and the fire towers
play an important role in that. That is just one of them. We have a number right across the state. Some
sit with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and some sit with the CFA. I also
assure the house as well that our fire services—the CFA, Fire Rescue Victoria, the SES, the support
services—are all ready for this summer. They are fully operational. They have got the appliances they
need. Nothing has changed since last fire season. We have more volunteers now than we did a year
ago. So we are well prepared for this fire season. We hope that the Bureau of Meteorology’s
assessment that it will be a normal season is correct, but we are prepared for the fire season going—
Mr Riordan: On a point of order, Speaker, we have gone 2 minutes. The question was quite simple:
is the funding going to be available for the fire tower? I and the people of western Victoria do not need
lessons on what the government has done elsewhere. But the funding for this fire tower, Minister—
you have had three years.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Polwarth! The Manager of Opposition Business and the
Leader of the House! The minister, to continue. There is no point of order.
Ms NEVILLE: I think I addressed specifically the fire tower in my answer, but these matters are
for members of your community as well. Members of your community in that south-west area and the
Otways care about these issues. Are we ready? That is why we have invested $250 million in the last
12 months, most of which has gone to the CFA to improve stations and appliances, to ensure the
support for volunteers and the capital upgrades. All of that has gone to the CFA because we want to
ensure that they have the resources and the capacity to deal with fires now and into the future. That is
what we are doing, and we will get on with doing that. In terms of Mount Gellibrand I am waiting on
the CFA to come back to me with further details of how they see what we can do in relation to that
fire tower.
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Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:21): CFA volunteers have been told that the vital Mount Gellibrand
fire tower would be closed on the eve of the 2020 fire season—last Monday in fact. The CFA has told
the media that observations from the travelling public using mobile telephones would be used rather
than the Mount Gellibrand fire tower to keep western Victoria safe. Does this government seriously
think that early warning systems for fire should depend on observations from the travelling public?
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(12:22): I think that is just an insult to the CFA actually, that sort of question. We have a number of
early warning systems in relation to fire risk right across the state. We have a—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Polwarth is quoting what the CFA said
in a briefing—
The SPEAKER: Order! The point of order is?
Mr WALSH: So for the minister to say that is an insult to the CFA—it is what the CFA themselves
actually said.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Ms NEVILLE: I am not sure exactly who said it, and I am happy for you to pass on their name,
but I spoke yesterday to the local CFA commanders about this, so I am quite up to date about where
they are up to and what their plans are. We do have a very substantial system around drones; we have
a substantial air system. We have a substantial system with the Bureau of Meteorology and also with
fire mapping. We do this pretty well now, and I am very happy to take the member for Polwarth
through the State Control Centre when we can have more people there and show him the technology
that is used to pick up the early warning signs of fire risk, particularly those that result from lightning.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: HOUSEHOLD ENERGY EFFICIENCY PACKAGE
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (12:23): I rise to update the house on our government’s $797 million nation-leading
household energy efficiency package. This is the largest investment of its kind by any state
government ever, and this package brings together everything that this government stands for: good
jobs, 4500 of them, ongoing; a better quality of life for all Victorians; and a deep commitment to
leaving the planet in a better state than we found it. It will help 250 000 vulnerable Victorian
households replace their old, inefficient wood, gas or electric heaters with new, high-efficiency models
and will also fund energy efficiency upgrades for 35 000 social housing properties, wiping between
$300 and $900 off an energy bill each and every year. It will also deliver a $250 power-saving bonus
for households that have been hit hardest by coronavirus and need help with their energy bill. We are
providing funding to shift to new 7-star homes by the end of 2022, and to protect renters we are going
to be setting new minimum energy efficiency standards for rental properties. This package will cut
emissions by 22 million tonnes over 10 years. That is the equivalent of taking 6.8 million cars off the
road for a whole year—that is more than every car in Victoria.
The package has been welcomed across the community. The Climate Council called it:
… a smart investment which will be critical to improving the health of Victorians, generating thousands of
jobs and tackling climate change …

The Property Council of Australia said it:
… delivers wins for the economy, the environment and the wellbeing of our communities.

The Brotherhood of St Laurence said the announcement will be the difference between:
… living in a bitterly cold home through the winter and a warmer, healthier home.

This package will play a vital role in creating the jobs that will help drive economic recovery across
this state, and we are absolutely proud of this Labor budget.
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LATROBE VALLEY INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (12:25): My question is to the Minister for Industry Support and
Recovery. Minister, as you are aware, I have previously raised in Parliament the issue of essential
service infrastructure barriers that are inhibiting the commencement of approved developments in the
Morwell electorate, including the Lake Narracan precinct structure plan and the Morwell East
industrial precinct development plan getting off the ground. If unlocked, these and other approved
projects would instil a vital injection of jobs and investment into our community, which is needed now
more than ever. The Lake Narracan and Morwell East projects were approved years ago but still sit
idle due to the cost of getting essential services to the sites, which is a crying shame. Given the
promised electric vehicle manufacturing plant earmarked for Morwell has seemingly fallen over, will
the government consider reallocating funds from that commitment towards already approved projects
in the Latrobe Valley so works can finally commence on these long overdue projects?
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Industry Support and Recovery, Minister for Trade,
Minister for Business Precincts, Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing)
(12:26): I thank the member for Morwell for his question. This feels like a bit of a well-worn path
where I have to start each answer to each question he asks me by saying it is in fact within the portfolio
responsibility of the Minister for Regional Development, who I do not represent in this chamber, as it
turns out. Nevertheless, I have got some familiarity with this matter because the member for Morwell,
as he indicated, has raised it with me on some occasions in the past.
What I would say to him is I do understand that for private sector development the provision of
government-funded infrastructure, whether that be roads or sewerage or the like, would make those
private sector developments less costly for those developers. But I would also make the point to him
that that is not a situation that is confined to the Latrobe Valley; that would be the case for private
sector development right around the state. And of course the provision of all sorts of government
infrastructure, whether it be power, roads, sewerage and the like, is subject to all of the different
competing responsibilities and the competing desires of parts of the state in many, many regards.
I would say to him that the Latrobe Valley transition package, under the responsibility of the Minister
for Regional Development, does have a number of elements that make doing business in the valley
somewhat cheaper, including the economic growth zone, which allows for some charges and fees to
be reimbursed. The Latrobe Valley Economic Facilitation Fund, which is run by Regional
Development Victoria, likewise provides the possibility of some support for some projects if they can
demonstrate their job creation potential. Beyond that there is of course the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund, which again, if some of those projects—
Mr Northe: On a point of order, Speaker, in terms of relevance, and I appreciate the minister’s
portfolio crossover, if you like, but the question was specifically that a commitment was made for an
electric vehicle manufacturing facility to be built in Morwell, that that particular project seems to have
fallen over and would the government reconsider reallocating those funds from that project towards
already approved projects in the valley? I ask the minister to come back to the question asked.
The SPEAKER: Order! I understand the question. It was a very long question, so the minister is
being relevant to the preamble to the question.
Mr PAKULA: Well, of course I am obviously not in a position to commit to that. Funds that have
been allocated for one project can be allocated to another project or indeed be allocated to the provision
of infrastructure, but what I would say to the member is if the proponents of those projects want to
make an application to the various funds that are within the purview of the Minister for Regional
Development, they are well within their rights to do so.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (12:29): Minister, further to my substantive question, I recently engaged
a parliamentary intern, Alette De Koker, to complete a research piece on the infrastructure cost barriers
that have plagued the Lake Narracan and Morwell East projects over these past years. The report
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uncovered that the Victorian government does not appear to have a single program that assists with
addressing the very problems these projects are facing, yet it appears some other states do. One of the
recommendations from Ms De Coker’s report was for Victoria to adopt Queensland’s building
acceleration fund, which addresses the very problem confronting approved projects in my community.
Minister, will your government urgently adopt this program or a similar initiative and in doing so
finally get these already approved projects moving in the Latrobe Valley?
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Industry Support and Recovery, Minister for Trade,
Minister for Business Precincts, Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing)
(12:30): Obviously in regard to the report that has been prepared by the member’s parliamentary
intern, I would be more than happy to accept a copy of that report. I am quite sure if the honourable
member wanted me to mark that report, his intern would receive a high distinction for the work that
has been done.
In regard to the program that he references that I think he said is in place in Queensland, I would
simply make the point that there are a huge number of different programs to support business, to
support infrastructure—the biggest infrastructure program in the nation here in Victoria—and I would
also make the point to the honourable member that my friend the Treasurer will be making some
announcements in the budget in a very short period of time that will again ensure that Victoria is the
greatest job-creating state in the nation.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: PUBLIC HEALTH INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality) (12:31): I rise to update the house on announcements that have been made in recent times
about exciting public health infrastructure investments. I want to start with the announcement that was
reported last night of a $75 million investment in the Melton public hospital. This is an area that in a
very short period of time will be as big as Canberra. I was very pleased to see the report announce the
fact that there will be $75 million allocated as part of a record spend in budget infrastructure in the
health area around delivering on that commitment that this government made in the 2018 election. In
regard to that project, it is extremely exciting that this project will be delivered by Western Health, and
I know that the member for Melton, who has personally taken charge of that campaign for that
community, has been at the forefront of that.
I also want to point to the fact that there have been announcements in the media in recent times about
a $10 million kickstart to the extremely exciting Royal Melbourne Hospital and Royal Women’s
Hospital development in the Arden precinct. Here we will have two campuses, in time linked together
by the Melbourne Metro, essentially able to deliver world-class infrastructure and care, and bringing
together research partners in what will be the biggest health and research education precinct in the
country. This is such an important part of making sure that the millions of people who look to quality
care in our public health infrastructure system get that support they need. I want to make sure that not
only does it provide that care but it drives the thousands of jobs that Victorians will look for in this
important recovery period ahead.
MINISTERIAL CONDUCT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:33): My question is to the Premier.
The Premier has had two weeks now to confirm the probity auditor arrangements for him and his
ministers. Will the Premier continue to contract out the provision of probity auditors at meetings
between his ministers and property developers at Progressive Business functions to Progressive
Business, Labor’s fundraising arm?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:34): Well, despite the passage of time, the questions
have not got any clearer. Affairs of a political party are a matter for that political party, whether it be
the Liberal Party or the Labor Party or any other party in between. I am not a spokesperson on behalf
of a fundraising arm of a political party, an associated entity of a political party—
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Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the reason this relates to government business is
because probity auditors are matters for the government. It is to ensure that the public can be convinced
of integrity in meetings between ministers of the Crown and other people. It is the government’s
responsibility to ensure this is done. The question goes to government business because this
government has handballed that responsibility to the Labor Party’s bagmen of Progressive Business.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not disagree with the point of order, but the Premier is being relevant
to the question that has been asked.
Mr ANDREWS: I reject the assertions made by the Leader of the Opposition. One wonders
whether he is perhaps reflecting on the conduct of this government or maybe reflecting on the conduct
of someone a little closer to home; I am not quite certain. But unless the Leader of the Opposition is
suggesting that I am a spokesperson on behalf of not just the Labor Party but an associated entity of
the Labor Party, he is simply wrong. You see, what the Leader of the Opposition cannot quite get his
head around is that if you behave with probity, then this is not quite the issue that he thinks it is. And
it is not surprising—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the house to come to order. I do need to be able to hear the Premier’s
answer to the question. The Premier has the call.
Mr ANDREWS: The litany of Liberal Party members, former failed candidates, some failed
members of Parliament—Liberals all of them, which is where this started—and we were not talking
about donations. There were no probity auditors at the subway. There was no probity auditor at the
subway.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier is now debating the question. I ask you
to bring him back to the question, which relates to government business, and the government business
relates to probity arrangements for ministers of the Crown. He is now developing this argument into
something about the Liberal Party—
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition—
Mr M O’Brien: He is responsible for the government. He is responsible for the integrity of
ministers of the Crown—
The SPEAKER: Order! I understand the point of order that has been raised. I do ask the Premier
to come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his concession that my argument was
developing somewhat, but that is neither here nor there. Leader of the Opposition, if you have got a
claim to make about probity arrangements within the Victorian government, then make that claim. If
you want to talk about probity arrangements for others who have got nothing to do with the Victorian
government, are not a matter of Victorian government business, then that is an entirely different matter.
The Leader of the Opposition: it may just be that he is confused—that is not out of the question—or
he is deliberately trying to conflate two different issues to cast aspersions on others.
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, we all know where this started, and it was not about donations declared
under an act of this Parliament, Leader of the Opposition; it was bags of cash and racehorses that did
not exist, and those arrangements were a Liberal Party arrangement. So of all the people I might be
lectured by about probity and integrity and auditing, this one is the last person I would take that lecture
from. Actually, no; there would be one other person I would not take that lecture from—and perhaps
that is who you are trying to attack—the one that sits over there, in the ejector seat over there.
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Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, you have mentioned a number of times the forms of
addressing other members in this house, and I would ask you to bring the Premier back to actually
showing some courtesy. He might disrespect everyone else in Victoria, but at least he can respect the
form of the house.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do ask all members to address their remarks through the Chair.
Mr ANDREWS: Thank you very much, Speaker. I will just say to the honourable Leader of the
Opposition that if he wants to have a go at the honourable member for Bulleen, he ought to just do
that. He ought to just do it. Do it from the front. Do not try and attack this government and try to hold
your main challenger to a higher standard. That is what is going on here. It is plain and simple.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier is now debating the question. The
question goes to his government’s probity arrangements. He has not explained why he thinks it is
appropriate for Progressive Business to be in charge of them, instead of actually looking after the
probity of his ministers.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has concluded his answer.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:39): Why has the Premier condoned
the conflict of interest where responsibility for probity auditors to protect the public interest has been
handed to Progressive Business, the Labor Party’s fundraising arm?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:39): No such thing has occurred. The Leader of the
Opposition is at best confused, at worst, not particularly good at this. Again, if you want to attack the
credibility of the member for Bulleen, which is what you are doing—setting up a standard you reckon
he cannot meet—then you should do it from the front, lest you be considered cowardly.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier is debating the question, refusing to
answer it. This Premier has contracted out responsibility for probity auditors to the Labor Party’s bank.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr ANDREWS: No such thing has occurred. The Leader of the Opposition, who always plays the
politics on any issue and is not much good at it, should acquaint himself with the facts. No such thing
has happened, and you can have as many little post-question time press conferences as you like but
you do not get to make up your own facts, mate. No such thing has occurred. And just a piece of
advice: do not hold your breath waiting for me to be lectured on probity by the likes of you.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (12:40): The Andrews Labor government builds and invests in better
transport infrastructure. We do this to give Victorians better access to hospitals, to schools and also to
jobs. It is about creating a fairer community by creating better access to these important things for
Victorians, and there can be no better example than what we have just heard from the Minister for
Health. Putting the future Royal Melbourne Hospital campus at the Arden precinct connects the
hospital visitors and staff and patients to our Metro Tunnel project.
In the last week we have had another big week in delivering and building bigger and better transport
connections for the Victorian community. Last Monday the Premier and I were very pleased to be at
Deakin Burwood to announce the start of the Suburban Rail Loop. Early work is getting underway,
with $2.2 billion in funding and the station locations—the six new station locations—confirmed. Ten
billion dollars has been committed to the Melbourne Airport rail, and of course this is a project in
partnership with the federal government, importantly connecting into the Metro Tunnel, again,
providing better connectivity into more locations in the CBD but also for families in Cranbourne and
Pakenham who want to connect to Melbourne’s airport and equally for those in regional Victoria who
want to connect to Melbourne Airport by rail. There was $4 billion in funding for stage 1 of Geelong
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fast rail, again another shared project with the commonwealth, cutting travel times between the capital
and the state’s second-biggest city by an average of 15 minutes.
And then finally, one of my favourites was standing with the Independent member for Shepparton last
Thursday at the Shepparton train station confirming the final amount of funds to deliver nine daily
return services for the Shepparton community. It is a big project for Shepparton, a big project for
regional Victoria and all part of a big budget that is going to be delivered by the Treasurer.
Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Speaker, I just wish to draw your attention to outstanding
matters, numbers 4572, 3518, 3517, 3516, 3515, 2689, 2423, 2422, 2421 and 2272.
The SPEAKER: I thank the member for raising those items. We will chase the matters up for him.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, I, like the member for Ferntree Gully, have a number
of questions unanswered and I will just read the numbers into Hansard: 4606, 4494, 4493, 4492, 4491,
4490, 4489, 4488, 4487, 4486, 4485, 4484, 4483, 4482, 4481, 4480, 4479, 4478, 4477, 4476, 4475,
4474, 4473, 4472, 4471, 4470, 4469, 4468, 4467, 4466, 4465—
The SPEAKER: Can I just interrupt the member—is this another long list?
Mr R Smith: Well, Speaker, it just goes once again to the inability of ministers of this government
to actually do their job, which is to reply to questions on notice within the 30-day period. Speaker, I
bring to your attention that there are 483 questions I have here that have yet to be answered by largely
the minister at the table, the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and also the
Minister for Resources in the other place. So if you will permit me to continue reading out the
483 numbers, I would be happy to do so.
The SPEAKER: If I could ask the member to make that list available to the house—
Mr R Smith: In line with the precedent we set last sitting, rather than making it available, could it
be tabled and incorporated into Hansard?
The SPEAKER: It will be incorporated into Hansard.
Mr R Smith: And I would like to make the point again: I should not have to get up here, as a
member of Parliament who has put questions on notice to ministers, constantly—sitting after sitting
after sitting—joining my colleagues, pointing out the inability of ministers to do their job. I am not
sure what the minister at the table is actually doing with her day; she is certainly not answering
questions that the Victorian public want answered. So, Speaker, I ask you to speak to the minister at
the table and the Minister for Resources in the other place and indeed all the ministers who are
abdicating their responsibilities to this Parliament and to the people of Victoria.
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the member for raising that point of order.
Incorporated numbers as follows:
4752, 4606, 4494, 4493, 4492, 4491, 4490, 4489, 4488, 4487, 4486, 4485, 4484, 4483, 4482, 4481, 4480,
4479, 4478, 4477, 4476, 4475, 4474, 4473, 4472, 4471, 4470, 4469, 4468, 4467, 4466, 4465, 4464, 4463,
4462, 4461, 4460, 4459, 4458, 4457, 4456, 4455, 4454, 4453, 4451, 4450, 4449, 4448, 4447, 4446, 4445,
4444, 4443, 4442, 4441, 4440, 4439, 4438, 4437, 4436, 4435, 4434, 4433, 4432, 4431, 4430, 4429, 4428,
4427, 4426, 4425, 4424, 4423, 4422, 4421, 4420, 4419, 4418, 4417, 4416, 4415, 4414, 4413, 4412, 4411,
4410, 4409, 4408, 4407, 4406, 4405, 4404, 4403, 4402, 4401, 4400, 4399, 4398, 4397, 4396, 4395, 4394,
4393, 4392, 4391, 4390, 4389, 4388, 4387, 4386, 4385, 4384, 4383, 4382, 4381, 4380, 4379, 4378, 4377,
4376, 4375, 4374, 4373, 4372, 4371, 4370, 4369, 4368, 4367, 4366, 4365, 4364, 4363, 4362, 4361, 4360,
4359, 4358, 4357, 4356, 4355, 4354, 4353, 4352, 4351, 4350, 4349, 4348, 4347, 4346, 4345, 4344, 4343,
4342, 4341, 4340, 4339, 4338, 4337, 4336, 4335, 4334, 4333, 4332, 4331, 4330, 4329, 4328, 4327, 4326,
4325, 4324, 4323, 4322, 4321, 4320, 4319, 4318, 4317, 4316, 4315, 4314, 4313, 4312, 4311, 4310, 4309,
4308, 4307, 4306, 4305, 4304, 4303, 4302, 4301, 4300, 4299, 4298, 4297, 4296, 4295, 4294, 4293, 4292,
4291, 4290, 4289, 4285, 4288, 4284, 4283, 4287, 4282, 4286, 4281, 4280, 4279, 4278, 4277, 4271, 4270,
4276, 4275, 4269, 4274, 4268, 4273, 4267, 4266, 4272, 4265, 4264, 4263, 4262, 4261, 4260, 4259, 4258,
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4257, 4256, 4255, 4254, 4253, 4252, 4251, 4250, 4249, 4248, 4247, 4246, 4245, 4244, 4229, 4228, 4227,
4226, 4225, 4224, 4223, 4222, 4221, 4220, 4219, 4218, 4217, 4216, 4215, 4214, 4213, 4212, 4211, 4210,
4209, 4208, 4207, 4206, 4205, 4204, 4203, 4202, 4243, 4201, 4200, 4199, 4198, 4197, 4196, 4195, 4194,
4193, 4192, 4191, 4190, 4189, 4188, 4187, 4186, 4185, 4184, 4183, 4182, 4181, 4180, 4179, 4178, 4177,
4176, 4175, 4174, 4173, 4172, 4159, 4171, 4170, 4158, 4169, 4157, 4168, 4156, 4167, 4155, 4166, 4165,
4154, 4164, 4153, 4163, 4152, 4162, 4151, 4161, 4150, 4160, 4149, 4148, 4147, 4146, 4145, 4144, 4143,
4142, 4141, 4131, 4140, 4130, 4129, 4139, 4128, 4127, 4126, 4125, 4138, 4124, 4137, 4123, 4136, 4122,
4135, 4121, 4134, 4133, 4132, 4120, 4119, 4118, 4117, 4116, 4115, 4114, 4113, 4112, 4111, 4110, 4109,
4108, 4107, 4106, 4105, 4104, 4103, 4102, 4101, 4100, 4099, 4098, 4097, 4096, 4095, 4094, 4093, 4092,
4091, 4090, 4089, 4088, 4087, 4086, 4085, 4084, 4083, 4082, 4081, 4080, 4079, 4078, 4077, 4076, 4075,
4074, 4073, 4072, 4071, 4070, 4069, 4068, 4067, 4066, 4065, 4064, 4063, 4062, 4060, 4059, 4046, 4058,
4057, 4061, 4056, 4045, 4055, 4054, 4044, 4053, 4052, 4043, 4051, 4050, 4042, 4049, 4048, 4041, 4047,
4040, 4039, 4038, 4037, 4036, 4035, 4034, 4018, 4017, 4032, 4031, 4033, 4030, 4029, 4028, 4027, 4026,
4025, 4024, 4023, 4022, 4021, 4020, 4019, 4242, 4241, 4240, 4239, 4238, 4237, 4236, 4235, 4234, 4233,
4232, 4231, 4230, 2853, 3573, 3571, 3570, 2634.

Constituency questions
WARRANDYTE ELECTORATE
Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (12:45): (4796) My constituency question today is directed to the
Attorney-General. On 9 January this year Mr and Mrs Collins of Doncaster East applied to Births,
Deaths and Marriages Victoria for a historical marriage certificate. The longest waiting time on the
BDM website suggests a four-week processing time. Unfortunately Mr and Mrs Collins are still
waiting for the certificate some 45 weeks later. Mr and Mrs Collins have tried to make contact with
the agency through various means but have been unable to speak with anyone or to have any advice
given to them on when they will receive their certificate, and I ask the Attorney-General: why have
the Collinses had to wait for 10 months for a certificate, and can you please direct your agency to have
this matter rectified as soon as possible?
IVANHOE ELECTORATE
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (12:46): (4797) My constituency question is to the Minister for Industry
Support and Recovery, and I seek the latest information with regard to Banyule City Council’s
Working for Victoria application. Several councils nearby including Nillumbik Shire Council have
received funding and approval for their Working for Victoria applications, and I know Banyule City
Council’s application refers in particular to opportunities to employ local people to work on graffiti
removal and other beautification works across the several shopping villages in my electorate in the
City of Banyule. We know that the Working for Victoria initiative is part of the Victorian
government’s $1.7 billion economic survival package and that the Working for Victoria Fund is
designed to connect workers with new opportunities that will help our community contribute to
Victoria’s ability to respond to the pandemic. I am really looking forward to actioning those items in
my community with Banyule City Council and look forward to information on that application.
GIPPSLAND SOUTH ELECTORATE
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (12:47): (4798) My constituency question is to the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the question I have for the minister is: will she
fund the Agnes Falls viewing platform in South Gippsland? This is a Parks Victoria-owned asset.
Agnes Falls is a delightful part of South Gippsland and a wonderful tourism facility, and there is a
proposed cantilevered viewing platform that would allow people to get literally out into the gorge and
get a proper look at these beautiful falls on the South Gippsland tourism route. This would be a small
investment, and I note the minister spoke last week of a $474 million investment in parks and reserves
and the environment. We are looking for only about $700 000, which was previously promised by the
South Gippsland shire but has since been withdrawn. This is a Crown asset, and I ask the minister to
fund this. There are no more excuses given the money announced in the budget.
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TARNEIT ELECTORATE
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (12:48): (4799) My question is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure. This weekend’s announcement about our government’s $2 billion plan for fast rail to
Geelong is life-changing for families right across Melbourne’s west. Once completed, trains will again
travel from Geelong to the city following our Werribee line, with about 10 kilometres of extra track to
be built between Werribee and Laverton which will go right through the heart of my electorate. In
doing so this will take several trains that travel through Tarneit station off the regional rail link, freeing
up room for more services. So my question is this: what benefits does this plan have for commuters in
the Tarneit community and especially commuters at Tarneit train station?
CAULFIELD ELECTORATE
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (12:49): (4800) My question is to the Premier. Premier, Caulfield
Hospital sits on a considerable piece of land, has a rich history and has served the community for a long
period. In fact it has been there for over 100 years. It acts now as a very important rehabilitation hospital,
and the only upgrade to this hospital has been the acquired brain injury unit that was funded by the federal
Liberal government. This site is in desperate need of a plan. This is under-utilised land that could be a
health precinct and also provide education and ultimately some broader land use in an under-utilised area
that we currently have in Glen Eira in terms of open space. We desperately need a land management
plan. I have been advocating for some time for Caulfield Hospital to do that. Georgie Crozier in the other
place has also asked for $2 billion for Alfred Health. So I ask for an update, Premier, as to where the land
management plan may be for Caulfield Hospital going forward.
CARRUM ELECTORATE
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (12:50): (4801) My question is for the Minister for Education. Minister,
Carrum Downs Secondary College is a tremendous local school that is growing from strength to
strength. For many years the school community has worked hard to build on and improve this school,
activate school pride and identify ways to make the learning experience better for each and every
student. So I was absolutely delighted to let the school community know that Carrum Downs Secondary
will receive $2.75 million to further modernise the school with upgrades to their science wing. I know
how much the school wants to create a STEM centre and make Carrum Downs Secondary a school of
excellence in the areas of science, technology, engineering and maths, and I wish to acknowledge the
efforts of the school community in advocating for this funding. Minister, the school community is very
keen to know what the next steps are in delivering this much-anticipated project.
BRUNSWICK ELECTORATE
Dr READ (Brunswick) (12:51): (4802) My question is for the Minister for Local Government in the
other place. Decisions made at local government level shape our cities. Secret meetings between local
government councillors and property developers have come to light in recent publicity surrounding
Casey council and other municipalities. The Brunswick Residents Network in Moreland has called for
Moreland council to establish a public register of such meetings. So my question to the minister is: will
he require or at least encourage municipalities across Victoria to establish a public register for meetings
between local councillors or council staff and property developers or their representatives?
SUNBURY ELECTORATE
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (12:51): (4803) My question is to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure:
what is the latest information on design and time lines for the removal of the Sunbury level crossing?
Speaker, as you know, only Labor gets rid of level crossings, and I am absolutely delighted that after
decades of this crossing dividing our local community it is going to soon be removed. This is a critical
and important project for my local community. It is a terrific project that people have long called for.
This crossing will soon be gone for good. I am delighted this government is getting rid of the crossing,
like so many others across the state, and I again ask the minister for the latest information on design
and time lines for this critical project.
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FERNTREE GULLY ELECTORATE
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (12:52): (4804) My question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Knox City Council is seeking for VicTrack land—lot 37 at 1157 Burwood Highway and
lot 38 at 1183 Burwood Highway in Upper Ferntree Gully—to be transferred to council on a zero-cost
basis or to be leased to them on a long-term basis. Both of these parcels of land have been assessed as
sites of biological significance within the Knox community. I understand that these parcels of land
were deemed surplus to VicTrack’s requirements and were offered to council in late 2019 through a
first-right-of-refusal process. However, in July 2020 that first-right-of-refusal process was
discontinued, and now they are considering a market-led process. On behalf of my constituents:
Minister, can you please confirm whether these two parcels of land will be provided to Knox City
Council on either a zero-cost basis or be leased to them on a long-term basis?
WENDOUREE ELECTORATE
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (12:53): (4805) My constituency question is directed to the Minister
for Housing, and it is about the biggest social housing package in our state’s history—$5.3 billion to
construct more than 12 000 new homes throughout metro and regional Victoria, as well as supporting
around 10 000 jobs per year over the next four years. How will this landmark social housing program,
the Big Housing Build, deliver secure, modern and affordable homes for my community in the
electorate of Wendouree? I wish to take this opportunity to thank the Premier, the Treasurer and the
minister for the work that has been put into this transformative package that will boost our state’s
social housing supply by 10 per cent in just four years, providing a stable foundation for thousands of
Victorians to build their lives. My community of Ballarat will receive $80 million of investment in
social housing, and this has been most welcomed by community organisations across my community.
Bills
STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (12:54): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to amend the Duties Act 2000, the Environment Protection Act 1970, the
Environment Protection Amendment Act 2018, the First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003, the Land Tax Act 2005, the Taxation Administration Act 1997 and the Valuation of
Land Act 1960 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:55): I ask the Treasurer for a longer explanation of the bill.
Mr PALLAS: This bill picks up the initiatives that will have implications for the identified acts
that will be announced in the course of this budget.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
Business of the house
ORDERS OF THE DAY
The SPEAKER (12:56): I wish to advise the house that general business, orders of the day 1 to 3,
will be removed from the notice paper unless members wishing their matter to remain advise the Clerk
in writing before 5.00 pm today.
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BUDGET PAPERS 2020–21
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (12:56): I table, by leave:
budget paper 1, ‘Treasurer’s Speech’;
budget ‘Overview’;
‘Jobs Plan’;
budget information paper, ‘Rural and Regional’;
budget information paper, ‘Suburban’; and
budget information paper, ‘Gender Equality Budget Statement’.

Tabled.
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 12
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (12:57): I have the honour to present to the house a report from the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, being Alert Digest No. 12 of 2020, on the following
bills and subordinate legislation:
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2020
Human Tissue Amendment Bill 2020
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020
SR No. 63—Marine Safety Amendment (Expiry Date) Interim Regulations 2020

together with appendices.
Ordered to be published.
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Incorporated list as follows:
DOCUMENTS TABLED UNDER ACTS OF PARLIAMENT—The Clerk tabled the
following documents under Acts of Parliament:
Auditor-General:
Accessing Emergency Funding to Meet Urgent Claims—Ordered to be published
Report on the Annual Financial Report of the State of Victoria: 2019–20—Ordered to be published
Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission, Board of—Report 2018–19
Duties Act 2000—Reports 2019–20 of concessions and exemptions under ss 250B and 250DD (two
documents)
Financial Management Act 1994:
2020–21 Budget Paper No 2—Strategy and Outlook
2020–21 Budget Paper No 3—Service Delivery
2020–21 Budget Paper No 4—Statement of Finances (incorporating Quarterly Financial Report
No 1)
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
Ballarat—C226
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Boroondara—C347
Cardinia—C250
Colac Otway—C101
Darebin—C167
Frankston—C130
Glenelg—C97
Greater Bendigo—C262
Greater Dandenong—C217, C222
Hepburn—C83
Knox—C187
Maribyrnong—C170
Maroondah—C116
Melton—C222, C223
Mitchell—GC102, GC156
Monash—C162
Moorabool—C95
Moreland—C213
Stonnington—C285, C308
Victoria Planning Provisions—VC192
Whittlesea—C236, GC102, GC156
Wyndham—C228
Yarra—C279
Yarra Ranges—C159
Yarriambiack—C27
Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability—Interim
Report
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Alpine Resorts (Management) Act 1997—SR 128
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005—SRs 126, 127
Criminal Procedure Act 2009—SR 127
Family Violence Protection Act 2008—SRs 126, 127
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989—SR 124
Personal Safety Interventions Orders Act 2010—SRs 126, 127
Tobacco Act 1987—SR 129
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998—SR 125
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 122, 123, 124,
125, 126, 127, 128, 129.
PROCLAMATION—Under Standing Order 177A, the Clerk tabled the following proclamation fixing an
operative date:
Professional Engineers Registration Act 2019—Part 1, Part 3, ss 103, 104 and 105 and Division 2 of
Part 8—10 November 2020 (Gazette S575, 10 November 2020).
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Bills
MARINE SAFETY AMENDMENT (BETTER BOATING FUND) BILL 2020
Council’s amendments
The SPEAKER (12:59): I have received a message from the Legislative Council agreeing to the
Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020 with amendments.
Ordered that amendments be taken into consideration later this day.
PARKS AND CROWN LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Council’s amendments
The SPEAKER (12:59): I have also received a message from the Legislative Council agreeing to
the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 with amendments.
Ordered that amendments be taken into consideration later this day.
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPPORTING VICTIMS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2020
SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS)
AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Royal assent
The SPEAKER (13:00): I inform the house that the Governor has given royal assent to the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020 and the Safe Patient Care
(Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020.
APPROPRIATION (2020–2021) BILL 2020
Appropriation
The SPEAKER (13:00): I have received the following message from the Governor, accompanied
by the estimates:
In accordance with the requirements of section 63 of the Constitution Act 1975, the Governor recommends to
the Legislative Assembly that an appropriation be made from the Consolidated Fund for the purposes of a bill
for an act for the appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund for the ordinary annual services of
the government for the financial year 2020–2021 and for other purposes, and hereby transmits to the Legislative
Assembly estimates of the expenditure requiring annual appropriation in the financial year 2020–2021.

Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (13:01): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act for the appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund for the
ordinary annual services of the government for the financial year 2020–21 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time; under standing order 61(3)(a), ordered to be read second time immediately.
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (13:05): In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility for the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020.
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In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Vic) (Charter
Act), I make this statement of compatibility with respect to the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the Charter Act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.
Overview of Bill
The Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 will provide appropriation authority for payments from the
Consolidated Fund for the ordinary annual services of Government for the 2020–21 financial year.
The amounts contained in Schedule 1 to the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 provide for the ongoing
operations of departments, including new output and asset investment funded through annual appropriation.
Schedules 2 and 3 of the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 contain details concerning payments from
advances under section 35 of the Financial Management Act 1994 (Vic) in the 2018–19 and 2019–20
financial years respectively.
Schedules 4 and 5 contain details concerning payments from the Advance to Treasurer in the 2018–19 and
2019–20 financial years respectively. Schedule 6 contains details concerning payments from the Advance to
Treasurer in the 2019–20 financial year under the Appropriation (Interim) Act 2020 (Vic).
Human Rights Issues
1.

Human rights protected by the Charter Act that are relevant to the Bill

The Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 does not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations—section 7(2)

As the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 does not raise any human rights issues, it does not limit any
human rights and therefore it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the Charter Act.
Conclusion
I consider that the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 is compatible with the Charter Act because it does
not raise any human rights issues.
TIM PALLAS MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (13:05): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I would like to acknowledge the traditional owners of the land on which we meet and pay my respects
to their elders past and present.
Speaker, when I stood here and delivered the budget last year, none of us could have imagined what
2020 had in store for us.
Calamitous bushfires. Homes destroyed. Lives lost. And then, the pandemic.
Here in Victoria we have negotiated the most difficult year in living memory.
The rate of change in our lives has affected everyone—it has been a marathon, run at the pace of a
sprint.
It has reminded us of what matters most—the safety and security of our families and friends and our
way of life.
It has reminded us that our budgets, and our economy, must be built on one immutable truth:
When everyone is valued, needed and nurtured, our future can be better, stronger and more resilient.
That’s the future we strive for, because we owe the courage and sacrifice of all Victorians during this
past year, nothing less.
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A future where every Victorian can meet their needs, achieve their potential and feel positive about
what lies ahead.
A future that restores this state’s economic power while making it more advanced, dynamic, fair and
inclusive.
This has been a year like never before.
And it demands a budget like never before.
Because if this pandemic has been a stark reminder of anything, it is that people matter more than the
bottom line.
Speaker, under this government, Victoria began 2020 as a national leader in jobs growth.
Half a million more Victorians had found work since we were elected in November 2014.
Our economy had grown by 18 per cent—or around $67 billion in real terms.
But last year’s bushfires hit us hard.
As images of Victorians sheltering from embers flashed around the world, we counted the toll.
Lives lost, homes destroyed, smoke and ash so dense it covered the state.
The trauma and stress was extreme.
The smoke had barely cleared before the pandemic came.
We had no playbook to guide us; no lived experience of such a challenge.
We were forced to ask Victorians not to go to work—that’s hard for a government dedicated to job
creation.
Many Victorians worked from home, often with their kids beside them.
Essential workers stayed on the front line: nurses, supermarket workers, paramedics, cleaners and
more.
We cannot thank them enough for their efforts.
It was an experience like no other. One that challenged us in ways we could not have imagined.
We discovered new ways of working and socialising; helping others and caring for elderly relatives
and neighbours from a distance.
It was hard. We know that because we all went through it together.
We have lost too many Victorian lives due to this insidious virus.
Each and every one of these Victorians was loved and will be missed.
The pandemic has exposed our society’s weaknesses—insecure workplaces; entrenched disadvantage;
a frail mental health system.
But it has also revealed our strengths.
The dogged commitment of Victorians this year means we are tracking towards COVID normal.
We are resuming our lives, with precautions, until a vaccine is dispensed.
We have avoided the nightmare scenarios facing Europe and the United States.
The only way to reclaim success in a COVID-19 world—and this includes economic success—is to
suppress the virus.
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The experience of countries everywhere has made that clear.
Tragically, nations that focused on economies first—like the United Kingdom and the United States—
suffered more infections, more deaths and ongoing economic damage.
Speaker, as hard as it was, we introduced strict measures to protect public health. These measures were
necessary. They saved Victorian lives.
And as so often, the right values meant the right decisions.
Throughout the pandemic we have undertaken more than 3 million COVID-19 tests.
We have created 1500 intensive care beds and delivered millions of units of personal protective
equipment.
Our efforts to contain the virus have put our healthcare system under enormous pressure.
We know our health system is not perfect but as we look around the world, we also know that we are
lucky to live in Victoria.
In the past six years, the Andrews Labor government has invested more than $109 billion in output
funding for health.
This is the biggest investment in health in Victorian history.
And it’s meant less crowded emergency departments, fewer ambulance delays and shorter elective
surgery waiting lists.
Our 2020–21 budget continues that legacy of investment, providing an additional $9 billion for our
health system.
This means our hospitals can keep managing coronavirus while also opening up more beds, carrying
out elective surgery and building our healthcare capacity.
We’re making sure our hospitals and health facilities have the latest equipment and cutting-edge
technology.
And we’re taking steps to plan and build new hospitals, as well as upgrading existing hospitals, across
the state.
These investments aren’t just about bolstering our healthcare system.
They’re about enabling Victorians to walk out the door and engage with society, knowing their health
is protected.
Speaker, our history of economic success has cushioned the blows of 2020.
We have the biggest infrastructure pipeline in the history of the state, supporting 165 000 jobs since
2014.
In this financial year, more than $130 billion of state capital projects are commencing or underway.
We have contributed almost a third of the nation’s economic growth since 2015—well above our
share.
But 2020 has been a cruel year.
With Victoria’s gross state product forecast to decline by 4 per cent in 2020–21, the pandemic’s
economic impact is likely to be the biggest in nearly a century.
Without decisive action, the impact could be devastating.
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That’s why the Andrews Labor government understands now is not the time to deliver a budget in
surplus.
The federal Treasurer brought down a budget deficit of $213 billion this year, with Australia’s net debt
estimated to reach nearly $1 trillion by June 2024.
Victoria also faces great challenges.
Total revenue is down 4.2 per cent from pre-pandemic levels, while state tax revenue has fallen
11.3 per cent.
At the same time, Victoria has been short-changed due to a new and crippling GST policy.
It is yet another impost during one of our most challenging years on record.
Since March the Victorian government has committed more than $13 billion to help communities and
businesses reach the other side.
We currently project an operating deficit of $23.3 billion this year, forecast to reduce by almost 75 per
cent to $5.9 billion in three years.
Net debt will reach $87 billion this year and will grow to $155 billion by June 2024.
In keeping with the federal government and other states and territories, we are borrowing to keep
Victoria’s economy and livelihoods afloat.
The governor of the Reserve Bank of Australia has been clear about the economic prescription for
these unprecedented times: increase your borrowings.
In his own words: ‘It is a change that is entirely manageable and affordable and it is the right thing to do’.
The Andrews Labor government agrees with this prescription.
Even with Victoria’s growing debt, interest costs over the next four years will not be challenging,
averaging 4.4 per cent of revenue a year.
Yes, there are short-term costs to the state’s financial position.
But by using the strength of our balance sheet, we are able to protect the budgets of households and
businesses across Victoria.
And we are able to do it as a result of the government’s sound financial management over the past six
years.
We are putting our credit rating to work where it is needed most—to help Victorians now and into the
future.
We are borrowing to make the necessary investments to drive a quicker and stronger recovery.
And as Victorians get back to work and the economy recovers, we fully expect our budget position
will strengthen.
That is why our focus is on getting Victorians back to work.
And our blueprint for this is our ‘Jobs Plan’.
It is deliberately ambitious.
It will ensure an extra 200 000 Victorians are back in work by 2022 and 400 000 by 2025.
In guiding Victoria’s recovery, the ‘Jobs Plan’ plays to our state’s strengths, generating growth in new
and innovative industries.
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It focuses on those most impacted by this pandemic: women, young people, older Victorians and
Victorians who have plenty of experience but don’t always have a qualification.
This government understands the dignity, the independence, the self-respect, the sense of belonging
and contribution that work gives us.
Our ‘Jobs Plan’ will start this journey to get Victoria working.
It will drive economic and social recovery by putting Victorians at its heart.
It will build our state as we rebuild our economy.
It will support our industries and leverage our strengths.
And it will leave no Victorian behind.
The ‘Jobs Plan’, as well as other initiatives included in this budget, will support around 125 000 jobs.
To kickstart our recovery, we’re investing a record $2.4 billion to drive growth in key priority sectors.
More and more things will be produced locally and proudly stamped ‘Made in Victoria’.
Victoria’s workforce and supply chains, its design and engineering expertise, its leading universities
and researchers will all play a vital role.
Our $2 billion Breakthrough Victoria Fund typifies the government’s optimism.
An Australian first, it will drive investment in research, innovation and commercial outcomes.
We know Victoria has some of the best scientists and institutes in the world, producing some of the
most advanced research.
We’ll leverage this to supercharge growth in new innovations, new companies and new jobs.
The fund will focus on priority sectors such as health, agriculture, food and clean energy.
It will attract the best and brightest from around the world.
We’ll also provide low interest loans to dynamic Victorian enterprises so they can maintain their
cashflow and continue to undertake vital research and development.
Speaker, we know too many businesses have struggled this year.
That’s why we’re helping them reach the other side of this health crisis.
In 2020, we have announced almost $4.1 billion in tax and fees relief and tax deferrals for Victorian
workers, businesses and families.
This budget confirms a further $1.5 billion in tax relief.
To get Victorians back to work, our new jobs tax credit will encourage businesses to take on more
staff as they reopen and rebuild.
We will increase the threshold for paying payroll tax annually, helping up to 7000 businesses.
We are backing an export recovery plan with more than $30 million, so Victorian exporters can once
again get out there and push our state’s great products.
We will encourage Victorians back into the property market by waiving up to 50 per cent of stamp
duty on eligible homes for the remainder of the financial year.
And Victorians will be able to get into the property market sooner and with lower deposits, thanks to
our $500 million Victorian Homebuyer Fund.
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But we’re not just focusing on those who can afford to buy a home.
In a year when ‘home’ became increasingly central to our lives, we’re making sure more Victorians
than ever have a roof over their head.
We’ll do this through our record $5.3 billion investment in social and affordable housing, as part of
our Big Housing Build.
It’s a three-for-one investment: homes for our most vulnerable; jobs in construction; and economic
activity.
We’ll build over 12 000 new homes, supporting more than 10 000 jobs a year while cutting the social
housing wait list.
This will transform thousands of lives.
We’ll help renters by providing a 50 per cent land tax discount from 2022 until 2040 to attract new
investment in build-to-rent developments, boosting housing supply by an estimated 5000 homes.
And more than $110 million is provided to deliver planning reforms that will increase the housing
supply and grow more jobs.
And while we’re growing jobs, this budget will also invest $619 million to match people to the right
jobs through Jobs for Victoria.
This includes $250 million so businesses can hire at least 10 000 Victorians who’ve been hardest hit
by this pandemic.
Speaker, the Andrews Labor government has invested heavily in Victoria’s transport infrastructure.
We know the best cities in the world are the ones where you spend more time enjoying life, and less
time waiting in traffic.
This budget builds on our record transport investment with more than $10 billion for better roads and
public transport.
Our historic Suburban Rail Loop project will link every major rail line from Frankston to Werribee.
It will support up to 20 000 jobs during construction and kickstart the careers of 2000 apprentices,
trainees and cadets.
In this budget we’re investing $2.2 billion for preliminary work on the Suburban Rail Loop, before
starting stage 1 of this exciting build.
We have formalised our partnership with the commonwealth to commence construction of the
$10 billion Melbourne airport rail link in 2022.
As part of our manufacturing revival, the budget includes funding for 100 new next-generation
trams—made in Victoria, supporting almost 1900 jobs.
Many Victorians travel between our two largest cities, Melbourne and Geelong, for work and school
and to visit family and friends.
This budget delivers $2 billion towards Geelong fast rail, reducing travel times and supporting more
passengers on our state’s busiest regional rail line.
Speaker, Melbourne is the cultural capital of Australia, renowned as a place of arts, ideas and good
living.
And I’m excited to say that we’re bringing a whole new gallery to our city’s arts precinct, with a
$1.4 billion investment.
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NGV Contemporary will be the country’s largest gallery dedicated to contemporary art and design.
It will draw an extra 3 million visitors each year, and support 5000 jobs while it’s being built.
And during construction, we’ll improve art storage facilities and enable touring of exhibitions
throughout regional Victoria.
We’ll also deliver almost $35 million worth of creative infrastructure projects, from Shepparton to
Torquay.
Speaker, there is no doubt that the pandemic and its economic fallout has hit women harder than men.
Gender inequality means Victoria is losing out.
It is not only unfair—it inhibits our economic prospects.
We need to front up to the inequalities that see women lose more and earn less—both leading up to
and throughout this pandemic.
Through our ‘Jobs Plan’, the Andrews Labor government will support more women back into the
workforce.
We’re committing $150 million to support businesses to hire 6000 women through wage subsidies.
At least one-third of these subsidies will be for women over 45 years of age—acknowledging the
additional hurdles they face in finding work.
We’re providing $58 million to expand opportunities for apprentices and trainees, including dedicated
funding to help women get into trades.
And $10 million will go to female entrepreneurs to access start-up capital through a new fund.
To help families balance the daily juggle of work and care, the government is investing $170 million
to make kinder free for selected programs next year.
This will save eligible families around $2000 and support more women back into work.
And to further assist working parents, we’re investing $82 million to increase before- and after-school
care programs in up to 400 schools across the state.
Speaker, this has been a year unlike any other for our schoolkids.
Young children have missed their friends, teachers and schools for most of the year.
Homeschooling was tough on kids—and really tough on mums and dads.
Year 12 is always a high-stakes year—but what a tough year for the class of 2020.
This year has underlined the critical role of our teachers and schools.
That’s why this budget invests a record $5.6 billion in our schools and early childhood education.
We’re upgrading more than 160 schools, giving kids the classrooms they deserve and supporting
6400 jobs.
For our students with disability, we’re committing $1.6 billion to a new funding and support model
that better identifies their needs.
It’s the biggest change to inclusive learning in our state’s history. Most importantly, it’ll mean we’re
supporting all kids to be their best.
We know online learning’s been challenging this year for many students.
We are determined that one tough year won’t put any child behind for a lifetime.
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We have worked too hard as a government and a community to let that happen.
So we’re putting more than 4000 tutors in schools to help students catch up—because we don’t want
anyone left behind.
Speaker, our young people today are the future of our state. They have faced challenges that most of
us have never known.
They need a government that has their back—that will deliver the skills they need to get into work,
and quickly.
That’s why this budget delivers $1 billion for our TAFE and training system.
We’re funding up to 80 000 new subsidised training and free TAFE places, with opportunities for
young people and women.
We’ll create more than 50 000 places in skills-focused short courses, for quick retraining into highpriority jobs.
And we’ll expand pathways for thousands of apprenticeships and traineeships.
Speaker, this is a government that has prided itself on making the critical investments today that ensure
a better tomorrow.
This budget invests $1.6 billion to drive the biggest growth in clean energy jobs that Victoria has ever
seen.
It will help us work towards our state’s goal of net zero emissions by 2050, because climate change is
real and it needs immediate action.
This package will cut energy costs for Victorian businesses and households, create jobs and attract
new investment.
We’ll put new heating and cooling systems in 250 000 low-income homes and 35 000 social housing
properties—helping the planet while cutting household bills.
We’ll release extra rebates for the Solar Homes battery program so that Victorians can apply for a
household battery.
On a bigger scale, we’ll invest in clean energy projects such as the Victorian Big Battery, which will
increase energy flows between Victoria and New South Wales during peak summer periods.
And we’ll provide $92 million to attract investment and create jobs in land restoration, delivering a
long-term income stream for landholders and improving farm productivity.
The budget continues the government’s strong record of investing in regional Victoria—making sure
no corner of our state is left behind.
This has meant better roads, more train services, improved tourism infrastructure, better health care
and so much more.
Speaker, we know that the twin disasters of the bushfires and coronavirus have hit regional Victoria
particularly hard.
That’s why this budget invests more than $8 billion to turbocharge regional Victoria’s recovery, so
our state remains a fantastic place to live, work and invest.
We’ll pay for thousands of Victorian residents to travel and explore our beautiful state, providing a
welcome boost for economies and jobs.
In total, the Andrews Labor government will have invested $26.2 billion in regional Victoria since
November 2014.
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That’s more than three times the investment of the previous state government.
The remote working arrangements we’ve seen this year also present us with a unique opportunity.
Flexible working has opened up new jobs that we now know can be performed from anywhere across
the state.
That’s why we’re making the internet better across Victoria, with more than half a billion dollars to
remove blackspots and roll out business-grade broadband, smoothing the way for local businesses and
communities.
And we’ll invest in regional road and rail, with a package of $4.7 billion, including a massive road
maintenance blitz across the state.
To support businesses to open, relocate or expand in regional Victoria, we are fast-tracking a 50 per
cent stamp duty concession for commercial and industrial properties.
We will bring this in more than two years earlier than planned.
Speaker, we know Victorian farmers have done it tough this year.
This budget provides more than $203 million to help Victoria’s farmers and food producers upgrade
their infrastructure and buy new technology.
It also invests in the next generation of farmers, with agricultural college upgrades at Horsham,
Shepparton and Geelong.
Importantly, it includes $2.8 billion for regional health care, because all Victorians deserve quality
care, no matter where they live.
We are committed to the work of recognising our First Peoples’ Assembly, and to a fairer future for
Aboriginal Victorians.
This budget delivers more than $357 million, our biggest ever investment in support for our Aboriginal
communities, all aimed at remedying what the Uluru Statement from the Heart described as the
torment of powerlessness.
Victoria remains the first and only jurisdiction to have actioned both the treaty and truth elements of
the statement.
Importantly, it’s an investment in Aboriginal Victorians, led by Aboriginal Victorians.
And to continue our nation-leading efforts, this budget will invest almost $20 million to support greater
self-determination and let more voices be heard.
Speaker, this year has tested us emotionally and it has revealed the very deep cracks in our mental
health system.
This year’s budget invests nearly $870 million to ensure Victorians have the mental health support
they need as we get on with fixing a broken system.
This includes funding the rollout of the interim recommendations from the Royal Commission into
Victoria’s Mental Health System, including $492 million to deliver 120 mental health beds in
Geelong, Epping, Sunshine and Melbourne.
We are also delivering an extra 19 000 hours for community mental health support, and another
$47.8 million towards critical early intervention.
Speaker, this pandemic has exposed many of the frailties in our nation’s economy—none more so than
insecure work.
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That’s why we are investing $5 million to take the first step to develop, in consultation with employers,
unions and workers, a new secure work scheme.
The proposed pilot scheme will provide five days sick and carers pay at the minimum wage to casual
or insecure workers in priority industries.
Because no worker should have to choose between going to work unwell, or losing wages.
We know many Victorians are doing it tough. That’s why we are using our budget to help household
budgets.
It’s why we are making kinder free and helping households slash their power bills.
It’s why we’re providing vouchers for travel and sports equipment, and making it easier for Victorians
to buy or rent their home.
We know that every little bit helps, and by helping Victorian households, we will help the state’s
economy.
Speaker, we live in uncertain times—but we also have a rare opportunity.
An opportunity to reset, and to design the future we want.
A future where all Victorians—regardless of age or gender—have access to a safe and secure job.
A future that repairs the damage, heals the pain and makes us stronger than before.
In the words of President-elect Joe Biden, ‘fear never builds the future, but hope does’.
After a year of turmoil, this budget is the triumph of hope over fear.
When we act together, there is no challenge too great, no prize too unobtainable, for the Victorian
people.
Securing the health and safety of the community was our first job.
Building a Victoria that’s rich with new ideas, opportunity, and excitement about the future—that’s
our next job.
Two years ago to this day, the Andrews Labor government was re-elected.
We have never taken this honour for granted.
As the Premier said at the time, Victoria is:
A community of people united by more than just our location. More than just our connection to a place.
But a connection to each other.
…
United by a common creed: that we are all in this together.
That we’re stronger for our diversity, and greater for our differences.
That education is power, and that every child deserves every chance.
That good, secure, decent jobs are a right; and that workers’ rights must be protected.
These are the values that our Government has lived by.
And every day … we are doing what we said we would do:
Putting people first.

Our challenge is great but our will is greater.
Victorians will persevere, prevail and prosper.
Together.
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This budget is our declaration of resolve.
Speaker, I commend this bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:37): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until tomorrow.
APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2020–2021) BILL 2020
Appropriation
The SPEAKER (13:37): I have received the following message from the Governor, accompanied
by the estimates:
In accordance with the requirements of section 63 of the Constitution Act 1975 the Governor recommends to the
Legislative Assembly that an appropriation be made from the Consolidated Fund for the purposes of a bill for an
act for the appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund for the Parliament in respect of the financial
year 2020–21 and for other purposes, and hereby transmits to the Legislative Assembly estimates of the
expenditure requiring annual appropriation in the financial year 2020–21.

Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (13:38): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act for the appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund for the
Parliament in respect of the financial year 2020–21 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time; under standing order 61(3)(a), ordered to be read second time immediately.
Statement of compatibility
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (13:40): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006, I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Appropriation
(Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020.
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Vic) (Charter
Act), I make this statement of compatibility with respect to the Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021)
Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021) Bill 2020, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by the Charter Act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of Bill
The purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021) Bill 2020 is to provide appropriation authority
for payments from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of the 2020–21 financial year.
Human Rights Issues
1.

Human rights protected by the Charter Act that are relevant to the Bill

The Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021) Bill 2020 does not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations—section 7(2)

As the Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021) Bill 2020 does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights, and therefore it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the Charter Act.
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Conclusion
I consider that the Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021) Bill 2020 is compatible with the Charter Act
because it does not raise any human rights issues.
TIM PALLAS MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (13:40): I move:
That this bill now be read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
The Appropriation (Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020 provides appropriation authority for payments from the
Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of the 2020–21 financial year, including ongoing liabilities
incurred by the Parliament such as employee entitlements that may be realised in the future.
Honourable Members will be aware that other funds are appropriated for parliamentary purposes by way of
special appropriations contained in other legislation.
In line with the wishes of the Presiding Officers, appropriations in the Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021)
Bill 2020 are made to the departments of the Parliament. This includes provision for three integrity agencies
which were funded through the Department of Premier and Cabinet in 2019–20, but which from 1 July 2020
come within the financial responsibilities of the Parliament (as was recorded in the Appropriation (Parliament)
(Interim) Act 2020) , namely: the Victorian Ombudsman; the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission; and the Victorian Inspectorate.
The total appropriation authority sought in this Appropriation (Parliament) (2020–2021) Bill 2020 is
$250 697 000 (clause 3) for Parliament in respect of the 2020–21 financial year.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:40): I move:
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until tomorrow.
APPROPRIATION (2020–2021) BILL 2020
APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2020–2021) BILL 2020
Concurrent debate
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (13:40): I move, by leave:
That this house authorises and requires the Speaker to permit the second reading and subsequent stages of the
Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 and the Appropriation (Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020 to be moved
and debated concurrently.

Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
PROGRAM
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (13:41): I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day, government business, relating to the following bills
be considered and completed by 5.00 pm on Thursday, 26 November 2020:
Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020
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Appropriation (Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020.

I am, every week, delighted to present the government’s business program to the house for its
endorsement, but this week is a particularly special week in that this week’s government business
program contains the bills related to the terrific budget that the Treasurer has just presented not just to
the Victorian Parliament but to the Victorian community. Whilst in this place we will have many
debates and many differences of opinion, I think what we can all agree on is that this most difficult
and challenging year that we have all lived through requires a big, bold and reformist approach from
the government, and the budget delivers that and more in terms of touching every corner of the state.
I am not here to present my budget reply speech. I will leave that for the appropriate debate. And on
that point I should make the observation that whilst the government has placed the appropriation bills
and the state taxation bill on the government business program for conclusion of the formal debate this
week, we will be moving during the week what has become a standard practice in the house—
introduced by the former Leader of the House, the former member for Brighton, Louise Asher—the
ability through the take-note motion for all members to contribute to the budget debate in coming
weeks, because there is a lot to talk about. I am confident the Victorian community will continue to
consider, debate and contemplate the proposals that are being put forward by the Andrews Labor
government in this big and important budget that has been presented to the house today.
Speaker, just a couple of other housekeeping matters to deal with by agreement with the opposition:
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill will be debated tomorrow, and I understand the Shadow
Treasurer intends to kick off the second-reading debate on the budget on Thursday. So we will be
devoting all day Thursday to the budget debate and concurrently having the Parliament appropriation
bill as part of that, and state tax tomorrow, which leaves us to consider the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill today.
I should also note for completeness’s sake that it is the government’s intention to have the two bills
that are currently sitting between the houses, the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019 and the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020, both considered by this
house later this afternoon, because we do have a very big and busy agenda this week to get through.
I look forward to the government business program receiving support from all members in the house
because, as I said, it is with great pride that every week I stand here as the Leader of the House on
behalf of the Andrews Labor government to present another week’s worth of legislation for the house
to debate and pass. Every week there is a lot of reform, a lot of policy setting, that is delivering on
election commitments we have made at various elections, other commitments, other reforms that have
come through government processes, processes that have involved talking to the community,
processes that have involved work by ministers and members of Parliament, and I should say that
includes opposition and crossbench members of Parliament as well.
There is a lot of reform going on in this government, but as I said this week it is with particular pride
that I present the government business program that will be devoted largely to debate on the budget. I
think it might be a bit of a challenge for those of us on our side of the chamber to keep our members
in here, because I know they will want to get out and about and talk about the budget. I am confident
that our whip will keep things in order on that front.
With those few words, can I also reiterate, as I have done in previous weeks, the appreciation for the
cooperation of the house for us to continue to operate under these COVID-safe practices that we have
become increasingly used to. I appreciate the cooperation of the house with the amended sitting
arrangements motion that is passed at the start of each week. I look forward to the debate in the
chamber on the government’s budget and other bills this week, and I hope that my government
business program, on behalf of the government, will receive universal acclaim from the chamber.
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Mr WELLS (Rowville) (13:46): I guess it will be a great surprise to the Leader of the House that
we are actually supporting and not opposing the government business program.
Members interjecting.
Mr WELLS: The member for South Gippsland has pointed out that we are probably not supporting
it but not opposing it, so there will not be a division on the government business program. Can I firstly
say that I appreciate the cooperation of the Leader of the House, and obviously also the work of the
Shadow Treasurer in regard to organising her week, because it is going to be a big week for the Shadow
Treasurer in having to analyse the budget and go through it and reply on behalf of the opposition.
As we have just seen, we have had the budget brought down by the Treasurer, the Appropriation
(Parliament) Bill 2020 and the first reading of the associated State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2020, which will be second read and debated tomorrow. The state budget will be debated on
Thursday. The reply on behalf of the opposition, as I said, will be by the member for Ripon, the
Shadow Treasurer. She will kick it off and then we will debate the budget all day on Thursday. Most
important, obviously, is the take-note motion which allows the opposition to continue to debate in the
last sitting week in December.
With those few comments, as I said, thank you to the Leader of the House for the cooperation and the
negotiations we had last week to get to this point. I think it will work well for the government but for us
as an opposition as well. As I said at the start, we will not be opposing the government business program.
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (13:48): I am very, very pleased to be on my feet today. This is the
first time I have ever spoken on the government business program, so I am thrilled to follow the
member for Rowville and the member for Bendigo East, people who provide a great example to us of
what to do when you are on your feet. It is great to be here with both of you today.
Today is also a very special day, not just because it is budget day but also because it marks two years
since the 2018 election, so a very, very important date in terms of recognising the many great things
that the Andrews Labor government has done. It is a moment to take stock and say, ‘Wow, two years
in this job’. I was thinking about what a great two years I had had and how much I had learned. I
thought I would be following the member for Rowville, so I looked it up and I would like to
acknowledge his 28 years in the Parliament. I looked the other day and I saw ‘28 years in the
Parliament in October’. So while I am very excited to be on my feet and acknowledging—
Mr Wells interjected.
Ms ADDISON: They play in Ballarat—Western Bulldogs. I am very happy that we have them in
Ballarat. Two years is very good.
As the Leader of the House and the opposition manager of the house have noted, we are going to be
talking about four very important bills this week: the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
Bill 2020, the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020, the Appropriation (Parliament) Bill 2020 and the
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020.
It was good to know, because I had to ask the question as a new person: what is the difference between
the appropriation bill and the appropriation Parliament bill? And I was told that the Parliament bill is
about having the money to run our Parliament and to make sure that our library is funded, and our
gardens and our committees and everyone who works in the Parliament. So I would just like to take
the opportunity to thank everyone, particularly the staff who are in the chamber at the moment, for the
amazing job they do and the support they give us all. We really, really do appreciate the work you do.
I will just seize the opportunity to thank the Minister for Transport Infrastructure for the great
announcement about Melbourne Airport rail. What a great day for regional Victorians, particularly my
community of Ballarat, as well as Bendigo and even regional Victorians in Gippsland, who will be

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday, 24 November 2020

Legislative Assembly

3519

able to jump on the train and have a direct run through. I am sure the member for Gippsland South’s
constituents will be very pleased with that announcement as well.
I really am looking forward to having my opportunity to contribute to the debate on the appropriation
bill on Thursday. The Treasurer and his team have done so much work to bring this together in the
most extraordinary of circumstances. What is really great about this budget is the diversity of it, so I
really look forward to being able to make a contribution on what it means to my community of Ballarat
and what it means to Victoria more broadly, because there are some very, very good announcements
there as well.
As the Leader of the House has already mentioned, this is a big and busy agenda that we are addressing
this week in the house, and I am so pleased that we have got, if not support, not opposition, as stated by
the Manager of Opposition Business. But I will take ‘not opposition’ over opposition today, because I
think that is a very good thing. The take-note motion will be a real opportunity for us to do a deep dive
into the budget. It is a very, very substantial budget that we do need to explore so we can really explain
to people across Victoria how every single postcode in Victoria will benefit from this budget.
On that note I look forward to continuing to contribute to the government business program. I have
done my first one now, and I thank the opposition for being so kind to me as I have made my way
through it. I look forward to contributing again in the future.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (13:52): I welcome the member for Wendouree’s first
contribution. I might add—you probably should never say, ‘This is my first contribution’ on anything,
because that generally does invite members of the opposition to heckle and give you a hard time. But
you did very well, so well done.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr D O’BRIEN: Members on the other side, I might add, Leader of the House, not just members
of the opposition; it happens both ways. Indeed it happened last time we did this here in this chamber.
I will make a very brief contribution to the business program debate, because we are not opposing the
program this week. It is an important week whenever we have the budget being presented. It is an
extremely unusual year to be doing the budget on 24 November rather than in May, and certainly the
members of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee will have a very different PAEC
experience this year going through December and January—not that I am complaining about
December and January. But it will be very different.
The budget has just been handed down, and I am ecstatic to see finally—finally, after six years of
campaigning—that there is $12.8 million in there for Korumburra Secondary College. In all
genuineness I say thank you to the Minister for Education.
Mr Northe: What about the highway duplication?
Mr D O’BRIEN: Yes, that is in there too. The highway duplication to Sale is also in there, but I
have already thanked the minister at the table for that. But it has taken at least six years from when we
funded the first stage of Korumburra Secondary College, and I do thank the Minister for Education.
He knows that every time I see him in the corridor I mention Korumburra and Foster, and now I add
Sale College as well for a consolidation onto one site at Sale College. It is disappointing we did not
get that or the finalisation of Foster Primary School, but I have just spoken to the principal at
Korumburra and some of the parents and they are absolutely rapt, as you might imagine.
I have also been waiting for some fire stations. I have not found them yet, but I believe one is at
Winnindoo, which is a tiny little station on the border between my electorate and that of the member
for Morwell. Indeed, member for Morwell, I think the station is now moving into your electorate
because it is literally going across the road. But that will be great for that small station as well. It is
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basically a shed with a portaloo out the back. It is certainly not up to scratch, and I have been
campaigning for that for a couple of years.
But this is not the budget speech; it is about the business program, and we will be debating this week
obviously a lot about the budget. We all know that this is a very different budget to normal in terms of
particularly the quantum of spending and borrowing and debt. I might just make a comment that in
the context of COVID and the pandemic, there has been a lot of backslapping, I think with some
justification, in the last couple of days about the fact that Victoria has got to this point of—what are
we up to now—25 days I think with no new cases. That is great, but let us in this place not forget the
cost that that came at. It has come at enormous cost to business, to jobs and to people’s mental health.
Victorians have done a fantastic job, but let us not just say it was some magical decision of government
that did not come at any additional secondary or tertiary cost. That is something that this budget this
week will need to address, but it is also something I think for debate in this chamber—as to how we
went about it and how we will continue to manage COVID going forward. Hopefully the
announcements we have heard in recent days about a vaccine will help in that effort.
The other issue on the program is the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. I look
forward to having my say on that bill shortly. That is a bill that effectively has been borne out of
experience in my own electorate of Gippsland South. Constituents around the Bald Hills wind farm in
South Gippsland took a complaint to their council, and ultimately won all the way up the Supreme
Court, about noise. That is also an important bill, and I look forward to having a bit to say about wind
farms in rural and regional Victoria when that bill comes up. But this is mostly the budget week, and
I look forward to debating the merits or otherwise of it. As has been indicated, we will not be opposing
the government business program.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (13:57): Like the member for Wendouree, I also rise very happily to support
this government business program and, like her, I acknowledge the amazing work of the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, who has pulled together some incredible packages for this community and
for this state that will give us the jobs we need. I commend the Treasurer as well for the incredible
work that he has done.
This budget sets forward what this government stands for, which is the Victorian people, which is
working with the Victorian people to help them rebuild after an unprecedented year, an incredibly
difficult year. I welcome the opposition not opposing the government business program, and I further
welcome the member for Gippsland East—
Members: South.
Ms WARD: Gippsland South—sorry, I do that—for his terrific advocacy for his community and
the money that he has got for the Korumburra school. It is fantastic to see that this government is
reaching every corner of this state in order to support the people of this state.
In my own area, we have got money to acquire land for the community hospital. We have funding for
a path along the Hurstbridge line with our upgrade that is going on there and money for a new
intersection at Wallowa and Ryans roads. Most importantly, though, Deputy Speaker, and I know that
you will share with me in this happiness, there is $10 million for the Diamond Valley Special
Development School, the fantastic school that does incredible work.
This is a government that has looked to how we can support Victorians in the best way that we can,
and that includes working towards supporting women to find good, meaningful work; towards
supporting people who are in insecure work; and towards pumping money into our health and hospital
system so that we can continue to care for people but also strengthen the care that we give to people.
There is the community sport program. There are so many things in this budget that are going to be so
fantastic for this state, that are state building, and it was terrific to hear the Treasurer in his speech
talking about ‘made in Melbourne’. This is something that I know everybody in this place wants to
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see. We want to see the reinvigoration not only of our manufacturing industry but our creative
industries, our intellectual industries, the workplaces that Victoria does so well. We are an innovative
state; we are an imaginative state.
I thank those opposite for not opposing this business program this week, for having the imagination to
see what is possible, to see what this government can create and indeed what will be created with this
budget. We will be a stronger and fairer Victoria, a Victoria that will create opportunity for as many
people in this state as possible. I commend the Premier, I commend the Treasurer and I commend the
ministers and their staff, who have all worked so incredibly hard along with the departments to create
a package that gives us the stimulus we need to bring this state back to being the economic powerhouse
that it was before this pandemic hit.
A member interjected.
Ms WARD: I take note of what the member opposite said regarding this year and this pandemic:
it has been a difficult year; it has been a challenging year. That is what happens in a pandemic. We do
find ourselves in circumstances that we have never seen before. We do find ourselves having to fight
battles that we could never have imagined, and this government has done exactly that. We have
continued to fight this battle day after day, and we have pulled together a package that will be fantastic
for this state, that will be fantastic for each electorate and for each community, that will give us so
many opportunities and so much to look forward to. I commend the government business program.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (14:01): As I rise to speak on this government business program
for this week, it is pleasing to see that the manager of government business has acceded to the requests
of the Manager of Opposition Business—
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr BLACKWOOD: Yes, I know you cannot resist him. He is very, very cuddly. But look, it is a
pretty important week, and I think the budget is very, very important to all Victorians. I guess from this
side of the house we will be sticking up for all those Victorians who may have missed out in the budget.
The first bill on the program this afternoon is the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020.
That also raises some issues around country and regional Victoria and the impact of wind farms in
those areas and the ability of local government to actually have a say in what does happen, so that will
be a very important piece of legislation to debate.
The State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 takes off tomorrow, and I guess we will be really
looking at increases in taxation. We know that small businesses have been really, really hard hit during
this COVID pandemic, and the last thing they need is any increases in their input costs and certainly
increases through taxation by the state government, so we will be really watching for that and making
sure that we stand up for small business, who are the biggest employers in the state.
The budget take-note motion on Thursday—as I said, all of our members will be speaking up in
particular in relation to their electorates and what they may have received or what they may not have
received, but most importantly they will be sticking up for those Victorians in their electorates that
missed out. There always are some who miss out with this government. There are winners and losers,
and they will be making sure that they have a voice through this budget process.
In terms of what is going to be spent on the recovery, the recovery is very, very important. It is very
important to spend money on that recovery and make sure that we get the economy going properly
again. To spend $49 billion on the recovery is needed. There is no doubt about that—it is needed, but
what we must be assured of is that none of that money is wasted. We must make sure that money hits
the mark, that it does actually give the economy a chance to get back on top as quickly as possible, but
more importantly that it creates jobs and gets people back to work. That must happen. We cannot
afford to waste one dollar of that $49 billion.
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Lastly, I am pleased to say on behalf of the Warragul Regional College that they have received
$12.5 million for an upgrade to their college—but sadly no money for the hospital, member for
Morwell, no money for the hospital.
Motion agreed to.
Members statements
BUDGET 2020–21
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety)
(14:04): It is my honour to give my members statement on behalf of the community of Niddrie and to
first and foremost thank the Victorian Treasurer for putting people first. In the Niddrie electorate he
has put the community first as well, particularly our school students and our families. I am very proud.
From day one we said we would build the Education State, and again we have delivered that in this
Victorian budget. I am very proud in this budget that additional funding will go to Rosehill Secondary
College to build on the stage 1 program we have already undertaken, but more than that too. I want to
give a shout-out to the former principal at Keilor Heights Primary, Ann Turner-Calleri, who had
advocated and advocated and advocated to me to fix up the school oval and the grounds, and $820 000
will be invested in Keilor Heights Primary to get that school oval synthetic pitch installed. But I want
to make it very clear to all the schools in Niddrie—whether it be Keilor Heights Primary, Rosehill
Secondary, Essendon Keilor College, the Western Autistic School, Aberfeldie Primary, Keilor
Primary or Avondale Primary—you are all very important to me, and this just continues our record
investment. Just last Friday I met with Jessica Spring-Brown from Niddrie Primary, the new school
council president, and I want to make it very clear that while I am investing in our local schools, I see
it as the biggest and most important investment in our future and will continue to do so.
COBRAM COMMUNITY CINEMA
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (14:06): The opening of the Cobram Community Cinema this
week is a major milestone. It is just over 10 years since the Melba Theatre in Cobram was destroyed
by fire in April 2010. It took a few years before energetic community leader Rob Morey began to form
a formidable team that would start the journey back to having a cinema in Cobram. Emily Gough
played an important role early on in the development, which has always been a joint community
project. The Cobram Youth Group have been heavily involved with the fundraising for and building
of this project, and it would not have made it off the ground without the partnership with the Cobram
Masonic Lodge, as it is their building and their land which is the foundation for this wonderful
community asset. For the masonic lodge’s contribution to the cinema may I say, on behalf on everyone
in our community, thank you very much.
Meg Drew and the youth group have worked tirelessly to reach this point as well. Damian Drum, the
federal member for Nicholls, came to the rescue with $526 000, and in regional Victoria we are
extremely grateful to the commonwealth government, who continue to support regional communities.
A massive $140 000 has been donated by local businesses, families and individuals. Libro Mustica as
the builder has gone above and beyond duty to ensure that this facility is completed on time and within
budget. In fact all the tradies and suppliers have been outstanding. But the greatest accolade is reserved
for Rob Morey, without whose vision and determination the Cobram Community Cinema may never
have made it beyond a pipedream. The Cobram-Barooga community owe a great deal of gratitude to
Rob and his wife, Lyn, for their time, energy and positive attitude in delivering the showpiece that we
have today, the Cobram Community Cinema.
PREMIERS’ READING CHALLENGE
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (14:07): I would like to rise today to congratulate the magnificent students
of schools across the Yan Yean electorate who, despite the difficulties of this year, have completed
the Premiers’ Reading Challenge. Unfortunately I have not been able to present their certificates in
person this year, but I have been able to do some videos for them. So thank you to those students for
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being so committed to their reading despite these challenges and also the teachers and parents that
have supported them in their reading journey.
YEAR 12 STUDENTS
Ms GREEN: I also wanted to congratulate the year 12s who are either currently completing or
have completed their year 12 exams and are going through graduation at the moment. This has been a
challenging year like no other, and VCE students have had that additional pressure as well.
Congratulations to all of you. We are all committed to giving you that extra support that you need.
You should be incredibly proud of yourselves and everything that you have done, and thank you to
the staff and the students that have supported them.
YAN YEAN ELECTORATE VOLUNTEERS
Ms GREEN: I also want to pay tribute to all the volunteers who have worked across the Yan Yean
electorate throughout this difficult COVID period and who are working hard in the lead-up to
Christmas, preparing Christmas hampers and food packs for households and families, especially
children, that are doing it tough. Well done, all of you.
PYRENEES FARM GATE TRAIL
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (14:09): It was terrific to visit Ballarat, Beaufort and the Pyrenees
region last week with the member for Ripon, visiting small businesses to listen to and hear firsthand
their challenges and concerns and the issues they face as they reopen and rebuild their businesses. I
was particularly interested to meet Liza Robinson and learn more about the Pyrenees Farm Gate Trail
and their goals for promoting ‘buy local’ and to raise awareness of the Pyrenees as a tourism
destination and all that it has to offer. The Pyrenees Farm Gate Trail is a project by the Beaufort
Progress Association with the goal to create a farm gate trail, a food and wine trail that will continue
to evolve and grow into the future. Farm gates can be wine, fresh produce, flowers, plants, dairy, meat,
jams et cetera—whatever is grown or created in the Pyrenees region of Victoria. The project needs
funding for marketing of the trail and is seeking support in the form of a small grant that they could
apply for: $5000 would create an app for travellers coming to the region to use the trail; $10 000 would
provide a marketing consultant to promote the region and get the word out about the amazing things
on offer in the Pyrenees.
We all know the tourism sector has been hit very hard by the coronavirus, with many businesses being
closed for months. Victoria’s tourism sector has suffered due to lockdowns and border closures both
state and national. We also know that tourism has a vast and significant role to play in Victoria’s
economy and the recovery. I call on the government to support the marketing tourism efforts of Liza
Robinson and provide grant funding to support the Pyrenees Farm Gate Trail, which will be a terrific
addition to the wonderful Pyrenees wineries and another great way to attract visitors to the region.
BAYSWATER ELECTORATE SCHOOLS FUNDING
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (14:10): What a massive budget announced today that puts Victorians
first and also backs in education. One of the proudest moments of my time as the member for
Bayswater was announcing $12.33 million to rebuild Bayswater Secondary College brick by brick,
making it bigger and better than ever before. This is something I have been working on since day one
with the entire school community, the leadership team there and the school council. It is going to
refurbish and modernise the school, rebuilding the main classroom wing, and I know just how much
this means to the local Bayswater community. It builds on the investment earlier this year in the
Bayswater education plan, which works with all local schools to transform education locally.
Just recapping, we announced $1.56 million earlier this year from the Non-government Schools
Capital Fund to upgrade and modernise Our Lady of Lourdes Primary School in Bayswater—a
fantastic school community. Every time I go out there they welcome me with open arms. We are
refurbishing three classrooms, giving them the 21st-century, modern learning facilities they deserve,
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and providing new toilets and a new outdoor learning space. They are a great school, and I cannot wait
to see this project get started and get kicked off, because it is a great school. I am looking forward to
the kids getting the new learning space out there as well.
1ST BAYWATER SCOUTS
Mr TAYLOR: And just quickly as well, the government is committed to backing in our scouts.
As a former rover myself, I was very proud of the government’s election commitment of $5.5 million
to back in the local scout halls. There is $100 000 going to the 1st Bayswater scouts crew at Guy
Turner Reserve in Bayswater. This has been talked about for a long time, but finally this government
is getting it done and changing the game for scouts locally in Baysie.
MORNINGTON PENINSULA
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (14:12): In each of the past two sitting weeks I have tabled petitions
supporting the separation of Mornington Peninsula from the metropolitan area. More than
3000 signatures appear on those petitions, and I anticipate tabling another later this week. Certainly
the recent crisis has highlighted the ridiculous situation whereby the Geelong district is considered part
of regional Victoria but the Mornington Peninsula is not.
The reality is, despite the inclusion of the peninsular in the metropolitan area, its status has always
been considered a bureaucratic convenience but not a reflection of reality. The peninsula is not an
extension of the metropolitan area, and, with the exception of Mount Eliza, the urban areas are not
even contiguous with the metropolitan area. Seventy per cent of the municipality is green wedge and
will remain green wedge. The standard of government services on the peninsula is not up to
metropolitan standards and never has been. Whether we are talking about health or education or public
transport, the public sector workers deliver these services exceptionally well—they do a great job—
but given the dispersed nature of our communities, they are not funded to provide metropolitanstandard services.
The interests of the peninsula can be complementary to the metropolitan area, and in many cases they
are, but equally there are differences, and those differences must be recognised and addressed. So I
call on the government to recognise that those differences do exist and to finally determine once and
for all that the peninsula is part of regional Victoria and must be classified as such.
BUNINYONG ELECTORATE SCHOOLS FUNDING
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (14:13): Small towns like Linton in my electorate have amazing
community spirit. It is their schools and their sporting groups that sit at the heart of these communities.
On Friday I visited Linton to make two big announcements. The first was to announce $1.97 million
to upgrade and modernise Linton Primary School’s buildings. Linton Primary School, like other small
schools in my electorate, like Mount Egerton, Woady Yaloak, Warrenheip, Lal Lal, Lethbridge and
Meredith, is the heartbeat of this small community. An investment of $2 million in Linton Primary
School will help support the passion of the local community. As the principal, Jenny Dyer, said,
students at the school get an education that is as good as, if not better than, any other school in Victoria.
And in today’s budget another school, Cape Clear Primary School, got $800 000 to upgrade and
modernise their school buildings. This government cares about every student in Victoria, no matter
where they live.
I was also happy to announce in Linton that the new nets at the cricket club are now open. I visited the
club and met with club president Kirk McDonald, and I was happy to announce the $200 000 investment
in their three new cricket nets. I congratulate the club for putting itself forward and for all the work it has
done to train the cricketers of the future and to help keep Linton physically active.
COVID-19
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (14:15): Today we have zero active cases of COVID-19 in Victoria—
zero. And that is on the back of 25 doughnut days—or no new cases—in a row. It is truly a remarkable
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achievement; it really is. The reason we got here is that Victorians, but especially those who live in
Melbourne, sacrificed a lot to keep our communities safe. This is a speech to put on record in
Parliament that Melburnians are awesome.
The year 2020 has been scary and it has been really hard, but we have done it: we have gone from
more than 700 cases a day to none at all. Melbourne, you are all absolute legends. Thank you. And
now with such low numbers, I hope you all out there enjoying the things you missed the most—lunch
at your local cafe, going to visit the bush or the beach, seeing your loved ones, celebrating those special
moments or simply the feeling of the wind and the sun on your maskless face. Hopefully now we are
also appreciating these important things in life a little bit more.
We know the pandemic is far from over, but here in Victoria we have shown the importance of
working together for the greater good. I for one am so proud to live in a place where we are willing to
sacrifice so much to save and protect others—others we may never even meet. I feel so fortunate to
live in this wonderful electorate, so fortunate to live in this wonderful city and so proud and thankful
to be your member of Parliament, Melbourne.
MELTON ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (14:16): The children, families and staff of Exford Primary School were
over the moon when I recently attended their school to announce on behalf of the Minister for Education
that Exford Primary School will receive a massive $25.325 million to upgrade as part of the Victorian
budget. This is in addition to an earlier commitment of $6 million and will allow the school to deliver
the remaining stages of their master plan. Exford Primary has made a mammoth effort to cope with the
huge influx of new students as more families make Melton their home. This record investment will
pretty much rebuild the school to cope with the new challenges as the electorate of Melton grows.
Melton Specialist School will also receive $9.66 million to rebuild the junior buildings.
The Andrews Labor government has built and upgraded more schools than any government in our
state’s history, and the Victorian budget continues that record investment. This investment builds on
the $1.18 billion as part of the building works package announced earlier this year, which is creating
space for more than 21 000 extra students in Victoria’s education system and creating around
1600 local construction jobs. Melton has seen an amazing share of this investment.
Down the road a little further I had the pleasure of attending a tour of Eynesbury Primary School last
week with the Minister for Education as the construction of Eynesbury Primary School is now
complete and ahead of students commencing in term 1 2021.
Secondary education sees a boost as well. Staughton College in my electorate has already received
$5.85 million for an extension of its gym and refurbishment of classrooms, and a builder has just been
selected. The constituents in Melton know that it is an Andrews Labor government that delivers for
the west.
PORT PHILLIP ECOCENTRE SCHOOL SUSTAINABILITY FESTIVAL
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (14:18): The Port Phillip EcoCentre’s annual School Sustainability
Festival was again a success. St Columba’s Primary showcased their talent, Gardenvale Primary their
compost making, St James Catholic Primary School their kitchen and sensory garden and Firbank
Grammar their advocacy. I congratulate their environmental leadership.
MELBOURNE MONTESSORI SCHOOL
Mr NEWBURY: What is better than winning the Educator’s Innovative Schools Award? Winning
it two years in a row, as Melbourne Montessori’s senior school has. The award recognises schools that
are making innovative changes to the education sector. Congratulations to principal Gay Wales and
the school’s hardworking team on the achievement.
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ROTARY CLUB OF BRIGHTON NORTH
Mr NEWBURY: Brighton North Rotary Club have had another success, this time hosting a virtual
Larry’s Lunch to commemorate International Men’s Day and raise funds for youth suicide awareness.
The event featured special guest Shane Jacobson, who spoke about the joy of a joke and the ability of
humour to mend a moment. I congratulate the club and event organiser Meg Ryan on the wonderful
event.
ROYAL BRIGHTON YACHT CLUB
Mr NEWBURY: The baton has been passed at Royal Brighton Yacht Club. The club has
welcomed new commodore Peter Strain. I commend past commodore Paul Pascoe on the club’s recent
achievements, which include the title of Victorian Yacht Club of the Year and news that the club will
host the 2023 Etchells world yachting championship.
CELESTE MANNO
Mr NEWBURY: Another young woman has been wrongly taken from our community. The
murder of Celeste Manno is nothing short of heartbreaking. I want her family to know that this
Parliament acknowledges their tragic loss.
MOLLIE HOLMAN AWARD
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (14:19): Congratulations to this year’s recipients of the Mollie Holman
Award. This award seeks to recognise students for their efforts in promoting STEAM education within
the school environment and is named in recognition of an eminent Australian physiologist who lived
for most of her adult life in Mont Albert.
BLACKBURN PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Emily Porter and Rory Fleming from Blackburn Primary School
for their creative thinking and their willingness to take risks. Both students have a passion for
technology, are strong mathematicians and love science.
BLACKBURN LAKE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Chloe Nye, Adam Coffey and Owen Robinson from Blackburn
Lake Primary School for showing leadership at the school and within the wider community in their
respective roles as school captains and ICT captain.
LABURNUM PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Isaac O’Brien and San Nguyen from Laburnum Primary School
for demonstrating a curiosity and passion for science and technology and enthusiastically sharing their
knowledge and helping others.
MONT ALBERT PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Fraser Markham and Lily Rossi from Mont Albert Primary
School for promoting aspects of the science program across the school in their respective roles as
science captain and house captain.
OLD ORCHARD PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Isabella Haag and Cade King from Old Orchard Primary School
for using their creativity and imagination to solve problems and develop innovative ideas.
SURREY HILLS PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Peter Graham and Charlotte Bomford from Surrey Hills Primary
School, who have used their love of learning and understanding of technology to connect the school
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community through their respective roles as ICT captain and visual arts captain. Congratulations to all
students involved.
SHEPPARTON RAIL LINE
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (14:21): In October 2014 when I sat in my legal practice office before I
stood for election I was well aware, along with most of the community, that better rail services were
something that Shepparton desperately needed and would truly transform our city. So it was a great
pleasure last Thursday to have the Minister for Transport Infrastructure travel to Shepparton to our
railway station and announce the final $80 million investment that brings up to something like
$750 million the investment in rail for our region.
Back in 2014 we had been looking at Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong, the Latrobe Valley with that huge
investment in regional rail that had taken place during the decade before that, and we were well aware
that we had missed out. So it was very much a case of ‘Stand up, Shepparton. It’s our turn’. And so it
is with great pleasure that I stand here today knowing that the funding that we need to deliver a service
that will really benefit our community so greatly has been delivered. There is a lot of work to be done.
Stage 2 has just started to roll out and stage 3 is now fully funded so that there can simply be a roll-on
of the project. This will lead to nine VLocity trains a day to and from Shepparton and Melbourne,
delivering great speeds.
CREATIVE ARTS FORUM
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (14:22): I recently had the pleasure of hosting an online creative
arts forum with my parliamentary colleagues the member for Cranbourne and the member for Bass.
This event brought together talented local artists and community group representatives, giving them
an opportunity to connect with the state government as well as each other. I would like to thank the
Minister for Creative Industries for his participation and for taking questions, particularly on the
impact of the coronavirus pandemic on the arts as well as on the attendees’ desire to get back to
rehearsing and playing again.
The pandemic has been difficult for the creative industries, and the health concerns about crowd
singing and social distancing have had a huge impact on performances. I am so proud to see that this
government has continued to support the creative sector through the pandemic with a $90 million
survival package. We often speak about Victoria as the creative state. This is especially true of my
electorate of Narre Warren South and the neighbouring electorates as well, where you can find so
many talented artists and musicians.
The forum included outstanding performances from talented local musicians Andrew Swift, Taqi Azra
and Luro. As we ease restrictions, I am so excited to again see the wide range of creative talents that
the Narre Warren South community has, now that it is re-emerging. Thanks to all participants for a
great night.
MCMAHONS ROAD–BURWOOD HIGHWAY, FERNTREE GULLY
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (14:24): For many years I have been advocating in this place
on behalf of the Ferntree Gully community for the upgrade of the McMahons Road and Burwood
Highway intersection to include traffic signals. Recently the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
disappointingly, responded by confirming that the government will not be installing traffic lights at
this intersection. My community has overwhelmingly supported this call, and I will continue to
advocate for this very important cause.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
Mr WAKELING: Congratulations to all the newly elected councillors to the City of Knox. Eight
of the nine are female, which I understand is a record. I congratulate all of those who were elected,
and I congratulate Cr Lisa Cooper, who was elected as the new mayor. I wish her well in her new role.
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WANTIRNA PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr WAKELING: It was great to visit Wantirna Primary School for the return of its monthly
farmers market. It has been an institution at the school, and I am very pleased to see that the return of
the market has also meant the return of our community out in public and supporting local businesses.
KNOX LITTLE ATHLETICS
Mr WAKELING: It was great to be at Knox Little Athletics on the weekend to officially open
their new season. I congratulate all of the volunteers who, in very difficult times, ensured that the
season was underway. It was great to see lots of kids, and I was joined by local councillors to open
this great season. Good luck to all participants.
GEELONG FAST RAIL
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (14:25): The announcement this week that the Andrews government is
delivering the transport infrastructure the Geelong community needs has been welcomed by the
electorate of Geelong. We can look forward to better connections to Melbourne and easier travel
within the region, making the Geelong region, with Victoria’s largest regional city, better than ever to
live, work and invest in. We know that more and more people are making the decision to live in
regional cities such as Geelong, and now they have even more reason to want to live in our great city.
I am delighted to have had the Minister for Transport Infrastructure visit Geelong on Monday to speak
to the community advisory committee about Victoria’s $2 billion commitment, matching the
commonwealth’s contribution for the first stage of the Geelong fast rail that will deliver time savings
of up to 15 minutes between Melbourne and Geelong. Patronage on the Geelong line grew just over
190 per cent between 2009 and 2019, and with Geelong’s population expected to almost double to
485 000 by 2051, demand for faster connections and increased capacity is growing.
Not only are we delivering better rail services for Geelong but this project will create thousands of
good, local jobs in construction that our communities really need. Stage 1 of the project will deliver
faster services to Geelong through dedicated new tracks on the more direct Werribee rail corridor.
Some Geelong services will continue to run via Sunshine and Wyndham Vale, providing reliable
connections to Melbourne’s western suburbs as well as to the Melbourne Airport rail link.
NORTHERN BAY P–12 COLLEGE
Mr EREN (Lara) (14:27): This year families right across my electorate of Lara have done an
incredible job in supporting students to learn from home. That is why I am so thrilled to be able to
inform the house that last week I was pleased to announce, along with the Minister for Education, that
Northern Bay P–12 College will receive a $15.31 million upgrade as part of the upcoming Victorian
budget 2020–21. Not only will this make sure our kids get a great education but it will also create new
local jobs, which is so important. Following the $690 000 announcement through the Infrastructure
Planning and Acceleration Fund, the Victorian government is providing a further $15.31 million to
Northern Bay P–12 College to deliver the next stage of the school’s master plan at the Goldsworthy
Road 9–12 campus. This funding follows the previous $26.39 million, which has been spent
revitalising the Northern Bay campuses.
On top of this, across the Lara electorate we have spent over $58.7 million across education and early
education since 2014. This investment builds on the $1.18 billion as part of the building works package
announced earlier this year, which is creating space for more than 21 000 extra students in Victoria’s
education system and creating around 1600 local construction jobs.
PASCOE VALE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (14:29): On Friday I had the opportunity to visit Pascoe Vale
Primary School and make an exciting announcement that we would in this budget be committing
$7.873 million to enable stage 2 works to begin at the school following the completion of stage 1. This
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brings the investment in Pascoe Vale Primary School to more than $11 million. This is really exciting.
It is certainly testament to the work of the community at Pascoe Vale Primary School, and in particular
I would like to mention the current school council president, Paul Wise, who I see on my nightly walks
with my dog and my pram. He lives only a few streets from me, and in the few weeks leading up to
this budget I have been really hoping that I would have good news to deliver to him on one of my
nightly walks. But it is particularly exciting to say that there is now $7.873 million which will build a
state-of-the-art STEAM centre at Pascoe Vale Primary School.
The growth in Pascoe Vale Primary School is enormous, and the projected enrolments are at around
700. The principal of the school, Anne Naughton, does an amazing job with her leadership team, with
her teachers, with her support staff and of course with the amazing students, who I was excited to
speak with on Friday. They were of course very excited that they would have this announcement to
present to their school community through their virtual assembly that they were organising for that
Friday afternoon, so I hope that went well, and I look forward to seeing the completion of stage 2.
MARJORIE EVANS
Ms WARD (Eltham) (14:30): I wish a very happy hundredth birthday to Lower Plenty resident
Marjorie Evans. Born in her mother’s hometown of Beechworth, Marjorie grew up in Preston. At 18
she was fortunate enough to find a position at Georges of Collins Street, and I can only imagine the
new worlds and people a young woman from Preston would have discovered and been exposed to at
that prestigious and fashionable store. Working for Georges from 1938 to 1946, she was elevated to
being in charge of the ladies department. In this time of war one of Marjorie’s favourite memories was
of serving General Douglas MacArthur’s wife, Jean. At Georges Marjorie learned many lessons that
helped her through her life—honesty, respect, civility and service to others. Marjorie married Arnold
in 1945, having two children, David and Richard. Leaving Georges in 1946, Marjorie devoted herself
to her husband, children and community. She has worked tirelessly for others. She is life governor of
the Freemasons homes, and for the four years Arnold was in aged care at Foote Street nursing home,
Marjorie was there every day, helping to care for him as well as doing all she could for other residents.
Marjorie has been what her son Richard calls the carer of her family, including caring for her own
mother and aunt as well as for Arnold. Marjorie continues to enjoy good health and has a keen interest
in the world around her. Her son Richard says that, like the title of AB Facey’s novel, she has indeed
had a fortunate life.
I recently donated to my local primary schools the collection of books— (Time expired)
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn) (14:32): Recently the ratepayers of the City of Boroondara made their
verdict. I wish to record my congratulations and best wishes to the six women and five men who will
have the privilege of serving this great community. In particular I would like to acknowledge the seven
councillors who I will be working closely with in my patch of Hawthorn: Jane Addiss in Maling ward,
Susan Biggar in Riversdale, Victor Franco in Gardiner, Wes Gault in Glenferrie, Di Gillies in Junction,
Lisa Hollingsworth in Lynden and Garry Thompson in Solway. I look forward to a continued strong
and productive relationship. I also note with appreciation the longstanding commitment and dedicated
service of former councillor Steve Hurd from Glenferrie ward. Each of these elected and re-elected
councillors worked hard during the campaign under very different and I am sure at times difficult
circumstances. In that spirit I also wish to thank the Victorian Electoral Commission for their
unwavering professionalism during these past few months. Once again I congratulate each of these
councillors on their victories and look forward to working with them in the years ahead.
WESTALL PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (14:33): It was with great pleasure that I visited Westall Primary School last
week to announce that the Andrews Labor government is investing $7.2 million to build a new
learning centre and hub link as part of stage 2 of the Westall regeneration, enabling a partnership with
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the Colman Education Foundation. This is a fantastic investment—an investment in Clayton South
kids and their future. I would like to give a special shout-out to the Westall Primary School student
leaders: Valentina Huynh, Lachlan Puia, Bella Liu and Tutavake Ponini. It was lovely to meet you all.
You have done an incredible job leading and supporting your peers during this difficult year. And of
course thank you to the Westall Primary School leadership team, Sue Young, Sumah Allaki, Dexter
Siriwardene, James Arness, Emma Estrada-Katz and Belinda Smith, and also to all the families in
Clarinda, who have done a phenomenal job of supporting students with learning from home.
Bills
PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr FOLEY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I call the member for Lowan, and welcome back.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (14:35): Thank you very much, Deputy Speaker. It is great to be back. It is
some seven months since I was last in this chamber, and I now have a gorgeous little daughter in my
life named Ella, who is in Parliament today with my lovely partner, Chris. She is due for a feed, so
this may be a short contribution. I would like to just take the opportunity to thank my colleagues for
their enormous support and all the team at Wimmera Health Care Group for their amazing antenatal
support as well. I thank our families for their amazing support, because it is not easy having a baby
during coronavirus lockdowns. It was confronting in a lot of ways, but it is nice to know that there is
lots of love and support and friendship around there, and I am sure that Ella will grow into a divine
little human being and give a lot back to this world. Thank you very much for letting me take the
liberty of making that mention.
I do rise today to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. This bill sets out
to make some amendments and remove responsibility for the elements of noise emissions or
complaints around wind turbines at wind energy facilities in relation to the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008, particularly in relation to division 1 of part 6 of that act. We have sought a
wideranging amount of correspondence and input to the proposal put forward by the government.
There has been an enormous amount of concern raised that while there appears to be some intention
of streamlining the process for wind farm approvals, we are actually finding that a key element of
democracy in our state and the opportunity for people to provide feedback and to provide input as to
the amenity of their own homes is being removed. We do not see this being replaced by a suitable
complaints system. While there may be people who are supportive of wind farms, they are certainly
not supportive of wind farm noise, which is disruptive to their comfort and wellbeing, particularly to
the point where people are unable to sleep in their own homes.
If we go back to 2015, there was an amendment made by the government to planning policy in relation
to wind turbines where the allowable distance between wind turbines and people’s private residences
was reduced from 2 kilometres back to 1 kilometre. As a result, we are getting wind farms built
extremely close to homes. As I have said, and I think it has been quite well pointed out in a number of
media articles related to wind farms, particularly around court cases associated with noise pollution in
those regions, the problem really is around the proximity of the wind farms to people’s homes and the
noise from the wind farms creating a nuisance. This bill sets out to remove that nuisance element of
wind turbines in close proximity to people’s homes, and it is not being replaced by a suitable
complaints mechanism.
Certainly the opposition is concerned deeply that this amendment put before the Parliament today will
result in taking away the voice of the people when it comes to the ability to put in a complaint against
a wind turbine. They will no longer be able to do that under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act, and
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this is really in direct contradiction to other elements of noise complaints and flicker complaints. It
does not make any sense at all that a complaint can be lodged by somebody who lives in the city about
the height of a nearby high-rise building or that somebody who lives in the city can complain about a
5G tower being built near by their home but somebody who lives 10 kilometres away and who would
be impacted in a similar way, whether it be through noise or flicker, cannot put in a complaint.
I understand that there has been some support and motions and correspondence with the government
from councils around how noise complaints are managed in relation to wind farms. There is a feeling
that if wind farms are approved through the statewide planning process to be built at that 1-kilometre
boundary limit from residences, then automatically they should not provide an opportunity for any
noise complaints to be issued because noise should not be a problem for those dwellings.
But that is certainly not the experience of some that have lived close to these wind turbines. It is
important that we have an opportunity to have a suitable distance between wind turbines and homes
applied during the planning process, but there must also be a suitable opportunity for people to provide
complaint—where even though a wind turbine may have been approved because it was just outside
that 1-kilometre limit from a home, people are not then further precluded if there is a noise disruption
to people’s private residences down the track. That is something that I feel is removed through this
amendment, and that is why the opposition will be opposing this bill.
I would like to reiterate that this is not a stand. Certainly what we have seen publicly said by people
who live in these dwellings who have sought to lodge complaints through their local council and even
be involved in court cases—and of note is the Bald Hills Supreme Court case—is that it is not about
being against wind farms. It is about being against wind farm noise impacting on people’s comfort
and wellbeing in their own homes.
In my own electorate of Lowan, very early on in my parliamentary career I was invited to a private
residence of people who had wind turbines in very close proximity to their home. They were very,
very generous in welcoming me actually into their home to provide me with a tour of their property
and to just see, I guess, the impact of having wind farms so close to their own residence. This caused
enormous disruption to this family and some time after that their son took his own life, which is a
terrible tragedy. I do not think that we can ever understate the impacts of wind farm noise—‘ultra
noise’, as it is referred to—that can also provide disruption to homes near wind farms and wind
turbines. A lot of the evidence is still out when it comes to health impacts of wind turbines on people’s
physical and mental wellbeing. I cite ‘A Review of the Potential Impacts of Wind Farm Noise on
Sleep’, where it says:
Nevertheless, as with any environmental noise, wind farm noise has the potential to disturb sleep, via frequent
physiological activation responses and arousals affecting the micro-structure of sleep, and the overall macrostructure of sleep, including total sleep time potentially reduced by difficulty falling asleep and returning to
sleep following awakenings for whatever reason.

There are many other medical papers around this where they are still undertaking extensive studies to
understand what the health impacts are of wind farm noise. I think therefore it supports that if people
feel that there is an impact of nearby wind turbines on their physiological or their mental health, they
need to have an opportunity to make a complaint to the council.
Now, I understand that councils are no longer the planning authority. In speaking with the Glenelg
Shire Council, which overlays my electorate of Lowan in the south of the electorate—part of it also
falls in the electorate of South-West Coast—because the council has responsibility at this point in time
for managing noise complaints, they have the issue where a wind farm may be approved by the state
government to be built within 1 kilometre of a home, but then the noise complaint goes through to
council and it may cost them up to $80 000 to investigate that complaint. I would suggest that it may
be a more appropriate avenue, rather than taking away the local voice around wind farm noise
complaints, rather than taking away the opportunity for people to complain about wind farm noise,
that we actually look at an appropriate pathway where councils can engage expertise which is held
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within the EPA, where that can be engaged when necessary by relevant councils at no cost to
ratepayers and at no cost to the council to undertake an evaluation. After all, these are wind farms
which are approved through the state planning authority and therefore that resource should be made
available to protect local people and to protect ratepayers from those exorbitant costs. As I said,
Glenelg estimate that it is about $80 000 per wind farm to undertake an investigation. It is an
extraordinarily high amount of money, and I understand the state’s expertise of three noise specialists
are all employed by the EPA in any case.
I think where we see similar situations in regard to complaints the EPA can be engaged. I understand
that that is what occurs in relation to toxic waste dumps; I am referring to the toxic waste dump that
we have in Kaniva in the west of the state. While it is the purview of the West Wimmera Shire Council,
the EPA are managing that clean-up project and the impacts of the toxic dump on the nearby
waterways and how that may impact on the local area. I cannot see why a similar process cannot be
put in place, not through legislation but through an agreement process where the EPA can be resourced
in terms of support for councils to make sure they do not wear that cost burden but the state can make
sure that any noise complaints are handled in an appropriate manner with the expertise that they
already have at hand. It is important to note that in my discussions with councils who are impacted by
that they would be happy with that solution. They can see that local people still need to be able to have
their voice to lodge a noise complaint against a wind farm, particularly where the noise can have
significant impacts on them, for those wind farms which are approved by the state government, which
may only be 1 kilometre from their home.
There is of course another opportunity for wind farms, and we see in my electorate of Lowan an
extensive opportunity for wind farm development and solar farm development in the area from
Horsham right through the southern Mallee and Mallee region up to Mildura. This part of the state has
very low-density housing. There are very few people who actually live on farm anymore, and there is
extensive acreage which is filled with crops. It is a great opportunity to look at local investments and
to make sure that we have that financial support as well—some source of income for farmers who
might be going through drought. They might be going through a challenging year with pestilence
coming through; it is predicted that a locust plague might come through this year with the La Niña
situation. We need to always have that backup plan for our farmers, who put a great deal on the line
to put food on our tables.
The only thing that is limiting a broader rollout of wind farms and solar farms through that western
part of the state is the capacity of our powerlines. Our lines are aged. I think that the father of
Ms Crozier in the upper house was responsible for rolling out the powerlines in western Victoria, the
honourable former member Digby Crozier, so this is extending quite a time back, and we really need
to ensure that we upgrade those lines. They are brittle. They are not built with the capacity to import
renewable energy. Certainly on our side of the chamber we are strongly supportive of upgrading those
lines to make sure we have a suitable opportunity to support renewable energy but also support those
downtimes that you do have through the agricultural sector.
So I would encourage the government, rather than stopping complaints from being lodged in the first
place, rather than silencing people who have physiological and mental impacts from wind farms built
near their homes and stopping them from being able to object to those wind turbines and the noise that
they produce, to instead look at how we can support renewable energy in areas where it will have
limited or no impact on nearby residences.
We have had, I guess, some difficulty in getting full detail around this bill. We were offered a briefing
only Thursday last week at 11 o’clock in the morning. We asked at that point in time that further detail
be provided in regard to the complaints system, which was submitted at about midday on Monday, so
yesterday. So there was extremely limited time for us to properly review that. On reading through the
information that has been provided, it is of great concern to me that while the EPA would be the first
step for handling any noise complaint only where it is not within the planning guidelines, if you are
not happy with the outcome, then you complain to the EPA. It actually states:
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If EPA confirms the need for further investigation, EPA may undertake site visits or take other action in line
with Compliance and Enforcement Policy.

How can we have a government body handling any complaints with only a very limited guideline that
they are allowed to look at complaints and then if people are not happy with it, they take it back to the
same government body to investigate their concern that the complaint was not handled appropriately?
It is just preposterous that we are trying to take away the voices of people who are impacted by wind
farms. I do not understand why that would be seen as a suitable replacement for the situation which is
currently in place with the Public Health and Wellbeing Act as it stands today in that people are actually
able to lodge a complaint for full investigation. I think that this is actually the government tripping over
itself to try and eliminate people complaining by tying them up with bureaucracy. There is no obligation
on the EPA to actually do anything about this—they can string people out for a long time. I assume that
is a deliberate act to try and get people to perhaps give up and just move home rather than enjoy their
homes, that may have been there for decades beforehand, with the comfort and wellbeing that they
deserve. I do not understand why this government would be trying to change that and would be trying
to remove people’s opportunity to complain and to provide input to planning approvals.
That is why we are opposing this bill. It just removes the voice of the people, and that is not something
that any government should be supporting or endeavouring to do, particularly through legislation. If
something is enshrined in law where we are removing people’s right to complain, particularly around
their health—and let us remember this is a health bill, this is not an energy bill; this is around the health
of individuals and their right to enjoy good physiological and mental health without the impact of the
government interfering in their lives, and this is in a different way in regard to wind farms interfering
with their lives—it should certainly not be the case that the government is endorsing that and working
around it.
There has been some speculation that the government removing the opportunity for residents to lodge
complaints around wind turbines in close proximity to their homes where the noise emissions are
audible in their own homes is just a simple way of trying to steamroll the rollout of wind turbines across
the state so that the government can meet its obligations and its targets in relation to renewable energy.
But again I go back to the opportunity that we have in other areas of the state not in proximity to people’s
homes particularly. In my electorate of Lowan, if the government put money into upgrading
infrastructure, we would be able to achieve that renewable energy target. So again we are looking at a
fix which is about putting a muzzle really on the voices of people who are going to be living near these
wind farms and who do not want that noise to impact on their lives rather than supporting wind farms
being built where they should be built—that is, in areas where they can generate an enormous amount
of energy and we can provide some support to local industry and also to local landholders, who will
receive a level of financial support in relation to leasing their land on a long-term basis.
So it is concerning, as I said. It is concerning around what the government is attempting to do. We
should never silence people who have legitimate complaints against any part of government
infrastructure. They should not have that opportunity to provide their input taken away. We should be
working in an environment where people who are legitimately impacted by wind turbines are able to
lodge complaints and have them dealt with on a localised basis and we should ensure that they are not
going to get held up in red tape around the EPA. As I said, it is unfair to have a process where you are
stuck in a cycle of endlessly reporting complaints to the EPA but the EPA can choose not to take any
further action on that. It is a deliberate attempt, in my view, to take away the fairness in terms of people
being able to have their say and to not be impacted physiologically or to have the mental health impacts
of wind turbines close to their homes for the same people who are supportive of renewable energy,
particularly the development of wind farms across the state.
Again I would like to just reiterate that it is of great concern that this retains all of the other elements of
nuisance provisions within the Public Health and Wellbeing Act in regard to complaints around, say,
nightclub noise, when it comes to perhaps a flickering lamp in the street, when it comes to even the
planning approvals and planning of high-rise buildings or other structures which may interfere from a
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nuisance perspective. It makes no sense that just one simple element of these nuisance provisions within
the Public Health and Wellbeing Act has been removed from that complaints process.
Just in summary, we are not against wind farms; we are against wind farm noise impacting on the
comfort and wellbeing of people in their homes and particularly against taking away the opportunity
of everyday Victorians to lodge a complaint against the government where they have wrongly
approved a planning permit because it has been too close in proximity to people’s homes where people
are suffering from physiological and mental health impacts of turbines nearby to their home. It is a
reflection of the failure of Labor’s planning laws in relation to reducing the distance of wind farms
from homes from 2 kilometres back to 1 kilometre back in 2015.
It is unfair on councils to have to bear the cost burden of investigation of noise complaints, but there
is a very simple solution: engage the support of the noise specialists at the EPA to make those
investigations, which ensures that a localised approach to complaints is retained particularly around
the compilation of complaints from around a particular wind farm or residents in a particular area
where it is more likely that a pattern of complaints can be identified. Local councillors, who are elected
as representatives of their community, can make appropriate representations to the government around
amending those planning laws to bring them back to having a further distance that wind turbines can
be built from people’s homes. As I said, local government can engage the expertise which is held
within the EPA to appropriately investigate noise complaints.
Most importantly, every Victorian must have the right to lodge a complaint against infrastructure
which impacts on their comfort and wellbeing in their own home. We do need to make sure that
removing a line of complaint does not remove the voice of people who are legitimately impacted,
whether it be by wind turbines in this instance of the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
Bill 2020 proposed today or whether it be around other aspects and what other nuisance provisions
may be amended in the future, because there is a reason that this has been stipulated within the nuisance
provisions. We do understand that there is an impact on people’s homes in certain circumstances.
People have the right to protect their wellbeing in their own homes, their comfort in their own homes,
and they must have the opportunity to make a complaint where the government gets it wrong.
I therefore state that the opposition will be opposing this bill. We do ask that the government take on
board the comments that are made in regard to ensuring that there is always a complaints process—
that the people’s voice is never removed when it comes to comfort and wellbeing in their own home—
and ask that they do make changes to this or withdraw the bill before it goes to the upper house,
because this could be disastrous for so many people when there is certainly an alternative pathway,
whether it is around allowing local councils to engage EPA specialists at no cost or whether it is about
better targeting of wind farms and upgrading the electrical infrastructure in the west of the state to
ensure that we are building our renewable energy in areas where we can provide a lot of benefit and it
has the least impact on individuals. Certainly my electorate would be an excellent home for those
further investments into the future, but we need to see our lines upgraded.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (14:59): I rise today to support changes to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
In doing so we will be creating a clearer, fairer and more efficient approach to managing wind farm noise.
I do want to acknowledge the work of the Minister for Health in bringing forward this legislation. It is
one that does respond to many concerns that have been building up over the last while around noise
complaints that are related to wind farms. Wind farms play a really important role in achieving our
renewable energy targets and giving Victorians sustainable, reliable and affordable energy into the future
and of course giving them jobs—the great jobs, thousands of jobs, in local communities, in regional
communities, that really give a real boost to the prosperity of the regions in Victoria.
But to make sure that our planning and enforcement approaches are keeping pace, it is vital that we
continue to work with councils, communities and industries to ensure that our regulatory regime is fit
for purpose. The current regulatory regime around noise disturbances that people identify with wind
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farms does create unnecessary complexity—there is duplication and confusion for the community.
And wind farms must already undergo a rigorous planning process. I am pleased to see that the
Minister for Planning here is a great advocate and a great reformer when it comes to planning rules
around renewable energy projects. Wind farm proponents already have a rigorous planning process to
work through, working with communities, local councils and landholders to ensure that local needs
are met, the local environment is protected and development is absolutely appropriate for the area.
However, on top of this rigorous planning regime that currently exists, these complaints can also be
considered under the nuisance provision in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act. This provision is
intended to deal with simple matters—noise from barking dogs or loud music, for example. It is not
intended to manage complex, sophisticated operations such as wind farms. Therefore the bill is
changing how wind turbine noise is regulated, making it simpler and clearer for wind farm operators
and the community. Communities will also be able to raise concerns about a wind farm directly with
the Environment Protection Authority Victoria. That is what is available to them as a consequence of
this. The EPA will then be able to investigate the complaint and work with the operator to ensure that
they are meeting their requirements. The EPA will be able to receive reports on a 24-hour basis, seven
days a week, from the community through its pollution hotline. And then of course the EPA would
assess, investigate and, where necessary, take compliance and enforcement action. This will mean that
rather than relying on an ad hoc approach, the community and businesses will be able to take
advantage of the EPA’s robust internal processes and investigative capacity.
People will know that we have provided record funding to the EPA to strengthen their ability, to
improve their technology and to give them greater power so they can adapt and respond to emerging
challenges. We have committed more than $200 million over five years to deliver these extensive
reforms and powers for the EPA. It is a massive investment in ensuring Victorians have the EPA we
need to protect human health and the environment. Our strong requirements of assessment of wind
farm noise in the planning approval stage coupled with our major investments in the EPA will give
wind farm operators a clear direction on noise level and how they must comply.
Now, a cornerstone of the new framework is the focus on prevention, ensuring business and industries
assess their risks and take appropriate steps to reduce impacts from their operations—and in this case
the building and operations of wind farms—on human health and the environment. This focus on
prevention builds on the reforms we made in the planning system back in October 2018, when we
made it mandatory in all new wind farm permits that an audit of predictive and post-construction noise
assessments is reviewed by independent environmental auditors appointed under the Environment
Protection Act 2017.
We have heard consistently and clearly from councils and the Municipal Association of Victoria that
they want to see this change to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act. They know that using these
nuisance provisions to investigate and resolve technically complex noise issues from wind farms puts
undue costs on councils and requires a level of technical expertise that councils are not generally
expected to have. We have heard that directly from councils. This new approach will ensure that the
community has access to more expertise and a clearer process, while making it easier to do business
in Victoria and get those jobs happening in those local regional communities.
I am absolutely delighted that it is these types of reforms that speak to the very ambition that we have
for a clean energy future and climate change, and it has certainly been a really big few weeks for the
Victorian government, announcing the largest investment in energy that the state has ever seen—a
$797 million nation-leading investment to support 4500 jobs and improve the lives of thousands of
Victorians in terms of energy efficiency upgrades. We are also building a grid that is capable of
absorbing the incredible renewable resources Victoria has to offer, and we are harnessing the
incredible interest of investors. We know the Australian Energy Market Operator’s own recently
released Victorian Annual Planning Report shows that there is more than 16 gigawatts of investor
interest in Victoria. That is 16 000 megawatts of new power generation interest in investing that kind
of money here in Victoria, and regional Victoria is in the driver’s seat when it comes to the benefits of

BILLS
3536

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 24 November 2020

that. And of course the Clean Energy Council’s June 2020 report, Clean Energy at Work, shows that
Victoria has more jobs in renewable energy construction than any other state in the country—30 per
cent of the jobs are created right here in Victoria.
This has not happened by accident, and that is why I am somewhat disappointed by those opposite,
who are now voting against this bill, they have indicated. They talk. They sometimes say, ‘Oh, yes,
we support renewable energy’, but when put to the test they always hold back. They always stop short
of hitting the mark, and so is it any wonder that we just do not have that vision from the other side? So
I am reminding everyone: this has not happened by accident. It is a clear reflection of the positive
investment environment that our government has created through six years of leadership and strategic
policy settings. Passion, ambition and action: those three things are absolutely interrelated. You cannot
have one without the others, or if you do, and you do not put your money where your mouth is and
create action, you actually fall short of delivering on what you say you are going to do. Our
government’s hallmark is, ‘Say what you do and do what you say’, and the Premier’s mantra is one
that certainly comes to mind on that front.
We have had more than 2.5 gigawatts of new generation come online since we were elected. This
success is built on the back of our strong renewable energy targets: 25 per cent by 2020—and we are
certainly achieving that—40 per cent by 2025 and 50 per cent by 2030. So on the back of these
investments we ran the largest renewable energy auction ever held in this country to this day, bringing
online more than 900 megawatts of new supply. These are absolutely the hallmark and representative
of our commitments. We have also got strong local content requirements with that Victorian renewable
energy target (VRET) auction. That has meant that we have seen a new supply chain ecology develop
here in Victoria, with companies such as Wilson Transformers and Keppel Prince making major
investments in Victoria, and some of these companies have been around for decades—family-run
businesses moving to new energy technology. It just shows you what you can do when you put your
mind to it, backed with passion, ambition and action.
We have now launched our second VRET auction, which will bring online more than 600 additional
megawatts of new supply to power 100 per cent of the government’s operations with clean energy,
and we are also building the biggest battery in the Southern Hemisphere right here in Victoria. We
have recently announced a deal with the federal government to get on with building KerangLink. This
is a critical renewable energy superhighway that will unlock new projects, improve reliability, lower
household energy costs and create thousands of jobs.
These things do not happen by accident. They take passion, ambition, resolution and action, and our
government is absolutely committed to doing that. We believe—I believe strongly—that this is sensible
policy reform, sensible legislative reform, that will give greater confidence and support to regional
councils and local communities to be clear about the avenues that are available for them to bring any
complaints that may arise with respect to wind farm noise to the appropriate authorities, knowing that
those authorities have got the backing of strong, record investment and enforcement powers.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (15:10): I rise to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020, a bill that effectively takes away from the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008 the ability for noise complaints to be made against wind farms and moved under the
Environment Protection Act 2017. We oppose this change in the bill. Basically it will take away the
ability for any person to make a complaint under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act that wind farm
noise is affecting their health. There is not the provision in the Environment Protection Act to actually
deal with health; it is only about noise, so effectively it shuts down a person’s ability to complain
anywhere when there are noise complaints around wind farms.
It does not take from the health and wellbeing act the ability to complain about other noise, such as
nightclubs, or noise from an industrial site, such as a quarry that is making a lot of noise; the councils
will still have to deal with that. So it makes little sense to me that this has been taken out when what
we really need is investment made in the EPA that can give those resources when needed to the
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councils to be able to assess the wind farms in their electorates and so that locals can talk to locals and
have their right to be listened to and heard respected by the government. This bill effectively takes that
right away and stifles their ability.
I will just take you back a bit. My electorate of South-West Coast has many, many wind farms, planned
or built, and this has been going on for well over a decade. I lived in the area where a lot of those wind
farms were being proposed. In fact I had a wind farm proposed on the boundary of my farm, and I
would have looked out of the window and looked at it. I never put in a complaint. I am not against
wind farms. This is not a comment here about being against renewable energy. This is about the right
of the community members in South-West Coast, when they have a problem—a noise complaint—
around wind turbine noise, to be heard respectfully, and this effectively takes away that right.
I know that the other side will say, ‘Oh that means that the Liberals don’t care about renewable energies
and don’t want wind’, and I just find that really quite offensive to the community members who have
made the effort to come to me over many, many months about the challenges they face. We have got
16 wind farms proposed in the Moyne shire area alone. I am not suggesting that the Moyne shire pay
$80 000 to an acoustician every time there is a complaint made about the noise to assess that, but what
I am saying is that the EPA should be able to assist them to do that and it should not be at a cost to the
ratepayer or to the shire council. It is effectively the same thing if they are going to be putting this into
the EPA anyway. That cost will be there, so it can be facilitated in a manner such that we can still have
locals able to talk to locals who represent them—their local councillors and the locals in the role of
management in council.
Some years ago, when a lot of these wind farms were proposed, there were one or two. Now we have
got so many wind farms that there are literally going to be hundreds of turbines. Initially, when the
plans were proposed, they were a lot shorter than they are and there was not the cumulative effect that
we are now going to be seeing as a result of there being so many.
There was very little respect for the planning, because when you look at the transmission lines,
particularly if you drive from Warrnambool through to Mortlake, you will see this cobweb of
transmission lines. We have all seen that that is inappropriate, but it is there now, and it is the same
with the wind towers. People are concerned. They are worried that they are not going to have the
ability to express that they cannot sleep, that they are struggling with the noise, because if it goes to a
bureaucracy like the EPA, they will not feel they are being listened to. I think they have come to me
with some fairly reasonable comments around that. They have said, ‘We’ve had dealings in the past
with departments, and they don’t treat us like a customer; they treat us like an inconvenience’. That is
coming from the ministers down. It is not the people in my local communities who work in these
departments; it is the culture that exists from the government, who are doing exactly this and saying,
‘We’re taking away their ability to actually complain’.
At the bill briefing we asked the minister’s advisors what the process would be if the EPA received a
complaint. We actually were not able to be given the information around that. We had no information
around what would be the case if someone did not agree with the decision made by the EPA—would
there be an appeals process? What would the time line be?
Now, when I think about some of the people in my electorate, John Boss comes to mind. John has
been trying to get information from the minister, and I have been helping him—from the Department
of Environment, Land, Water and Planning actually—for 14 months. He has been waiting for a
response for 14 months just to ask questions about the Hawkesdale wind farm. He lives in the heart of
Hawkesdale, and he is trying to understand some of the issues that will occur. If that is the sort of
process that exists in bureaucracy, you can understand people like John, and Paul and Jenny Lewis,
who I converse with a lot, Neil Blain and Annie Gardner. Annie just had so many challenges. And
there are people who have actually moved away—Jan Hetherington, who could not live on the farm
anymore; Ron and Chris Jelbart, who could not live on the farm anymore. They had to buy somewhere
else to be able to get rest—I think it was Ron who used to tell me four nights a month, or four nights
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a week, I cannot really remember. Now, Ron I have known since I was probably five. He was a great
football player, a great contributor to the community, in the fire brigade, all those things.
These people in the Hawkesdale community who are concerned, they have all contributed. They are
not anti-renewable, they are not anti-community, they are not anti-progress. They just want to have
their right to be listened to and heard respected. And by taking it out of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act, they will no longer be able to say it affects our health. They will only be able to go through to the
EPA, where they will only have the noise tested to a certain level and then they will not be able to say,
‘It’s actually affecting my health’. It might comply, but it might actually be affecting the health of the
person, whether it be the mental health or the physiological health.
If I were a sceptic, I would be saying the government is not interested in really getting the balance
right for people like the Howleys, who are concerned about their right to stay on the farm when they
are absolutely inundated by wind farms all around them. I think the government is so hell-bent on
getting their renewable targets met that, at the expense of communities, they are just saying, ‘Bad
luck’. There are so many more landscapes where there are less dense populations, as the member for
Lowan just discussed, and where, if they put up a proper electricity line and had the ability to feed in,
we would actually be able to get this balance right. We are not against renewable energy. We are not
against wind farms, but we are against totally inundating people and then gagging their ability to speak.
I think about if I was in Melbourne or if I lived in Werribee and there was a big, 42-storey building
going up, like the Sofitel, I reckon there would be a few people complaining about that, and under the
Public Health and Wellbeing Act they would be able to do that. However, if they have a wind farm
put up in South-West Coast, in their backyard, that maybe 10 years ago when the permit was approved
was going to be 120 metres high but is now going to be about 180 metres or 220 metres from tip to
the ground, that is quite an imposing structure looking out at their horizon. And they are concerned,
so why haven’t they got the same right to complain or put in a suggestion that they would like to be
considered? Why do people who have less density in their regions have less rights? That is the
question. Once we get into the EPA, it will be very much a David and Goliath situation. And the people
in my area that I have mentioned—Jan and John Murphy, who have been trying to just get some
consultation around this—these are people who are feeling like the government is just ignoring them
and not listening.
We are not anti-wind farm. I continue to say it. We have wind farms being built in our electorate. If
the government was serious and it was not just a rush to ride roughshod over people and get all these
targets met, then they would make sure that Keppel Prince had the ability to make them. They talk
about local content, yet we have got ships coming in from overseas with wind turbines on the back of
them going straight past Keppel Prince to be unloaded and off to wind farms. Civil engineering
companies from Portland and the region are totally ignored and companies are coming down from
Queensland to do the site preparation. I mean, there is something really wrong with this. I know it
looks good to have lots of renewable energy, but it also is important to respect the people.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (15:20): Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the debate on
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. This bill will actually amend the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 in a really specific and targeted way. As we have heard from the
minister, it will exclude noise or emissions from wind turbines at wind energy facilities from being
the subject of a complaint under the nuisance provisions in part 6 of the act. That is the Public Health
and Wellbeing Act, and I think it is probably fair to say that 2020 will be the year many of us became
much more familiar with this act than we ever would have anticipated.
The scheme in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act was enacted to promote and protect public health
and wellbeing in Victoria, primarily through the management and control of various risks to public
health with a particular focus on infectious diseases. Part 6 of the act deals with nuisances, and
nuisances go back a long way. They have got quite a bit of history. In fact nuisance is one of the oldest
causes of action in the common law. It signifies the right of quiet enjoyment, and it is where that is
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disrupted to such a degree that a tort is being committed. At first only damages were available as a
remedy but that has now progressed, with the introduction of equity and courts of equity, to injunctive
relief to stop the action that is causing the damage. By the late 19th century and into the 20th century
it was clear that the law of nuisance was becoming really difficult to administer, and very expensive
to administer as well. We saw competing property uses were posing as nuisances to each other. I think
it is really important to talk about this because that is where the law of planning and zoning came in.
It was to deal with those competing property uses and to generally override those nuisance provisions
and to make sure there is no duplication, there is certainty for communities, there is certainty for
councils and there is certainty for industry as well.
Under part 6 of the act an offence is created if a person causes a nuisance or knowingly allows a
nuisance to exist on land, and this applies to nuisances which are or are liable to be dangerous to health
or offensive. As we know, typically that nuisance might arise from water pollution, it might be animals,
it might be rubbish, it could be noise or emissions or the state or condition of particular premises or
activities that are taking place on land. But what is important is part 6 is administered by local councils,
and that means that any person may contact a council—it could be a short email to council—if they
believe that a nuisance exists, and then there is an onus or obligation on council to investigate it and
to do that within a reasonable period of time. Where there has been an investigation and it follows that
there is a nuisance, council is then obliged to remedy it.
So given nuisances typically and historically relate to local matters, it is really appropriate that councils
are tasked to deal with and to administer and resolve them, and indeed we know that nuisance
provisions are actually a really important tool for local councils to deal with local health risks.
Typically these are local health risks, and what that means is they might fall between the gaps in
existing regulatory schemes or in fact there may not be a regulatory scheme that applies to that
particular public or private health risk.
Can I also just take the opportunity to acknowledge local councils for the key role they play in
addressing this really important area of public health. What is important to note and what has become
apparent is that in relation to particular activities, so in relation to activities which have already been
authorised under another regulatory framework, this creates a really difficult position for councils.
Perhaps nowhere is this more highlighted than in the area of wind turbines. A number of councils have
written to the minister and written to government to say, ‘This is really difficult. We’re finding this
really challenging’. Here wind turbines are already the responsibility of the Minister for Planning.
They are subject to a regulatory framework, they are subject to conditions and controls, and yet we are
asking councils to also act upon complaints. As I said, it might be a short email from a community
member who alleges a nuisance arising from that wind turbine.
This is clearly a duplication in the regulatory scheme. It creates significant uncertainty for those local
communities and for those local councils, not to mention an extraordinary burden on those local
councils who do not necessarily have that technical expertise to conduct audits of noise and emissions
to try to address those noise complaints. As I said, this is something that has been specifically raised
by a number of local councils. It has also been raised by the Municipal Association of Victoria, and
they have asked us to fix it. So this bill does that. It addresses that duplication by specifically excluding
wind turbine noise from the nuisance provisions in the act. New section (2A) reads:
This Division does not apply to nuisances arising from or constituted by any noise or emission from a wind
turbine at a wind energy facility.

As I said, this is important because not only does this address the duplication and inconsistency in the
regulatory frameworks but it goes a step further—it also clarifies that the EPA is actually the most
appropriate regulator for wind farm noise in Victoria. The notes to clause 2 of the bill go on to read:
… the Environment Protection Act 2017, once amended, will provide the appropriate regulatory framework
for complaints relating to noise or emissions from wind turbines at wind energy facilities.
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As I said, this is an important development. It will relieve councils of that burden. It will remove that
duplication in the regulatory framework. We also know from the history of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act that the nuisance provisions in that act were not made with the scale of the wind
industry in mind, nor were they made for the technical complexity of wind turbine noise and emissions.
It is highly appropriate therefore that complaints about them be removed from those provisions in the
Public Health and Wellbeing Act and that they are placed squarely in the jurisdiction of the EPA.
I should also note that the amendments that are foreshadowed in the Environment Protection Act are
expected to come into place on 1 July next year, 2021. They will introduce a much more appropriate
regulatory framework for wind turbine noise. This includes a general environmental duty and an
unreasonable noise provision. In this way the EPA will provide that regulatory framework for wind
turbines. It will provide a much more consistent and statewide approach to regulating wind turbines.
It has valuable technical expertise in relation to wind noise and turbines. It is the appropriate body to
receive complaints and administer the rollout of wind turbines in Victoria. As I said, there is an
intention that the amendments in this bill will commence on exactly the same day as the amendments
to the EP act, and that alignment is obviously deliberate to ensure that the measures that are currently
available to communities to lodge complaints will continue; there will be no gap in that ability for
communities to make those complaints. It will also ensure that there is no overlap with the enhanced
environmental protection scheme when it commences.
Can I just finish by taking a moment to acknowledge our Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. She has taken such an active and leading role in our transition to renewables. We all
know that climate change is one of the greatest threats to us globally. We have to transition, and we
have to bring people with us. We have to make energy cheaper, more affordable and cleaner, and we
have to create thousands and thousands of jobs. We are going to achieve our renewable energy targets
of 25 per cent this year and 50 per cent by 2030, and I have to say it is not because of the federal
government. They have been just an absolute failure in any kind of road map for transitions or for
tackling climate change. It is up to Victoria to deal with this and to tackle it on its own. We are taking
a leading role in this. We should all be very proud of the steps that we are taking. I commend the
minister for environment for her work in leading us and making sure that Victoria is going to be leading
us to transition to renewables. I commend the bill.
Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (15:30): I rise to add to the debate on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020. Its intention is to exclude noise or emissions from wind turbines at wind energy
facilities. The opposition will be opposing this bill because we do not believe that the government
should have the right to trample on people’s right to complain and to appeal through that process.
Bizarrely this bill is going to create a situation where noise from wind turbines is the only noise in the
state of Victoria that cannot be considered a nuisance. Every other noise in the state of Victoria that
can be made, whether from music or from factories or from a range of other sources, can be classified
as a nuisance. But, bizarrely, just one noise—that being made by a wind turbine—is not going to be
allowed to be a nuisance to anyone. It is no longer a nuisance. It is a bizarre situation for the
government to propose that that be the case.
Now, we know that this bill has come forward as a result of the recent outcomes from what is known
as the Bald Hills wind farm case, which involved South Gippsland council. I am sure the member for
South Gippsland will be able to talk on this later, but basically South Gippsland council and several
residents took the Bald Hills wind farm to the Supreme Court, and the court found that those local
residents who complained to the council could not be ignored and that the council was obliged to
undertake an investigation based on their concerns and complaints under the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008. This bill, as I said, is clearly a reaction to the adverse finding against the operators
of the Bald Hills wind farm, where the Supreme Court subsequently found in favour of the South
Gippsland Shire Council along with the local landowners.
Now, the problem that we have, or residents that are around wind farms have, is that they are—and
they claim to be—affected by noise in many ways, and also by the blade flicker. The blade flicker is
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taken out by the bill under the definition of ‘nuisance’. In fact any complaint that one might have about
the operation of wind turbines at all is something that can no longer be classified as a nuisance. The
process by which the government now says that people will take their complaints forward will be one
that removes councils’ ability to get involved, or councils’ responsibility to get involved and transfers
those responsibilities to the EPA.
Now, the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change was at the table before, and in her
contribution she wrung her hands in grief and said, ‘Councils are having these unreasonable costs put
on them’. I mean, you are the government, for goodness sake. If the councils are having unreasonable
costs imposed on them, then compensate them. That would be a much easier way to go, wouldn’t it?
It would be a much easier way than changing legislation and taking away people’s rights to complain
about issues that are of concern to them—issues that attack their very psychological wellbeing in many
cases. Why don’t you just compensate the councils if that is the big issue? But of course that is not the
big issue. The issue is that the government wants to make sure that their rollout of renewable energy
generation is unfettered. There are many, many issues connected to the rollout of that renewable
energy agenda that continue to plague Victorians, particularly in the country regions. The government
loves to go out with their shiny press releases and say, ‘We’ve commissioned a new wind generation
or solar generation farm’. But of course the issues that are associated with them, like complaints from
nearby residents and indeed the transmission of that said generated energy, are ones that Victorians
have to live with.
There is no better example than the western Victoria transmission project, which is currently being
looked at with some concern by the residents out in the area. The members for both Melton and
Buninyong have said it has nothing to do with them—nothing at all—and it is an Australian Energy
Market Operator project. But of course when the CFA recently raised issues in this regard, the Premier
actually said that they were going to get the project done. He took responsibility fair and square for it.
So it baffles me beyond belief as to why the members for Buninyong and Melton refuse to help their
local residents who are concerned about those transmission lines.
It is just a case in point, and this bill encompasses the same issues in that the government does not
want to listen to people who have complaints. The government does not want to listen to those who
are affected by the government’s renewable energy agenda. They prefer to sweep those issues under
the carpet and pretend that they cannot do anything about them—or in this case make it so difficult for
residents to do anything about it as to make it almost impossible. After a briefing on Thursday of last
week, when the government was unable to show us what the complaints and appeals process would
be, we belatedly got something that came through which showed us the differences between the
current system and the one that is going to be in place under this new regime.
May I just recount to the house that under the current regime if a complainant is not satisfied with a
concern that they have had about wind farm noise or indeed blade flicker and they have tried to resolve
the issue with the operator, the complainant can go to the local council, and as the member for Carrum
pointed out, the council is obliged to look at it. That is the key word—‘obliged’. But under this new
regime if the resident believes they are being affected by noise pollution, then they are encouraged to
report it to the EPA. There are regional offices of the EPA, but certainly not with the prevalence there
are of council offices, so anyone out in the member for South-West Coast’s area will probably have
to go to Geelong if they want to make a report in person. And of course the EPA does not have to look
at this issue. As a former environment minister who had oversight of the EPA, I can tell you while
some really great people work there with some enormous expertise, they are not health officials. They
are not experienced in psychological effects, they are not experienced in mental health effects and they
are not experienced in the sorts of impacts that wind turbine noise and blade flicker have on people.
The EPA is going to make an arbitrary decision with no threshold. I did ask this in the briefing: ‘What’s
the threshold at which the EPA will decide that a person is being affected?’. Well, there is not one. In
fact I can quote the departmental official, who said, ‘That’s up to the EPA’. So it is up to the EPA, a
government organisation which has no expertise with regard to psychological impacts, to decide what
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the threshold is as to whether they are going to investigate where someone says they are affected. It is
just crazy.
As the member for Lowan rightly pointed out, if a complainant is dissatisfied with what the EPA’s
decision is, if the complainant has the EPA turn around to them and say, ‘No, we don’t deem the
concerns that you have, the impacts that the wind turbine noise is having on you, to be strong enough
to actually perform an investigation’—if the reporter is unsatisfied with the outcomes of their report—
they can escalate it within the EPA. So if the EPA says, ‘We’re not investigating’, this government
says, ‘Well, that’s all right. You can go back to the EPA and ask them again’. I reckon there are not
going to be too many occasions where the EPA goes, ‘You know what? The guys on the third floor,
they didn’t get it right, but we’re going to look at it again and you can rest assured that everything’s
going to be fine and we’ll look at it properly’. So the regime under which the government is proposing
to have these complaints dealt with is a nonsensical one, one that is being transferred to people with
very little expertise in the area, and that is a real, real concern.
The other concern is of course that during the whole COVID crisis—I look around the chamber, and
people are wearing masks—this government seems to want to take a precautionary approach when it
comes to dealing with the pandemic, but they do not want to take a precautionary approach when it
comes to dealing with the impacts of turbine noise. They do not want to say, ‘Okay, we accept that
there could be a problem here, and let’s take all reasonable steps to make sure that we understand and
deal with the issues that may come before us before it gets out of hand’, before it affects people’s lives,
before it forces the impacts on people and the outcomes that the member for South-West Coast spoke
about before where people cannot stay on their properties anymore.
So why is the government happy to take a precautionary approach in one regard but not in another?
The reason is quite clear. The government did send out a briefing note to MPs, and the reason for this
legislation is clear. It is not because councils are having an unreasonable amount of costs imposed on
them, because the government could fix that with a simple compensation program. The briefing note
says very clearly:
This Bill will assist the Government with meeting its renewable energy targets by addressing a particular risk
to investor confidence in constructing wind energy facilities in Victoria.

That is from the government. That is the reason for the legislation. That is the reason for trampling
over people’s rights. That is the reason for having a complete disregard for the impacts of wind turbines
on people’s lives. It is not because of unreasonable costs and it is not because there is going to be a
more streamlined way of doing things. The government wants to roll out its renewable energy
infrastructure agenda and it wants to make sure that potential investors in Victoria do not have an
average Victorian who is affected by these things stand in their way. This government wants to make
it clear to investors that the complaints of the individual will not be a barrier to future investment.
We on this side of the house will not stand for the rights of the individual to complain being trampled
on. We on this side of this house will not support legislation that stops people from voicing their
concerns and having a right of redress, and we will oppose this bill.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (15:40): I am going to start off, for some context in relation to this
matter, with a bit of a history lesson for those in the chamber and for the record for all time. I will be
marking my 10th year in this place in the next week or so, with the class of 2010. My arrival preceded
of course the demise of the Baillieu-Napthine governments some four years later. But I think it is very
important to have a bit of a history lesson for context in relation to the debate on this bill, the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020, which amends what was back in 2008 far-sighted
legislation introduced by the now Premier when he was the Minister for Health under the then
Bracks-Brumby governments. As the Parliamentary Secretary for Health—a role that I hold at this
time—he did a lot of review work to build up and bring to the Parliament the original Public Health
and Wellbeing Bill back in 2008.
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That legislation has been leaned on and required to drive so much of the response of our government
and this Parliament in Victoria in relation to the worldwide COVID-19 pandemic. We have used in
great amounts the example of great leadership and great foresight shown by the Bracks-Brumby
governments and the member for Mulgrave in his time as Minister for Health in establishing the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act back in 2008. We are talking about amendments today, but it is that act and
what it builds on that has really set the direction and the confidence for the way in which we have been
able to support and keep our communities safe with many of the COVID-19 responses.
What is also important in relation to the amendments in this bill is that they outline clearly, I think, the
history with regard to wind farms back in 2011. I will quote from an article in the Age in 2011 headed
‘Baillieu’s wind farm crackdown’. This is the context that we need to understand in relation to dealing
with the amendments in this bill and the opposition’s determination to oppose this legislation. I quote:
The clean energy industry has warned it will invest away from Victoria, potentially costing the state $3 billion,
after the Baillieu government announced Australia’s most restrictive planning laws for wind farms.
In a victory for wind farm opponents, the government will amend planning laws to give households power to
veto wind turbines within two kilometres of their homes—

effectively destroying the wind farm industry here in Victoria. As the Clean Energy Council said in
that article of 30 August 2011:
The Clean Energy Council said the change would cost hundreds of new jobs in regional areas and billions of
dollars in investment.

To take these matters further in outlining the context around these amendments, we know there was
an article on 30 May 2013 headed ‘Welcome to Victoria, no wind farms allowed’, and I quote:
Welcome to my home state of Victoria, Australia’s hub of art and culture, lane-way cafes and wonderful
coffee, Aussie Rules football, the miraculous leadbeater’s possum, and magnificent forests.
And also, after law changes in 2011, one of the most difficult places in the world to build a wind farm.

Back in 2011, as I outlined, Premier Baillieu made a decision to enact laws, as the minister at the table
would well know from his role not only as the Minister for Planning today but as a former Shadow
Minister for Planning for a brief time in opposition; he knows about these issues. Can I say that that
article also says of those laws that:
They effectively give the owners of any dwelling within 2km of a proposed wind farm the power to decide
whether or not the development should proceed.

The then planning minister in the Liberal government at the time said they did not oppose the approved
applications at that time. But if you are investing in wind farms and you are virtually being kyboshed
from any expansion of your business and your wind farm projects, of course that is having a restrictive
effect on your capacity to build and grow that business which is for the benefit of our broader
environment. Can I say that the article that I quoted from says further that:
The changes to Victoria’s planning laws has effectively ruled the state out from playing a major role in
reducing Australia’s carbon emissions. In addition to making it almost impossible to build new wind farms,
the controversial law has cost as many as 35,000 jobs at a time when Victoria’s unemployment exceeds 6%
(higher in regional areas).

That is important because as we then move forward to 20 March 2015 in the RenewEconomy Clean
Energy News and Analysis it was noted—and it is there on the record; I am happy to table the document:
Victoria’s new Labor Premier Daniel Andrews has announced changes to wind farm planning laws,
effectively repealing the worst parts of the Liberal Baillieu government’s controversial “VC82” suite of laws,
which had the effect of shutting down wind energy development in the state.
Among the most important changes are a reduction of the household veto for a proposed wind turbine
development from 2km to 1km from a dwelling, and the return of development approval decisions to the
office of the planning minister.
…
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The Australian Wind Alliance said it supported the changes to what it described as “the worst parts” of the
previous government’s wind farm planning laws, but that more needed to be done at a national level to sustain
the industry nationally.
“Victoria has been missing out on jobs and regional investment from wind farms for too long and this is the
first step towards fixing the problem,” said AWA national coordinator …

And of course the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change at the time said:
… Labor’s $200 million Future Industries Fund would also work with the renewable energy sector to boost
the creation of jobs and investment.

So there you go. There is a little bit of the background to what drives those opposite to oppose wind
farm expansion here in Victoria, but it goes back to what they did when they were in government. We
had to unpick that to save what was really an industry that was travelling interstate, moving away from
Victoria and costing jobs and long-term investment and innovation to our state. We have ruled a line
under that here in Victoria, and the amendments that we bring forward today really go to further
expand the opportunities for wind farm investment in Victoria but also give certainty to that industry—
an industry that has grown like Topsy but also within a highly defined and regulated environment
under our government.
Now, there was some commentary made by those opposite in relation to the EPA, and I want to touch
on that in the remaining moments that I have. I want to pay tribute both to the member for Bellarine,
the former Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water, and to the current Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change for the work that was done in the EPA review, which was
really important, around giving confidence to the community that that statutory authority has the
powers to be the environmental cop on the beat. Was it meeting the public’s expectations, the public’s
view and confidence that it could support and advance the interests of our environment in
communities? Probably not, and that review that was done, organised by our government, pursued by
our government and then resourced by some $45 million in the budget when the recommendations
were handed down, was all about bringing the EPA—frankly, a very popular piece of legislation from
back in the 1970s—into the 21st century in relation to the obligations in that legislation on that
statutory authority to meet the community’s expectations and the community’s commitments.
Did it go all the away for everybody? Perhaps not, but my thanks to Penny Armytage, who chaired
that EPA review, a very substantial piece of work. I had the opportunity to work with her in the past
in her role as a director of child protection and juvenile justice in the then Department of Human
Services, and of course with her leadership in other public sector roles across government she was the
perfect person to take up the cudgels, blow out the cobwebs at the EPA and put forward some
significant recommendations. But recommendations alone are not enough; you then need to resource
them and fund them in the budget process, and that $45 million commitment from our government as
a starting point went a long way to ensuring we were able to adopt 40 of the 48 recommendations in
that EPA review, recast the governance and much of the management structure too and continue to
support those who had done a great job. I wanted to also acknowledge Cheryl Batagol, who had done
significant work over very many years. In my role in local government I had the opportunity to work
with her when she was at the EPA through her advocacy to work with industry and to work with local
government, particularly around renewables and recycling and other work and the connections
between local government and the EPA and community. She did a superb job and was helpful, very
much so, in that transition period for the EPA.
The EPA is important. It has got a very key role in relation to wind farms and in some of the
amendments that we have outlined here, but I do not think it is reasonable for those opposite to make
unfounded criticisms of the EPA alone without acknowledging the government’s work to review that
statutory authority to bring it into the 21st century and to ensure that it could meet the public
expectations, which are really high. We rely on, count on and lean on the EPA in communities to be
that environmental cop on the beat. They do not always get it right, but we need to support them and
we certainly need to resource them. That $45-plus million that we provided, after we had done the
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review and adopted 40 of the 48 recommendations, goes a long way to demonstrating our commitment
to support the EPA and its work and give the community confidence that it has got their back. It also
needs, of course, to maintain a significant advocacy and support role with industry. I commend the
amendments in this bill. It is further work that our government is doing.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (15:50): It is a pleasure to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020, which is about the process for the community to raise concerns about noise
from wind farms in Victoria. Currently those who have concerns about farm noise can raise them
under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 as a nuisance complaint, which means that the local
council has to investigate them. The bill changes the process so that concerns are raised with the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria, the EPA, and the EPA investigates them instead. The
Greens support this change.
The Public Health and Wellbeing Act nuisance complaint laws are very old, from a time before wind
farms were a common and widespread technology in Victoria. The Greens support the community
being able to raise genuine concerns about pollution, including noise pollution; however, the way wind
farm noise complaints are managed under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act simply does not work
in 2020. Councils lack the relevant expertise to investigate complaints and are being overburdened by
malicious and unfounded complaints being made by anti-wind farm crusaders. At this point we are
just nearing the end of a period where a communicable disease has swept our state, provoking fear and
a significant government response. I am not referring here to COVID-19 but to wind farm syndrome.
Wind farm syndrome is a syndrome, like a disease, which became apparent a bit more than 10 years
ago and spread from person to person. These kinds of panics about new technologies have existed for
centuries. There were concerns about telephone tinnitus in the late 19th century; there were fears that
electricity was bad for your health, which delayed the uptake of electricity to houses by many decades;
and we have lived through panics about microwaves and televisions and screens. And mobile phones
causing brain cancer is interesting. Mobile phones have been in widespread use for about 20 years, but
the incidence of brain cancer has flatlined over that time. These panics come and go, but they spread
much more quickly now in the digital era. Wind turbine syndrome is an example of something that
spread rapidly, and it was fanned and encouraged by those who opposed swift and decisive action on
climate change, who to some extent knowingly, I believe, exploited an unsophisticated population
who started to manifest symptoms of anxiety and present them as wind turbine syndrome.
Climate change is still often referred to in media debates as a controversial topic. One contribution to
it being regarded as controversial is the sort of side debate like the safety or otherwise of wind farms.
And now here we are in the midst of a climate emergency with widespread severe fires in places that
have never burned before—right around the globe; I am not just talking about Australia. We are
dealing with the legacy of at least a decade of inactivity fanned in part by factoids disseminated around
wind turbine syndrome. The Greens agree with the government in this bill that it is far more
appropriate for concerns about wind farm noise to be managed by the EPA, which has the expertise to
determine whether noise is genuinely a nuisance and already regulates noise pollution in Victoria.
As a Greens MP I recognise the vital role that wind energy will play in transitioning our state to 100 per
cent renewable energy. I have heard directly from wind energy businesses who face relentless,
unfounded and malicious opposition to wind farms using this old provision in the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act. The Australian Wind Alliance, for example, welcomes the changes put forward by
this bill, which we will support.
While I am speaking about it, I want to raise a few related issues about wind energy and energy
projects. The bill does not relate to the approval process for establishing a new wind farm. That is
something that is managed under planning laws. Earlier this year the government announced that a
further 600 megawatts of energy generation will be built in Victoria, and this is great. It is urgent that
we transition to renewable energy, and that means building new large-scale wind, solar and storage, and
it is a great job creator for Victoria right now. However, it remains important that any new development,

BILLS
3546

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 24 November 2020

regardless of whether it is for renewable energy or a road, goes through an appropriate environmental
and community assessment process. Yes, the Greens support wind farms, but we certainly do not support
building them at inappropriate locations where they will have a detrimental impact on land and wildlife.
It is crucial that our environmental assessment processes prevent this, and frankly I think that the
assessment process is inadequate and I want to see it strengthened.
Another issue I would like to put on the record while discussing this bill is the need for the government
to do more to support publicly owned and community-owned energy. I am aware that there is already
some government support through the New Energy Jobs Fund, but we could be doing more. I am
concerned that much of the government’s current energy agenda is supporting big business rather than
our communities. The recent Big Battery announcement is a good example. I understand that the
government takes this approach because it seems easier, but I want to see us doing better.
We have also suffered for too long with large energy companies exploiting an essential service for
private profit. I ask the government to genuinely work to support Victoria’s transition to public and
community energy. As we transition to renewable energy we should be able to do both. Communityowned wind farms are common in Denmark and Germany. They are a powerful way for communities
to connect, work together, share the benefits of energy and take local climate action. Hepburn Wind
was Victoria’s first community-owned wind farm and is a great showcase of the power of community
energy. Having energy owned by the public and the community will pay off in many ways, one of
which is that it builds the social licence for energy projects and could well cut down on malicious
opposition of the kind this bill is having to address.
Finally, the last point I want to make relates to micro wind generation. These are the small-scale wind
turbines, about the size of an aircraft propeller, that can go in a paddock or on someone’s roof. They
are like the wind version of solar panels on your roof, and they are an important part of the renewable
energy puzzle, especially in regional Victoria. Unfortunately micro wind installations in Victoria are
being hampered by inconsistent assessment processes by local councils. Some councils are assessing
these very small turbines appropriately, whereas others are treating them as if they were a 100megawatt wind farm. Just as the Victorian government has stepped in to modernise regulation of noise
from wind farms with this bill, I ask it to look into and modernise the regulatory framework for micro
wind in Victoria as well.
The government’s commitment to modernising energy and to transitioning Victoria to renewables has
been solid. In the last few weeks we have seen big commitments in line with policies that the Victorian
Greens took to the 2018 state election and initiatives we have called for in a Green New Deal economic
recovery for Victoria. We have had an announcement that saw 600 megawatts of new wind and solar
energy for Victoria, a big 300-megawatt battery, minimum standards for rental homes to be developed
so that renters no longer have to freeze in winter or boil in summer, and funding for energy upgrades
in public housing and low-income homes. These sorts of energy efficiency announcements are as
important as a new power station in supplying energy for the Victorian grid. A new transmission line
connecting Victoria and New South Wales completes the puzzle, because of course we are part of an
east coast grid.
It is great to see all these commitments. Perhaps they are not yet at the scale that the Greens have called
for or with the commitment to public ownership that we see as vital, but they are still great. And all
these new commitments do exactly what they need to do: they are replacing Victoria’s outdated and
polluting coal power stations. The Yallourn coal-fired power station in particular becomes more
marginal than ever with new storage and a transmission line that could bring cheaper energy south
from New South Wales.
I urgently call on this Labor government to announce a timetable to close Victoria’s coal power
stations by 2030 that also includes a transition plan for the Latrobe Valley community, as the Greens
have called for. It is time this government is honest about the end of coal in Victoria and plays a leading
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role in developing an alternative future where the Latrobe Valley community can benefit from a
renewable energy future without the toxic and dangerous pollution that comes from coal.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (15:59): I also rise to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020, and as speakers previous to me have very well articulated, this is legislation to
basically remove from the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 a provision around nuisance that is
required to be used by council when it comes to wind farms and wind turbines. I think with the
opposition you hear them sort of say, ‘We do support clean energy and we do support wind farms and
we do support wind turbines, but …’. Of course there is always a ‘but’, and the ‘but’ means really that
there would never be any progress on our transition from coal-powered energy to clean energy if we
had a Liberal government in this state.
As the member for Ivanhoe was reminiscing about, down memory lane, like him I am celebrating
10 years in this place as a member of Parliament, as the member for Thomastown. Yes, our first four
years in our first term, when we were elected, was when there was a Baillieu Liberal government, and
this was a time when clean energy and in particular wind turbine manufacturers were being decimated
across the state. If we look at Keppel Prince that one member of the opposition was talking about and
saying how much they support it—in fact it was on its knees and was going to close down because of
that government’s policies around wind turbines. So I think they ought to be honest and come clean and
just say, ‘Look, we don’t want them, we don’t support them and we don’t care about the tens of
thousands of jobs that they create’. We missed the boat on manufacturing solar panels. We were too
slow on that industry, but with wind turbines we do have the expertise, the skills and the infrastructure
to build and we need to keep building them as part of a program to continue to have manufacturing in
Australia and in Victoria—and it is extra important when we look at the recovery after this terrible
coronavirus pandemic and the devastation that we have seen to the economy.
As to why this legislation is required, of course yet again it is amendments to legislation because of
the changing nature of the world. When we see that there are things that are not working properly,
legislation that may have had particular purposes many years ago, when it needs to be changed and
when we have new technology and new industries, things do need to change for the betterment of their
operation. This is a very specific case when it comes to the regulation of wind turbines.
In terms of the wind turbines now, it is a highly regulated area. There are extensive planning and
community consultation requirements, and those consultation requirements are all put in place before
the actual turbines are built. The planning permit applications for wind farms are subject to extensive
notice to enable neighbouring communities to have their say and to make a contribution and to express
their concerns and look at various alternatives or ways that they can be built. Applications are also
required to be accompanied by a predictive noise assessment that demonstrates the proposal will
comply with the relevant noise standards. The permit, if it is granted, has conditions on it that require
that a post-construction noise assessment of the operating wind farm is undertaken to demonstrate that
it complies with noise standards, and since October 2018 all new wind farm permits include mandatory
requirements to undertake a statutory audit of predictive and post-construction noise reports. They are
prepared by auditors that are appointed under the Environment Protection Act 1970, and the audit
process adds an additional confidence, or should add an additional confidence, to the assessment
process. After these planning permits have been thoroughly assessed and audited in terms of noise and
what impact they will have in the local area in which they are going to be built, there is also a
complaints management plan that is required of the operator so that wind farm operators must be
responsive to their communities and if there are issues that arise they must deal with them as per the
complaints management plan. These are things that have come in fairly recently in order to regulate
and provide through the planning process that wind farms are not adversely affecting the area, the
environment and the communities in which they are being built.
Now, what has been occurring in those areas where people have been opposing wind farms is that they
are then using what are called the nuisance provisions that are in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
that are invariably applied through councils. The nuisance provisions are important tools and they are
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very useful for councils to deal with local health risks, but they were really not designed and were not
really there to be used for big projects such as wind energy facilities and industries such as that. The
nuisance laws are very old. It was actually in the 19th century that these nuisance laws came into effect
or were coming up. At that time nuisance laws really applied to things like a neighbour being affected
by the burning off of stuff in the next-door neighbour’s yard or odours because rubbish had not been
collected—some of these smaller issues that of course have big impacts in residential areas. This really
does not fit with what is required in terms of complaints and concerns about wind farms; the nuisance
provisions do not adequately address situations about wind turbines. They are much better applied
through the planning system and through the state EPA.
Using the EPA means, as a state-based organisation, that there is more consistency, so it is not each
individual council having to deal with investigations and complaints under nuisance laws but a more
consistent approach across the state. While giving stability to the communities in which the wind
turbines are, it also gives consistency to the industry itself. Of course all industry needs some sort of
certainty, and in this case, through using the EPA, that certainty exists. I think the former Minister for
Environment and Climate Change on the Liberals’ side was talking about how he does not believe that
the EPA is qualified or in some way the right organisation to deal with concerns that communities
have or issues that arise about wind turbines because he does not think that when he was the minister
the EPA operated that way. Well, I do not know what he has been doing for the last six years. He must
have been asleep because there have been a whole lot of changes to the environment protection
legislation which give a whole lot of additional protections to consumers who believe that their
environment is actually being impacted in an adverse way. That legislation has been enacted and
passed by our current Labor government and the current Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. There have been a lot of election commitments, and she has worked very hard and
thoroughly to make sure they have been enacted into legislation—and of course there will be more to
come. You really just need one legislative mechanism to deal with concerns or people’s complaints,
and in this case it should be the EPA, as this legislation is directing.
There has also been a lot of support from councils, the ones that have to implement or act on the
nuisance laws, and I think we should be listening to them. It is often costing them tens of thousands of
dollars to investigate and act on these complaints, and invariably they do not have the money to do
that and they do not have the time. We really need to make sure that we support renewable energy and
support councils in doing what is best for the state.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (16:09): I am bemused at this point in the debate, getting up
to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. The reason I am bemused is
because we have seen so far in the debate just the problem that we have in this state when it comes to
wind energy developments. So far from those opposite and the member for Brunswick here we have
seen people from Mill Park, from Carrum, from Ivanhoe, from Thomastown and from Brunswick
stand up and absolutely belittle anyone who has the temerity to raise a concern about noise or other
effects of a wind farm. That is exactly the problem that we have with this government’s approach to
this industry, and it is exactly the problem we have with the Greens’ approach too.
I actually quite like the member for Brunswick; I think he is a nice fella. But after what he has just
said, I am appalled. He has just referred to people who have an issue with the noise and other impacts
of a wind farm as malicious anti-wind farm activists, and further, and in fact quite astoundingly and
quite insultingly, he has referred to people manipulating ‘unsophisticated populations’. There we have
it. It is those poor, dumb hicks in the country that just do not understand that we have to have these
wind farms to save the planet from climate change and look, they all should just be quiet, accept this
piece of legislation and move on. That is what the member for Brunswick just said. I am astounded by
what he has said about my constituents, about the constituents of the member for South-West Coast, the
constituents of the member for Polwarth. And it highlights, because these people who are concerned
about wind farms are not constituents in Thomastown or Carrum or Mill Park—
A member: Or Hawthorn.

BILLS
Tuesday, 24 November 2020

Legislative Assembly

3549

Mr D O’BRIEN: or Hawthorn. I looked at the government’s speakers list; we are going to get
there eventually. We might get to the member for Macedon, who might have an issue. She has got
wind farms at least in Macedon, but so far the speakers on the government’s side do not give a toss
about the impacts of wind farms on their local communities. And that is the problem that we have with
the policy of this government.
I have often said—I have said it in this place a number of times—we hear from those opposite and we
hear from the Greens how wonderful wind energy is. And really, ‘Oh, those concerns that you’ve got
about noise and shadow flicker and everything, look, they’re the views of unsophisticated populations.
They’re the views of malicious anti-wind farm activists’. And I have said in this place before, ‘Righto,
if they’re not that bad, let’s put a whopping great 40-turbine wind farm in Albert Park. Let’s put one
in Royal Park’.
A member: The member for Albert Park’s here—ask him.
Mr D O’BRIEN: The member for Albert Park might like one in Albert Park. He is happy to have
a grand prix. I am sure there would be no-one complaining about a wind farm in Albert Park.
Mr Foley: I’ll swap you.
Mr D O’BRIEN: He has offered to swap. I would take him up on that; I would be very happy to
have the grand prix in my electorate. But this is the nub of the issue, that the government just ignores
any complaints about wind farms. And we saw it with the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change, the member for Mill Park in suburban Melbourne. She stood up and she talked about
the great employment benefits of our wonderful renewable energy policies because we are creating
jobs with these wind farms. But never—never—does anyone on that side ever acknowledge the
impacts on the wider community.
And whether you believe or not in the noise issues or the shadow flicker or the visual amenity impacts
of wind farms, one of the biggest issues for our rural communities is the division they cause. Because
they create the haves and the have-nots. You have the people who host the wind farms. They, quite
rightly, are compensated for doing so, but the person who lives just across the fence has to put up with
it—has to put up with the noise, has to put up with the visual impacts—and they get nothing in return.
All I ask of the government, all I ask of those opposite, is to acknowledge those concerns. Because for
anyone on that side—if it is the member for Brunswick or the member for Mill Park—as soon as there
is a bloody 10-storey tower proposed by someone, there will be people opposed to it.
For context, we have recently just had VCAT knock back the Alberton wind farm in my electorate
because not only did the proponent mess up in terms of getting the 1 kilometre from residents accurate
but the department and the Minister for Planning missed it completely. It was actually overturned at
VCAT, but the proposed towers there were over 200 metres tall. We are talking wingtips of up to
250 metres tall. By comparison, the light towers at the MCG are 85 metres. So put that in context:
85 metres, those light towers at the MCG, an iconic structure in Victoria, and we are talking wind
turbines 250 metres tall. That is what this is about.
I came into this debate on this piece of legislation with an open mind because I am conscious that
certainly in my shire, the South Gippsland shire, the council itself would prefer not to have to deal
with this. Again, this is an inconsistency in the government’s process. This government came to power
in 2014 and took the planning power off councils. They said, ‘No, no, no. You don’t know enough
about wind farms. We’re going to call all these wind farms in, and the Minister for Planning will
decide on them’. Well, that is fine but then the councils are still responsible for enforcing some of the
conditions. I understand that my council, South Gippsland, and probably many others would prefer
not to have to deal with this. The member for Thomastown talked about this. She said it is costing
them tens of thousands of dollars et cetera, et cetera. There is a simple fix for that—the government
could compensate those councils for it. The government could actually provide the EPA to actually
provide the expertise to those councils, not move some legislation that takes the power away from
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local residents—takes it out of their hands and gives it to a state-based bureaucracy. We do not know
what the process will be.
As I said, I came into this with an open mind. But I put to the government in the briefing that we had
last week: for my constituents who are concerned about wind farm noise, how is this any better? And
the answer I got effectively was: ‘It just is’. We have heard that from the minister for the environment
and we have heard it from a number of those opposite: ‘It’ll be better. It’ll be more consistent’. Well,
I am sorry, but when it comes to noise complaints, there is no statewide consistency on noise
complaints about a nightclub next door to your house or a quarry operating through the night. They
are all left to councils. Why is wind noise any different? The government at the briefing, and so far in
its contributions today, has not given any explanation for that.
I am reminded, if I digress for a moment, that many years ago my wife and I went to buy a bike for
her. We went into the shop, and the salesman was going through a few different bikes. He said, ‘Oh,
this one’s got flux capacitor forks’—whatever it was. My wife just wanted a bike to ride to the coffee
shop. She said, ‘Well, what’s better about that? Why would I have that?’. And he said, ‘Well, it’s just
better’. And she said, ‘Yeah, but why are they better? Why would I want that?’. And he said, ‘Well,
it’s just better’. And that is the argument we are getting from the government on this. This legislation
will take it out of the hands of local councils and out of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and
will give it to the EPA. And when we ask, ‘How is that good for my constituents in Gippsland South?
How will they be protected from the noise that they may come across, that they might have a complaint
about?’, we get told, ‘Oh, well, it’s just better’. Again, that is the problem that we have with this
legislation. There is no evidence provided to us that the Environment Protection Act 2017 will be
stronger, that it will protect our local residents better and that it will be fairer.
We asked in the briefing, ‘Okay, well, what will the process be, and will there be an appeal process if
the EPA decides not to take up a complaint?’. ‘Oh, you’d have to ask the EPA that’. And the very
helpful advisers from the minister’s office said, ‘Oh, we can organise a briefing for you on that if you
like’. No, no: we were getting a briefing on the bill—tell us how this bill is going to be better. The
government has manifestly failed to do that today. It has not done it through the bill, it certainly did
not do it through the second-reading speech and it did not do it through the bill briefing.
And it has not convinced us that this legislation is actually going to be better for all Victorians—not
just for those in the city who get the benefit of the cheaper power from wind turbines when they are
operating. It is certainly going to be better for the government, which loves to be able to say, ‘Look at
all the renewable energy we’re generating’, and the Greens. They are outdoing each other trying to
say, ‘Look at all the wonderful renewable energy we’re doing’. But for both of them it does not matter
what happens out there in the electorates of Gippsland South and Polwarth and South-West Coast.
They do not care about the impacts there. They just want to be able to portray their climate change
credentials. They do not care about the impacts. They do not care about the local people. We have
seen that in the bill briefing provided to the opposition by the government—that this is about the
government meeting its renewable energy targets, not about local communities. The government
stands condemned for this legislation.
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (16:20): It gives me great pleasure to speak in favour of the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020 today. As my colleagues on this side of the house before
me have outlined, the amendments in this bill address the issue of duplication in the regulation of wind
farm noise in Victoria, including and most importantly defining and strengthening the regulatory
framework, creating confidence. It creates confidence for local communities.
Having spent over a decade working in this industry, there is nothing I love more than coming to this
place and talking about energy, especially our government’s resolute commitment to provide reliable,
affordable and clean energy for all Victorians. I stand here with confidence when I say that since being
elected in 2014 the Andrews Labor government has indeed made Victoria a leader in this country on
renewable technology and has successfully created a market that is now experiencing a boom in
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renewable energy, particularly with new wind and solar farms being built across the state. Now, it was
only last sitting week that I stood here in the same place and commented on our government’s track
record of making Victoria’s energy market simpler and fairer. And today I am going to add to that
sentiment. We are quickly becoming a government that is committed to providing investor confidence
when it comes to investing in and backing in our wind and solar farms, and this confidence is not only
helping us achieve the Victorian renewable energy targets but is also creating jobs. It is creating
thousands of jobs.
Members interjecting.
Ms CONNOLLY: The importance of investor confidence, I say to those opposite, should never
be underestimated, yet sadly it is still something that the coalition federal government struggles to
grapple with, largely because they have no climate change policy, no plan and no renewable energy
vision for our country. Certainly when I was working for some of Australia’s largest electricity
networks, this failing was a constant source of frustration and absolute disbelief. I personally feel like
technology—and even the renewable technology revolution, if you want to call it that—is constantly
pushing the boundaries, but in a good way. After working for a decade on energy policy and regulation
in my past life, I think it is correct to say that legislation and regulatory frameworks can struggle to
keep up with the pace of this type of technology, and indeed in an industry like renewables, with
massive investment and investor confidence, they are critical. It is imperative that governments like
ours keep up. And we must keep up, because in so many respects the bills that we debate in this place
and the legislation that we pass helps pave the way for Victoria’s energy future—the future that you
have no vision for. What is so pleasing to someone like me, coming from such a heavily regulated
sector, is that our government constantly has bills before the house. I say to Victorians: you can be
confident in our absolute, resolute commitment to deliver cheaper, fairer and cleaner energy to
households right across the state.
Now, I get out in my community, out in Wyndham, and I talk to a lot of people about the things that
matter to them, and what matters to families in the outer west and what they are telling me is that what
they care about are jobs. They care about transport, education, health services and climate change. Let
me tell you, the action we are taking on the first four are absolutely 100 per cent visible and happening
right across Wyndham right now. Billions of dollars have been invested in the infrastructure in my
community. Whether it is in schools, in kinders, in hospitals, in roads or in rail, we are getting on with
the job of delivering the things that matter to the west and creating jobs in the process—more jobs for
more locals.
When it comes to renewables, we are doing a heck of a lot of work in this space. It is not always visible
if you are driving around Wyndham, unless you are checking out the solar panels on the rooftops of
estates like Truganina and Tarneit.
Ms Britnell interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos): Order! The member for South-West Coast is
undertaking continual dialogue. I would appreciate it if she gave the member for Tarneit a little bit of
space to make her contribution.
Ms CONNOLLY: Thank you. That would be very respectful. Now, since 2014, 26 projects
providing 1177 megawatts have been completed, and projects providing 1326 megawatts are
undergoing commissioning and are already providing clean energy to our grid. Eleven renewable
energy projects totalling 1744 megawatts are currently under construction. Because of this success we
are on track to hit our renewable energy target of 25 per cent—
Ms Britnell: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member has not been speaking on the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill. She has not mentioned the bill once. This is not a bill about
solar or the—
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos): Okay, so your point is about relevance? Thank you,
member for South-West Coast.
Mr Foley: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, the second-reading debate is, as we all know,
general in its nature. The honourable member, to my recollection, has more than once referred to the
issues around wind energy and is directly relevant to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos): I have heard the member talk about the bill, and I
would encourage her to continue.
Ms CONNOLLY: Thank you, Acting Speaker. Here I was thinking I was pointing out the
importance of keeping up with renewable technology and amending and passing legislation to ensure
that we can continue with our renewable energy future, but again those opposite have no vision for
this state’s future, let alone our nation’s future.
Because of this success we are going to be on track to hit our renewable energy target of 25 per cent
renewables by 2020. Now, this is an extraordinary achievement, and it did not happen by accident;
this stuff does not happen by accident. It happens when governments have a plan—have an energy
plan. It happens when governments formulate policy, create and amend legislation, provide investors
with certainty, upskill the workforce and, let us be honest, just get on and deliver it. This is what is
making Victoria’s renewable energy future a reality. That is action, and that is what people voted for
twice—action on climate change—because the alternative for this state was a coalition intent on
smashing the renewable sector through their destructive planning laws and their ridiculous ideological
opposition to action on climate change.
Of course our action on this front and the massive investment have seen Victoria become the
renewable energy powerhouse of Australia. The Clean Energy Council’s Clean Energy at Work study
shows more jobs were created in renewables in Victoria than in any other state, so when I say we are
leading the nation on this stuff, we are also showing that there are jobs in it as well. In fact 30 per cent
of those jobs in renewables were here in Victoria, more than New South Wales and more than
Queensland. With that 2030 Victorian renewable energy target of 50 per cent we will create
24 000 jobs, drive an additional $5.8 billion of economic activity and reduce energy bills for families
and businesses. And we are not slowing down—we have just announced a massive $792 million for
a package to reduce energy bills for households, because we know the best way to clean up our grid is
to use less power in the first place. We are going to be helping 250 000 households replace inefficient
heaters, providing energy efficiency upgrades for 35 000 public housing tenants and expanding the
successful Victorian Energy Upgrades program.
Ms Britnell: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, this is about how complaints are made; this is
not about renewable energy and how much the government has funded. She has not mentioned the
complaint process once.
Mr Foley: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I renew my opposition to the honourable
member’s earlier point of order. Second-reading debate speeches are broad in nature. I am pretty sure
that wind energy is part of the renewable grid, and I would urge you to reject the honourable member’s
frivolous point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos): The member was relevant to the bill, and there is
no point of order.
Ms CONNOLLY: Now, the Victorian Energy Upgrades program: we have expanded this program
to small businesses with 15 000 rebates being made available to ensure that local businesses—our
local pizza shop or our fish and chip shop—can take advantage of clean energy too. These investments
will support thousands of jobs, but they will also make sure that no-one is left behind as we transform
our energy system.
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So I am pleased to say that the amendments in this bill will help bring certainty and clarity to the wind
farm industry and councils and bring confidence to communities in a strengthened regulatory
framework for wind turbine noise. It is important to ensure our legislation and our regulatory
frameworks keep up with renewable technology. It is part of our role as a Labor government to pave
the way for Victoria’s renewable energy future and our technology. As this bill will assist our
government in meeting renewable energy targets, I commend it to the house.
Sitting suspended 4.30 pm to 5.01 pm.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (17:01): Like many before me today, I am rising to make comment on
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. Unfortunately for many, many communities
right across my part of the world—south-west Victoria—but also in Gippsland and other parts of the
state, this government has chosen to treat this as an opportunity to trumpet its credentials in renewable
energy, and this bill is very much not about what this government has done with renewable energy for
the betterment of the state; it is about what it is doing with renewable energy at any political cost, no
matter what it means to local communities.
I remind the government—and fortunately the minister for renewable energy, the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, is sitting at the table—that Victoria’s Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008 defines a nuisance as being ‘liable to be, dangerous to health or offensive’. The nuisance
provisions in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 are administered by councils. This is a piece
of legislation that has been around since 2008, and the concept of nuisance and distress and all those
other types of hard-to-define negatives for people have been in existence in law for quite some time.
For some reason this government has decided that one industry, and one industry alone, will be given
a free kick in this area. So unlike any other industry that decides to go and spend hundreds and
hundreds of millions of dollars in a community that is out of context for that community but just sets
up and brings a new and very, very significant change to the landscape, this industry will be given a
free kick. It will no longer be able to be tested as to whether it is a nuisance or as to its effect. It will
not be able to fairly and objectively have its impact judged and determined by the local community or
the people that live there.
Instead, this government is changing all that, and what it is doing is moving the decision about a new
wind farm installation, the nuisance value of it, if there is a nuisance value. It is not going to be any longer
deemed to be followed up by the local council like any other nuisance. So if I go and buy an organic
composting plant, if I build an abattoir, if I build a piggery, if I go and do a new concrete batching plant,
if I create a quarry or make any other form of investment in a rural or regional area, it will be seen and
measured. The neighbours and the community will be able to view that activity through the lens of the
Public Health and Wellbeing Act, but not wind energy. What we have got now is that the government
has said, ‘We’re no longer going to let you appeal on that. What we’re going to do is we’re going to insist
that you go to the EPA’. That is just a government agency that will have the same acousticians and the
same people determining the work for the wind farm—and they work for the government. Those same
people will be left to judge whether that wind farm meets its permit obligations.
Now, that is a very different thing—meeting your permit obligations and also creating a nuisance or
heartache or distress or discomfort or bad health outcomes to a community. They can be quite different
things, and we know that because only in recent months the Supreme Court of Victoria upheld that
position. It upheld the fact that you can comply with your permit but you can still create a nuisance,
and a nuisance where the court believes you need to solve the problem.
We have heard many times today from government members, and ironically the government members
we have heard from—we have had people here from Albert Park and we have had people from Mill
Park and we have had people from Thomastown and all manner of inner suburban and outer suburban
places that will never actually have to deal with this—will never have to deal with this in their
electorates. They can just turn a blind eye to their constituents on this. They can turn a blind eye
because it will not affect them, but it does affect communities. What was most distressing was this
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government’s rush to do a favour for big overseas foreign-owned wind companies, its rush to keep
them happy, because the minute they get brought to court by what they would describe as an
‘unsophisticated population’, and those are the words used by the government, the minute they get to
court and they win, this government moves in this house as quick as lightning to change the rules so
it cannot happen again. That is not a favour for the people of Victoria. That is a favour for big wind.
That is a favour for overseas companies. That is a favour for investors and developers who want to
spend hundreds of millions of taxpayers money on projects and not be held up. This same free kick is
not given to any other sector in the community. No-one else gets such a free kick. No-one else can
build something and exclude themselves from any form of community scrutiny.
Members interjecting.
Mr RIORDAN: The minister is sitting here with her muffled tones going on that ‘This is not right,
this is not right’, but it is right. It is absolutely true. What this means is that the communities will lose
their voice. So communities in far south-west Victoria, communities in far Gippsland, communities
miles from the metropolis will not have an opportunity to be fairly dealt with, and yet out-of-town
development can come in, do what they like and there will be little to no scrutiny of what they are doing.
So why is the government doing this? Well, we know that it is keen to pursue its renewable energy
targets. You can have renewable energy and you can have positive actions by government that enhance
the environment, give us a cleaner environment, work to keep our various obligations, but it should
not be done at the expense of communities. For example, the minister here would never countenance
that there could be opportunities to put rail lines in that would be quicker and more direct and more
efficient. There could be opportunities to build freeways and highways that are more efficient, but they
might involve bulldozing and ruining neighbourhoods and destroying the communities that people
once lived in. They will get a say. They will get a say, so it is not good enough for this government to
say that they can steamroll over communities just because it is good for the environment. That in itself
is not an excuse and it is not a reason to pursue this.
Another line that this government and government members have toddled out today is that local
councils cannot deal with this; they do not have the expertise. What a load of rubbish. Most rural
councils do not have expertise in odour, they do not have expertise in dust, they do not have expertise
in noise from other industries. The excuse that local councils need this because they do not have
expertise is rubbish. It is rubbish.
The concept of nuisance is a long-held concept in commercial and civil law that needs to be protected,
and if this government were serious about supporting local councils, it would in fact not take these
rights from local communities and people badly affected. What it would do instead is support the local
councils. It is not as if there are not vast sums and millions of dollars being transacted. For example,
we know that this recent case that was successful cost the landowners around the half-a-million
mark—that is in the scheme of a project at $600 million or $700 million, and some of them getting up
to $1 billion in project costs; $500 000 if they have not built the project properly, if the data and the
modelling that they have used is inaccurate, false and misleading, has been changed by circumstances
beyond perhaps even the developer’s control.
It is the responsibility of the council, it is the responsibility of the government to actually make sure
that what is built is safe, is sound, is sustainable and can live harmoniously in the community. It is not
up to small, inexperienced neighbours, community groups and others who live in an area to take on
not only a behemoth in a large multinational energy company but also the coffers of the state
government. It absolutely leaves local communities, local neighbours out in the cold. It leaves them
high and dry. This is not a situation that this government would ever countenance here in Melbourne.
It is something they are quite happy to inflict on rural and country communities for their own political
short-term gain.
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It comes on top of a myriad of neglect and abuse by this government in its quest for renewables. It has
not stipulated or made any provision for the maintenance and ongoing clean-up and rehabilitation of the
area. Once again the wind industry has had a massive free kick. It has a massive free kick on planning
and its obligations to maintain a safe and viable community for the people that it operates within.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke—Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Community Sport,
Minister for Youth) (17:11): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
FOOD AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Council’s agreement
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): I have received a message from the Legislative
Council agreeing to the Food Amendment Bill 2020 without amendment.
PARKS AND CROWN LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following amendments considered:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 14 to 16, omit “in respect of licensed and unlicensed water frontages” and insert
“for recreational uses of certain land abutting watercourses”.

2.

Clause 2, line 16, omit “December 2020” and insert “September 2021”.

3.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 35—
‘35A

Definitions
In section 2A of the Land Act 1958—
(a) insert the following definitions—
“licensed water frontage means water frontage which is under a licence under Division 8 of
Part I or section 138;
municipal council has the same meaning as Council has in the Local Government
Act 2020;
Parks Victoria has the same meaning as in the Parks Victoria Act 2018;
regulated watercourse land means Crown land within 200 metres of the bank of a
watercourse within the meaning of Part XII which is not any one or more of the
following—
(a) under a lease or a residence area right;
(b) vested in trustees or in a municipal council;
(c) placed under the control of a public authority other than the Secretary or Parks
Victoria;
(d) land in respect of which a committee of management has been appointed under the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978;
water frontage means Crown land (including land temporarily or permanently reserved)—
(a) which has a frontage to the sea or a watercourse within the meaning of Part XII;
and
(b) which is not under a lease, licence or residence area right; and
(c) which is not reserved as a water reserve along any public road under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978; and
(d) which is not—
(i)

vested in trustees or in a municipal council; or
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(ii) placed under the control of a public authority other than Parks Victoria; or
(iii) land in respect of which a committee of management has been appointed
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.”;
(b) in the definition of Traditional Owner Land Management Board, for “1987.” substitute
“1987;”.’.
4.

Clause 36, lines 5 to 10, omit all words and expressions on these lines and insert—
‘In section 3(1) of the Land Act 1958—
(a) the definitions of fence, Parks Victoria and water frontage are repealed;
(b) in the definition of unused road, for “400(1);” substitute “400(1).”.’.

5.

Clause 49, line 28, omit “purposes.”.” and insert—
“purposes.
Note
Licensed water frontage land does not include certain Crown land, including leased
Crown land, or freehold land.”.”.

6.

Clause 52, lines 14 and 15, omit “water frontages and licensed water frontages” and insert “regulated
watercourse land”.

7.

Clause 52, lines 18 and 19, omit “water frontages and licensed water frontages” and insert “regulated
watercourse land”.

8.

Clause 52, lines 23 and 24, omit “water frontages and licensed water frontages” and insert “regulated
watercourse land”.

9.

Clause 52, after line 28 insert—
‘(3)

After section 413(4) of the Land Act 1958 insert—
“(5) Regulations made under this Act may—
(a) leave any matter or thing to be decided by a specified person or class of person;
and
(b) provide for the exemption of persons or a class of persons from any of the
regulations.”.’.

10. Clause 117, line 3, omit “December 2021” and insert “September 2022”.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (17:12): I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

I rise to support this bill that has come back from the Council with its amendments. In doing so I just
want to articulate the gist, if you like, of what the three amendments do. The bill is now changed in
terms of the forced commencement date, which has been moved from 1 December 2020 to
1 September 2021, and that is to provide adequate time for consultation on the proposed regulations
relating to Crown land abutting watercourses.
COVID certainly has presented its challenges when it comes to meaningful consultation. There is a
lot of interest in this area, and certainly this additional time provided in terms of the forced
commencement date is appropriate and will give confidence to a whole range of stakeholders to ensure
that we get the changes right in terms of the regulations pertaining to Crown land abutting
watercourses. There is also a definitional matter that has been dealt with here regarding regulated
watercourse land, inserting a clearer definition to provide a more precise basis for the application and
enforcement of the regulations on Crown land abutting watercourses. There are several consequential
amendments as a result of that that have also been incorporated in this bill. A note was also inserted to
confirm that licensed waterfrontage land does not include certain Crown land, including leased Crown
land or freehold land.
Two of the three substantive amendments have gone to providing that greater precision and clarity,
and that then certainly will assist with further interpretation of the bills and regulations that sit around
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that. While the focus certainly in the Council has been on removing the prohibition of camping on
licensed waterfrontages—a very important election commitment on the part of our government—it is
important to remember that the bill also provides for some other very significant initiatives that our
government has committed to.
Those effectively can be described as follows: the bill implements the government’s election
commitment to create the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park between San Remo and Inverloch,
a wonderful new addition to Victoria’s park system, protecting spectacular coastline and providing
excellent opportunities for the community to enjoy it and certainly providing a boost to the region’s
visitor economy. I am really pleased that that is in this bill.
The bill also creates the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area to better protect various fragments
of natural areas in the Yarra Valley south of Healesville. The bill also creates the Don Valley Education
Reserve, the site of a new campus for the Alpine School, a school for student leadership. Further, the
bill supports an upgrade at Bendigo Airport, which allows Qantas to introduce flights between
Bendigo and Sydney, and other additions are being made to the Errinundra National Park and the
Great Otway National Park.
So all in all it is a really solid bill that has been amended around those areas that I have identified. They
are not contentious but certainly provide that clarity and crispness that we need in all legislation but
also of course provide more time for the forced commencement to ensure that we have that adequate
consultation to get those regulations right. There is a lot of complexity, if you like, in terms of getting
that access to waterfronts right, and we just do need potentially that additional time to make sure that
those regulations are absolutely clear in delivering on the government’s really important election
commitment. With those few words, I commend the bill as amended to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (17:17): I take great pleasure in joining the debate on the Parks and Crown
Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 and joining with the minister in commending the Legislative
Council amendments. I note that the bill was passed 33 votes to two in the upper house. You do not
get many better votes than that in the upper house.
With the experience that Victorians have had this year, there has never been a time that they have
wanted to enjoy the great outdoors more than now. For some people it has been forced and they have
discovered a love of the great outdoors. For others it is something they have always done. I have
noticed a lot of older people have been saying, ‘Well, picnics—that’s what we always did’. So I think
that this is a bill that is really going to improve and increase the enjoyment of the great outdoors for
more Victorians.
There were three main sets of amendments, as the minister said. The first was to allow greater
consultation. The forced commencement date for the bill was moved from next month—1 December
2020—to 1 September 2021. As the minister said, that is an appropriate thing to do with COVID and
to allow greater consultation, particularly on the proposed regulations relating to Crown land abutting
watercourses. A definition of ‘regulated watercourse land’ was inserted to provide a more precise basis
for the application and enforcement of regulations on Crown land abutting watercourses. There were
also several consequential amendments. A note was inserted to confirm that licensed waterfrontage
land does not include certain Crown land, including leased Crown land or freehold land.
Although the focus in the Legislative Council was on removing the prohibition on camping on licensed
waterfrontages, which was an election commitment of this government—and we always stick to our
election commitments—the bill also includes other significant initiatives, and these include creating
the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park between San Remo and Inverloch, which was also an
election commitment.
Ms Crugnale interjected.
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Ms GREEN: I hear the ‘Hear, hear!’ from the member for Bass, who is just such an amazing
champion for her community, for the coast and for the parks in her electorate. I know that she will
really back that in.
It also is creating the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area to better protect various fragmented
natural areas in the Yarra Valley south of Healesville, which is not far from my electorate, and it is adding
other areas to several other existing parks and it makes some changes in relation to Bendigo Airport. I do
not want to pre-empt the budget debate, but I am really pretty happy to see that we have a Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the chamber that has really pushed hard and been able to
get a number of improvements to parks across the state. From last year’s budget for the park that she and
I share along with the member for Eltham and the member for Bundoora, Plenty Gorge Park, we have
just begun consultation for a 17-kilometre cycle path that goes all the way from the M80 to RMIT
Bundoora and through the beautiful Plenty Gorge Park all the way to Mernda and Doreen.
I spoke at a community meeting recently, and there is just enormous interest around that park. That
park is the spine of the Yan Yean electorate. The southern part of my electorate is quite urbanised, but
having parks like that just really helps people. We know that it is good for mental health and we know
it is good for physical wellbeing. There is bushwalking that can be done in that park, and through Pick
My Project in the last term there have been some upgraded mountain bike trails, which are pretty
magnificent. I know some of my friends who I work alongside as a disability guide in alpine skiing
also do recumbent cycling for people with disability, and they have measured up some of those paths.
It is really good to see that the work we are doing in parks is for people of all abilities and no matter
what age. Importantly, overall this bill will encourage people to enjoy Victoria’s great outdoors and
further protect Victoria’s natural environment, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (17:22): I rise to speak to the Parks and Crown Land Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019, which I was more than pleased to speak to last year—in fact it was almost a
year ago, on 27 November. In its course through this building it was passed by the Legislative Council
with amendments just as recently as Thursday, 12 November. The Parks and Crown Land Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019 implements election and other commitments relating to parks, reserves and
other Crown land; alters the boundaries of several existing parks and reserves; and makes some other
minor amendments, including technical updates to the acts.
The amendments essentially amend the forced commencement date of the bill from 1 December 2020
to 1 September 2021 and improve the regulatory framework for managing recreational uses near
waterways. Although the focus in the Legislative Council was on removing the prohibition on camping
on licensed waterfrontages—an election commitment—the bill also includes other significant
initiatives. These include creating the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park between San Remo and
Inverloch, also an election commitment—and I concur with the member for Yan Yean, who has left
the building, that we have had some amazing election commitments and have stayed true to them all—
creating the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area to better protect various fragmented natural areas
in the Yarra Valley south of Healesville and adding areas to several existing parks as well.
Speaking to the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park, which is part of our $105.6 million
commitment to Victoria’s Great Outdoors initiative, it is that 40-kilometre stretch from San Remo to
Inverloch with one of those breathtaking views and total immersion-in-nature experiences, where there
is a very big sky that lets your eyes run to infinity, a seascape that demands a lot of respect and a
landscape with an earth history embedded—yet to be fully acknowledged—going back millions and
millions of years.
The bill that I speak to regarding this magnificence will ensure we will manage it as an entirety with
clear objectives, a unified protection and a single set of regulations. As I mentioned in my previous
contribution as well, it brings in various existing parks and reserves along that stretch—the Bunurong
Marine National Park, the Bunurong Coastal Reserve, Kilcunda-Harmers Haven and Punchbowl
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coastal reserves, the Wonthaggi Heathlands and the awe-inspiring, jaw-dropping George Bass walk.
It will also bring under its wing other parcels of suitable adjoining Crown land.
As we have seen with the pandemic and when restrictions are eased, everyone has wanted to get out
and be totally immersed in the natural wonderlands of the state of Victoria, and also to protect and
enhance the environment itself. This stretch in fact, when we look at it all the way through from Phillip
Island to the Prom, is an ancient wonderland. We know that we had a prebudget announcement about
protecting Wilsons Prom, which is also known as Yiruk Wamoon—we tend to call it that down in
Bass. Just speaking to that particular announcement, which was astonishing really—I do not know if
anyone has been to Wilsons Prom, but it is this wild southern wonderland, and it is right here in
Victoria, so grab your vouchers and head on down there. You have to go through Bass to get there.
You do not need a passport, and you certainly do not need a big plane to get anywhere in Victoria.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Ms CRUGNALE: It is—it is beautiful down there. I am going down next weekend. So it makes
sense that in this particular investment—I am going to depart a little bit from the bill—there is
$23 million to protect, enhance and showcase it for everyone to enjoy by creating this 50 000-hectare
biodiversity sanctuary, a new visitor centre and a predator fence to protect native and threatened
species and to upgrade park facilities. It is such an amazing backyard for Victoria, our Yiruk Wamoon,
so we are very pleased about that announcement.
Of course with the Yallock-Bulluk park, if we look at Penguins to the Prom, it is very Gestalt, really,
where some of the parts are bigger than the whole in terms of your experience of being in nature. As
I was saying, as restrictions are easing, everyone wants to get out into nature and revel in that.
A member interjected.
Ms CRUGNALE: It is great, Wilsons Prom. There is boating, fishing, walking, canoeing,
kayaking, kitesurfing, fishing, more fishing and then even more fishing. It is a beautiful stretch. It is
cold, the Bass Strait, but having grown up in WA and with the Great Southern Ocean, it is probably
on a par with that as well. There are whales and probably a couple of sharks, and there is a whole
history of dinosaurs as well along that stretch of coastline going back thousands—
Mr Edbrooke: Really?
Ms CRUGNALE: Yes. You can come down to what will be the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and
Coastal Park and do a dinosaur dig. The Qantassaurus was discovered in Bass and also the
Koolasuchus cleelandi, and then there was another one that was discovered recently—some little thing
that has an unpronounceable name. So yes, Bass certainly has a lot to offer.
Actually even this year, although we have had a pandemic thrown at our feet, the team at Parks Victoria
and the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and I have been meeting probably
monthly to talk about the Yallock-Bulluk park and also the coastal park that we are doing on the Bass
Coast. So we have been busy, even though it has been an interesting year. They are an amazing team
actually. They have done a lot of work with the community during this time, albeit in very different
and creative ways. So we have continued work. We have had on the Engage Victoria website a whole
heap of engagement around the access and infrastructure plan for the Yallock-Bulluk park, which is
that 40-kilometre stretch. There have been 6000 views, and 794 people have completed the surveys.
The DELWP team ran three online community information sessions. They did some things with
schools as well. All this has been collated alongside other research, and this will be used to inform the
draft access and infrastructure plan, which is where the path will go. Further consultation—we will
start that soon enough as well, when we are able to, as we get feedback from this plan.
Victoria’s network of parks and reserves, of which the Yallock-Bulluk is one—and I should mention,
actually, ‘yallock’ is the word for ‘creek’ or ‘river’ in Boon Wurrung. Yallock-Bulluk is actually a
clan of the Boon Wurrung. The Bunurong Land Council gave us this name in March last year, where
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‘yallock’ is the word for ‘creek’ or ‘river’ and ‘bulluk’ means swamp, so Yallock-Bulluk country
extends from Tooradin to the Tarwin River. We have an amazing, rich cultural history in this area, and
we are working very closely with the Bunurong Land Council and traditional owners in the whole
formation of this park as well.
I have got 1 minute and 20 to go, so I might just go back to the bill for half a minute, in that it makes
some minor amendments, including technical updates and repeals, and alters the boundaries of several
other existing parks and reserves. It does not impose any impacts on existing industry, but importantly
the bill will help encourage people to enjoy Victoria’s great outdoors and further protect our beautiful
natural environment. We will also have the $200 regional vouchers to get people out and about into
our regional areas. We are committed as a government to protecting and improving the natural
environment. I commend this bill to the house.
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (17:32): I will speak briefly in relation to the Parks and Crown Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 and the amendments that have been brought back to the house.
These are house amendments put by the Labor government at the last minute. As the previous member
described, this bill was brought into the lower house, into this house, over 12 months ago—over
12 months ago—and this bill was debated in the Council only a few weeks ago. The debate
commenced early in the morning, around 9.30 in the morning in the Council, and it was not until well
after lunchtime that the government introduced a series of house amendments.
What this goes to show is that this government really was after the headlines. We have heard today
this was about an election commitment to lift the ban on camping on Crown land licensed
waterfrontages, but it just goes to show that the Labor government is only about the headline and had
no care or no regard for the detail. Suffering huge pressure, they had to quickly scramble in an
embarrassing way—do a couple of scrambles—to bring in some late amendments. They realised that
it was lacking, that their bill was lacking and flawed—that is why they had to rush through these
amendments at the last stage, in the afternoon.
Because of course we know that Labor, in bringing forward this bill into both houses of this
Parliament, had done no consultation, or not sufficient consultation. The mere fact that this
government wants to pass this bill before it will then commence consultation is a shambles. It is an
absolute shame that around 9000 Victorian farming families who hold licences on waterfrontages
heard nothing about this. They knew nothing about this before this government sought to bring this
bill before the Parliament.
They wanted to ram this through so that people could go onto land where farmers hold licences for
riparian management, for looking after the environment on these waterways on behalf of the state, on
behalf of their communities. They do a fantastic job in protecting these waterways from pollution and
in improving the landscape, improving the environment, often planting native plants to minimise soil
degradation along the water banks, but this government had no regard for those farmers who do that
work on behalf of the state. There has been a lot of public pressure from these farmers who hold
licences, as well as public pressure from environment groups like Landcare, who came out and
slammed this government for bringing this bill in with no consultation. And in fact this government
having the arrogance to say that they wanted to have this bill passed before they would then introduce
consultation is completely and utterly unacceptable.
The government in conceding that its bill was flawed by doing these late amendments and bringing it
back to this house today now needs to be serious in its consultation with all groups and it needs to be
transparent in this consultation. It needs to consult with environment groups, with these farmers who
hold licences and local communities around this. They need to be serious about how they are going to
regulate this.
In fact only a few days after these house amendments were passed in the Council two weeks ago, I
note on social media the government’s agency Forest Fire Management Victoria actually put on their
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social media that they had only just had to attend around 100 unattended camp fires, camp fires that
had been left on Crown land to simmer away, to smoke away. Campers had left these camp fires and
FFMV had found them. Can you imagine what this would be if this was happening in the hot bushfire
season? In fact earlier this year Victorians suffered devastating bushfires, a devastating bushfire
season, and I know from local authorities that they actually spent a lot of time going out and putting
out camp fires in the bushfire season.
What this government has failed to do is make clear to local communities how they will protect these
areas from bushfire, how they will regulate to minimise the risk of fire from camp fires that have been
left unattended and also to minimise the risk from pollution from human waste and litter. They need to
be transparent in the way that they do that consultation, and we will be keeping a keen eye on how the
government does that. That is really why these amendments are coming before this house, because the
government realised that its bill was lacking and quite frankly it should have got it right in the first place,
and it would have done so had it done the consultation first before bringing the bill to this Parliament.
Motion agreed to.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): A message will now be sent to the Legislative
Council informing them of the house’s decision.
MARINE SAFETY AMENDMENT (BETTER BOATING FUND) BILL 2020
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following amendments considered:
1.

Clause 3, page 4, lines 11 to 13, omit all words and expressions on these lines and insert—
“(c) the purposes and allocation of any money paid out of the Better Boating Fund, including—
(i)

a description of the project or program to which the money has been allocated; and

(ii) if the allocation of money relates to the establishment, upgrade, maintenance or repair of a
boating facility, the location of the boating facility;”.
2.

Clause 3, page 5, after line 6 insert—
“(3A) The report published under subsection (3) must remain on the internet site administered by
the Department until the report for the next financial year is published under that subsection.”.

Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (17:38): I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

These amendments are really important to the bill, and I would like to particularly thank in the other
place Jeff Bourman, who engaged with the government so constructively to make those changes. I
will get to some of the details about the amendments a little bit later, but the government supported
those amendments because delivering this is actually a key election commitment. It is about allocating
all the proceeds of collected boat licence and registration fees to improving facilities and safety for the
boating community and establishing the Better Boating Fund to facilitate urgent boat ramp upgrades
and continual maintenance for Victoria’s boating infrastructure. That is what this bill is all about, and
it is yet another illustration to the Victorian community that we keep our promises.
Just last Friday I witnessed a great example of delivering on our commitments when I opened the
upgraded Hastings boat ramp. This is a critical project. It had some construction challenges, but there
was Bruce. I met Bruce; he had driven down from Ferntree Gully to take his boat out and he actually
christened that boat ramp down at Hastings. He took the boat out. He was going out to catch whiting.
Hopefully he had a better day than me, who went out on Saturday morning to go snapper fishing and
got nada. Nevertheless, this was the first stage of the $1.6 million Hastings boat ramp upgrade that has
improved access to Western Port Bay for fishers and boaters, with four lanes extending deeper into
the bay than the previous structure. The upgrade is part of the government’s $47.2 million investment
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in recreational boating improvements, which includes upgrades at five other priority locations: Cowes,
Mordialloc, Queenscliff, Point Richards and Rhyll.
We have got a Better Boating Fund established through this bill. It enables the proceeds of boat licence
and vehicle registration fees to be deposited into the fund, it specifies that moneys in the fund can only
be spent on safety and facilities that benefit the boating community and it specifies annual reporting
requirements that provide transparency in relation to how much money is collected, how much money
is deposited, how much money is spent and what it is spent on.
When reflecting on the debate on this bill it is really clear that those opposite would have the boating
community believe that the bill is a fraud, that the government is not committed to ensuring that all
revenue—that is, every single cent collected from marine licence fees and vehicle registration fees—
is deposited into the fund. On the contrary, the government is absolutely committed to this. Frankly
we would not be putting forward this bill unless we were. It is not just the government saying, ‘Trust
us’. The government will be held accountable for the implementation of this commitment.
When this bill is passed we will act to ensure that the fund will commence on 1 July 2021. Deposited
into the fund will be all the revenue collected from the vessel registration and marine licences. It will
then be spent on priorities agreed with the boating community. This is what will happen next year,
well before the next election. And why would we bother bringing forward this bill unless we intended
to follow it through? Why would we insist on clear and transparent public reporting if we were not
going to keep our promises? From the debate those opposite would have you believe that the report
will be published on the Department of Transport’s website for 2 minutes and then removed, and that
is just simply a nonsense. The bill provides for transparency because we have nothing to hide. We will
deliver on our commitments and we will be held accountable for this at the next election.
Those opposite originally proposed a reasoned amendment that the bill be withdrawn and redrafted
because they believed the reporting requirements were inadequate. However, the reasoned amendment
did not suggest any specific changes. We have nothing to hide, so the government’s response was,
‘Tell us what you want’. The amendments agreed to in the other place add to the reporting
requirements contained in the bill. It was agreed that the annual report, when providing information
on the allocation of money paid out of the fund, must provide a description of the project or program
to which the money has been allocated and if the allocation of money relates to the establishment,
upgrade, maintenance or repair of a boating facility, the location of the boating facility.
The amendments agreed to in the other place also provide that the report that is required to be published
on or before 1 October each year will be in a fully accessible form for the 12-month period before it is
replaced with a report for the following year. There was also a request to make sure that the information
on the operation of the fund is also tabled in Parliament. As explained by the minister at the table in
the other place, the bill has always provided for this. New section 271H to be established through the
bill specifies that the requirements in this section are in addition to any other requirements applying to
the Better Boating Fund under part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994.
Under part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994 the secretary is required to keep proper records
of all financial transactions relating to the fund and must prepare a financial statement for the fund and
an associated report of operations. These reports must be provided to the Auditor-General within eight
weeks of the end of the financial year, and further it is specified that the financial statement and the
report of operations must be laid before each house of Parliament in effect on or before the first sitting
day of November each year. Accordingly, by virtue of the operation of these requirements in part 7 of
the Financial Management Act it is already necessary for information on the Better Boating Fund
financials and operations to be tabled in Parliament. The bill delivers that complete transparency. The
government agreed to the amendments to reporting requirements because we will do what we say.
While the Better Boating Fund is a fundamental deliverable to this government, what happens next is
equally important. We will now commence work on a Victorian recreational boating strategy with our
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boating stakeholders. This strategy will establish a vision that resonates with our Victorian boaters and
will identify priorities to ensure that the Better Boating Fund is allocated where it is needed most. This
will improve our existing facilities, provide for new facilities and maintain facilities, boating safety,
boating education and safe use on our waters. The strategy will also identify actions that are needed to
improve management of our boating facilities which have been identified through the recent review
of boating facility management.
The equivalent of revenue from boating fees is going to be directed into the Better Boating Fund.
Therefore it is only reasonable that boaters have a say in the funding priorities, and that is why I have
committed to developing the strategy through a co-design process. Earlier this month I called for
expressions of interest to join a ministerial round table being established to guide the development
process and make sure that the first action plan is ready to be implemented when the funding commences.
The bill provides the foundation for reforms and is much-needed investment to provide safe and
accessible waterways—facilities that enable an industry that already adds $8 billion in value to the
Victorian economy to grow and prosper—and I commend it to the house.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (17:47): It is with some profound pleasure that I rise this
afternoon to speak on these matters. I must say that I do it from a particular self-interest perspective. I
have had the opportunity to participate in recreational boating all of my adult life and certainly for the
large part of my life. In fact at various points in time I have had the opportunity of owning boats and
having that chance to take the family out to go fishing or go boating on many of our coastal and
recreational inland waterways.
I think it is true to say that under a Labor government we very much recognise Victoria as a lifestyle
state; we very much recognise that Victorians love to get out and explore our fantastic regions. And I
have the profound pleasure to be one of four fantastically strong Labor politicians that look after the
broader Geelong region, and of course we have the fantastic Corio Bay, we have Port Phillip Bay and
we have the Surf Coast and the Great Ocean Road and the like on our doorsteps.
We know that recreational boating to the Victorian economy is worth about $8 billion, and certainly a
very substantial portion of that $8 billion is spent in the broader Geelong area—and it is good to see
the member for Lara here. I know he has many recreational boating people living in his electorate who
enjoy that opportunity to take their family out into Corio Bay or out into Port Phillip Bay itself or of
course along the Surf Coast to go fishing, to be able to take advantage of our fantastic coast and the
bays that we have within our region.
As I said, under the Andrews Labor government we very much recognise that Victoria is a lifestyle
state, and of course many of our community enjoy that opportunity of getting out and spending time
outdoors, whether it be fishing or boating or skiing and the like. Certainly, as I said, I have had that
opportunity. I very much, as I know many of my colleagues have, have taken that opportunity to enjoy
our fantastic coastal waters and our fantastic inland waters.
Of course we took to the election a substantial package of commitments that we said to the Victorian
people we would implement if we were again given that great gift of government. We were given that
great gift of government again, and only a few weeks ago we had the opportunity to bring this
legislation into this Parliament and to seek from the Parliament consent to our election commitment.
That bill passed this place I think about three or four sitting weeks ago now, or something like that,
and it went to the other place for their active consideration.
I very much, as the minister did, would like to take this time to acknowledge Jeff Bourman’s
contribution in the other place. He, I think, broadly supported the election commitment that we took
to the Victorian people. He very much supported broadly the direction that we sought to legislate,
although he made some worthwhile suggestions about how we might improve what it was that we
were seeking to do. I must say that the discussions were fruitful and they were meaningful, and we

BILLS
3564

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 24 November 2020

were happy to cooperate with the passage through the Legislative Council of some of his amendments
in good faith, knowing that he is passionate about the things that we were seeking to legislate.
So we are here today, and we have these amendments. These amendments, I think, very much will
ensure that recreational boaters can see firsthand and very directly and very clearly where their hardearned dollars are going in terms of the registration costs, the licensing arrangements and the like. We
know that the recreational boating fraternity, as the recreational fishermen fraternity have constantly
said to us, are happy to pay a licence fee. They are happy to make that contribution, as long as that
contribution does not go into the ether and as long as that contribution is recognised in terms of the
contribution they make and that it is invested back into supporting their industry. That is what this bill
does and that is what the amendments do. With that note, that is why we have in good faith cooperated
with the Legislative Council on these matters. We negotiated it through. It is pleasing to see yet another
Andrews Labor government commitment delivered, and I am expecting these arrangements to be
passed fairly shortly.
As I said, this sector to the Victorian economy is worth something like $8 billion. It is a significant
part of our economy, and a significant part of that money, of course, is spent locally in some of the
broader Geelong electorates of South Barwon, Polwarth, Lara, Bellarine and Geelong. I certainly
know that the Labor MPs in the Geelong area will be very pleased to see the passing of this legislation
with its amendments, because we know that the financial contribution this will make to our economy
is significant and the infrastructure upgrades that will be able to flow as a consequence of this are
significant.
I was pleased to hear the contribution made by the minister a little earlier, when she spoke in very clear
terms about the work that she is undertaking in terms of developing a comprehensive set of strategies
in consultation with the sector to make sure that Victoria continues to be a leader when it comes to
outdoor recreational activity, including boating, which as I said earlier is something that I have had the
opportunity all of my adult life—as I hope my kids will have that opportunity—to take advantage of,
to go fishing, to go skiing and to go and do all of those things that continue to highlight Victoria very
much as a livable state, a state that of course recognises the important activities that we have outdoors
of boating, fishing and the like.
And I certainly, in the moment or two I have left, would like to commend the minister for the hard
work that she has put in in this space. I look forward to seeing that strategy that she so eloquently
highlighted in her contribution. I would also like to take the opportunity to acknowledge the former
minister, Minister Pulford, in this space, who I know put a lot of effort into developing up a set of
policies to make sure that we as an Andrews government, if we were given the great gift of government
going forward, would be able to deliver for our recreational boaters throughout the state.
I was very pleased to hear the contribution made by the member for Bass a little bit earlier when she
was speaking about the opportunities for outdoor recreation in her area. My seat in many ways is a
twin seat to hers. We have many boaters that will take full advantage of the opportunities that this bill
spells out, and I certainly commend these amendments to this place.
Motion agreed to.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Order! A message will now be sent to the Legislative
Council informing them of the house’s decision.
ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (LICENCE CONDITIONS) BILL 2020
Council’s agreement
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman) (17:58): I have received a message from the
Legislative Council agreeing to the Energy Legislation Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020
without amendment.
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PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr FOLEY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn) (17:58): I have been following this riveting debate for a little while
now, and I would like to just make two or three references before getting into the nitty-gritty detail. I
was particularly taken by the speeches from the member for Ivanhoe and the member for Brunswick.
I found it really helpful that both could enter into something of the history of this matter and also,
particularly in the case of the member for Brunswick, something of the medical diagnosis of these
issues—despite, may I say, some of the rather tedious interjections along the way and distractions and
so on. I think history is very important, and I appreciated the history from both speakers, to tell you
the truth. I thought to myself: I really cannot say that I was terribly well informed on wind farms,
coming from Hawthorn. The opposition very kindly pointed out that normally people in those
particular suburbs know nothing of these matters. However, I have been to the island of Samos in
Greece. I was not just there to seek out the path of Pythagoras, but in fact I was able to inspect the
wind farms there in Samos.
A member interjected.
Mr KENNEDY: Yes, this was 20 years ago, and I saw this as a sign of the future. I cannot say I
heard anything by the way of offensive noise coming from them or whatever, but I think this is the
point. The point is that we have to be mindful of history. We cannot just simply say, ‘Look, leave it as
it is’. Most people in this chamber would not even remember Peter, Paul and Mary saying, ‘The times
they are a-changing’—but they are. Provided one has got a good sense of history and is able to weigh
up the pros and cons, individual versus common good and so on and so forth, I think reasonable
progress can be made.
I would like to also comment a little bit on the expressed bemusement of the member for South
Gippsland. I think that was the phrase he chose for himself—‘bemusement’. His bemusement was
from the fact that people from places like Mill Park and—he named a number of suburbs, and I must
admit I was not paying close attention. And then he threw in Hawthorn. He threw in Hawthorn as
being amongst the suburbs that would not know anything about wind farms and would be much less
able to even comment on wind farms.
Well, let me just explain to you that in Hawthorn there is plenty of consideration of these matters. The
people are fully aware of these various issues of climate, of renewable energy and so on and so forth.
Indeed I believe I came to be the member for Hawthorn in remarkable circumstances out of support
from the Greens—something we need to remember—with a 32 per cent primary vote. History was
made after 55 years. It might be more to do with my own personality and various other things of
course, but I would not underestimate the fact that Hawthorn—Hawthorn, I repeat—is fully aware of
these climate and renewable energy matters and votes and acts accordingly, as they did on that famous
day in November 2018. These things are relevant. I do not think we can start talking about ‘free kicks’
and meaningless terms like that. I think we have just got to take facts and weigh them up and say,
‘Yes, this makes sense. There’s going to be a little bit of inconvenience there, but on the other hand,
this will be something that is worthwhile’.
I want to therefore just say a little bit on the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. As
you know, it is part of a package of reforms that will improve the regulation of wind farm noise in
Victoria and create confidence for communities due to the strengthening of the regulatory framework
under the Environment Protection Act 2017. The amendment also addresses a particular risk to
investor confidence in constructing wind energy facilities in Victoria.
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Since being elected in 2014, the government has been committed to providing reliable, affordable and
clean energy for Victorians—something which those opposite, I am afraid to say, failed to do during
their time in office. With the boom in renewable energy across Victoria and with the construction of
new wind and solar farms, this bill is timely. The facts speak for themselves as to the Andrews Labor
government’s achievement in renewable energy, and most particularly in meeting the government’s
energy target of 25 per cent renewables by 2020. Given the lamentable disinterest of the previous
government, this has been a monumental achievement as we now move to 40 per cent renewable by
2025, 50 per cent by 2030 and net zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2040.
Now, I remember a previous speaker actually offered those exciting statistics, and someone moved a
point of order saying, ‘What’s that got to do with the wind farms?’. Well, just think about it. The bill
proposes to amend the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to exclude nuisance complaints about
noise and emissions from wind turbines at a wind energy facility. As outlined in the second-reading
speech, all nuisance complaints must be investigated, which include objections about wind turbine
noise from wind energy facilities. However, the scale of the wind industry, together with the technical
complexity of wind turbine noise and emissions, was not taken into consideration when the nuisance
provisions were originally made. I keep coming back to the fact that we cannot ignore history. We
cannot just simply put things in concrete and say, ‘These are the 10 commandments’, if you like, ‘that
cannot be altered, except at your peril’.
As will be seen, the bill seeks to address duplication in regulatory schemes—a situation which if
unaddressed can lead to uncertainty as to a wind turbine operation’s proper compliance. It will also
give certainty to wind farm operators that, if regulatory requirements are met, they will not be the
subject of protracted legal disposition. And how good is that? Although it is important to note that this
amendment does not preclude people from making complaints about wind turbine noise from wind
energy facilities, so we are on a winner here.
While the act plays a vitally important role in ensuring against public nuisances and threats to local
health, it has become apparent that the public health risks it protects against, such as combating
noxious odours from rubbish, unhygienic animal enclosures, smoke or foul water from a neighbour’s
property, are of a different nature to the operation of wind turbines. It is just naughty to try and get
them intermingled and somehow seen as one and the same product, which they are not, obviously.
While it is entirely reasonable for such nuisances and offences against public health to fall within the
regulatory province and supervisory competence of the local councils, it can be appreciated that the
necessary technical oversight required in supervising wind turbines is of a different magnitude.
It has been necessary for local councils to expend significant sums in responding to turbine noise
complaints. Most councils do not have the in-house skills required to perform the months-long, complex
acoustic investigation of a complaint, including background noise testing and analysis of wind speed
and direction. Clearly it is contrary to the public interest for the unnecessary duplication of wind turbine
compliance claims to divert scarce local government funds from the core works of council—dare I say
local roads, rubbish collection, the important public libraries and so on and so forth.
In addressing these issues, the bill amends the act to exclude complaints regarding the emissions and
noise from wind turbines at wind energy facilities from that act’s complaints and nuisance provisions.
In the same way that industrial and commercial noise is considered and regulated within environmental
protection policy, so too it is felt far more appropriate for the experienced regulators of the EPA to
assume oversight of wind turbine noise. I really find it extraordinary that we are still trying to build
the EPA as somehow the enemy of peace.
Given the high capital investment costs involved, it is only fair for the wind farm industry and
Victoria’s councils to have the operational certainty and clarity which will result from the EPA
developing a specialist regulatory framework—a key effect of the bill. It is thought that the investment
environment associated with or assisted by the certainty achieved by the bill will boost both investor
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confidence in the development of Victoria’s future wind energy construction and in the government
achieving its renewable energy targets. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (18:08): It is a pleasure to rise to speak on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. Firstly, the purpose of the bill is to amend the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 to exclude nuisance complaints about noise and emissions from wind turbines at
a wind energy facility under part 6 of the act, which are administered by councils at the moment. All
nuisance complaints must be investigated currently. This includes complaints about wind turbine noise
from wind energy facilities.
I guess the premise of the bill is to remove council from that complaint mechanism. It has been
interesting to listen to the contributions that have been made this afternoon. I have listened to the
majority of the debate, and it certainly has been interesting.
Can I say, firstly, that I acknowledge the increase of renewable generation coming into the market and
say that generally this is a positive. Unfortunately, as I have said many times, the debate that we seem
to have when we are talking about electricity generation or energy generation is you have got to be in
either the renewable camp or the non-renewable camp. Many times I have said my strong view is that
we still need traditional sources of generation such as coal and gas, complemented by the renewable
energy that is coming into the market at the moment and into the future. As you would appreciate, I
might have a vested interest given that the Latrobe Valley community is home to three coal-fired
power stations at the moment that have served Victoria and indeed other states—which is sometimes
forgotten—very well for decades and decades.
Just in terms of electricity generation or energy generation more generally, the current government
seems almost hell-bent on bringing renewables online at any cost. In my view, in some instances this
shows a complete disregard for regional communities. Everybody has an opinion—I know the
member for Brunswick and others have an opinion—about the merits of wind energy and wind
turbines, but people who are subject to those turbines being constructed on their property also must
have a voice within that.
But more generally the current government has set a plan, as many other members have spoken about,
for a renewable energy target of 50 per cent by 2030. At the moment non-renewable generation
capacity is around about 80 per cent in Victoria, so to get that down to 50 per cent by 2030, in the nottoo-distant future, is a massive ask. But what I would say in that regard is there seems to be a complete
disregard about what happens to communities like the Latrobe Valley in that massive transition that
the government talks about. We hear all the time in particular the Greens talking about the creation of
jobs within the renewable energy sector. Well, I would ask rhetorically: what about my community?
What happens in my community? If you set such a target, what happens? Where are the jobs in my
community? Because I can say, as we have seen more and more renewable energy come online—I
am not saying it is a bad thing; it is a good thing—and the shutdown of a coal-fired power station in
my community, I have not seen the jobs. I do not know where they are. It seems that we are going
down this path without a plan, and that is very disturbing from my perspective. I can say it grates me
no end when we have the Greens and some other organisations saying, ‘Close down the Latrobe Valley
power stations tomorrow. We can go to 100 per cent renewable. And guess what? All the people
impacted by losing their jobs—well, they can just get a job in the renewable sector’. That is just not
reality. It is just a load of nonsense, and unfortunately we do not have a plan in this state that balances
on the one hand the policy that the government is setting about the renewable energy target, the
emission reduction target, against a plan for my community. We simply do not have that.
Listening to some of the debate today, the member for Hawthorn, who spoke before me, touched on this
point where we have had a number of metropolitan members of Parliament cheering on the renewable
energy investment and seemingly without any understanding of the cost or impacts that are felt on the
ground in many regional communities. The member for Brunswick, seriously, is a case in point. His
comments in his contribution—I am sorry—were just completely ignorant. To suggest that landowners
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who have wind turbines on their land are part of some conspiracy theory or that their concerns are not
genuine and real is an affront to many people that I have spoken to. It is an insult. I can tell you, in some
of the regional communities where we have had community hall get-togethers the member for
Brunswick would not walk out of there if he made those types of comments. It is just ridiculous.
I confess I am not an expert in wind energy, but when you listen to the grievances of landowners in
the courts and the councils concerned, such as at Bald Hills, then there is real concern on the ground
about how these matters are dealt with. I can say from some form of recent experience that Osmi,
which is a company that actually has an affiliation with the Bald Hills wind farm, is currently
proposing to construct 33 wind turbines, the biggest in the Southern Hemisphere, known as the
Delburn wind farm. In my communities of Yinnar, Boolarra and Delburn what I can confirm with you
is this has just created massive division in the community.
I would say there are probably 90 per cent of people who are opposed, anecdotally, and there are
probably 10 per cent in support of it, and this has not even got off the ground. It has not been approved;
there are no approvals that have even been submitted at this point in time. But it has created genuine
concern and genuine division around the potential for fires because this proposal is actually in a
plantation. There are concerns around visual amenity, there are concerns around noise and there are
concerns around location in relation to homes. Now, they are legitimate concerns and issues. I do not
have an issue with the proponent putting forward their proposal—that is what they are required to
do—but the reality on the ground is that all of these things are happening and have been happening.
As I mentioned, I have been to many community meetings. They have been very divisive. There have
been multiple emails and letters that I have received from people within the community, and many
government ministers would be recipients of those. We have had people from the Bald Hills wind
farm, the landowners, come to some of those meetings and express their experiences. When you hear
their stories and what they have endured, it is just awful. There is no other word. It is just awful what
they have experienced. These are real people with real concerns. As other members have said, this
matter was heard before the Supreme Court and the residents’ stories were upheld. But we have had
people in our community who I can say are very strong environmentalists who have changed their
minds—not changed their minds, I should not say that; they are not the right words. But when this
proposal for the Delburn wind farm was proposed for my community they all of a sudden were writing
to me saying, ‘I’m opposed to it for the following reasons’. So even for those who believe, even for
those landowners at Bald Hills who were supportive of the proposal, who allowed those turbines to be
constructed on their properties and who received compensation, their experience has been vastly
different from what they set out for it to be. Again that is in contrast to what the member for Brunswick
said in his contribution.
Ultimately the EPA will be the authority that deals with the complaints. I understand in some sense
why the government would seek to remove councils from that process and the duplication, but from
my perspective there are still many, many unanswered questions as to the rights of the landowners and
whether there will be a fair, transparent, quick and low-cost process if they do have a complaint. And
might I ask: not only after the fact but beforehand, what rights will the landholders have within that?
There is a great proposal, might I say—I am not against wind farms—the Star of the South proposal
off the Gippsland coast in South Gippsland. It is one that is well supported by people. It does not
necessarily have to be on land. The member for Hawthorn talked about looking to the future; well,
that is one such proposal. I thank you for the opportunity to speak on this bill.
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (18:18): I am very pleased to stand and speak today on the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. I have been listening to this debate a lot today, and I suspect
those on the other side are sharing notes. They seem to be trying to prosecute some argument that we
do not understand regional communities. I thought about it, and I was really struck by the fact that this
Labor government has 18 MPs from regional areas—18 regional MPs. Now, do you know what is
interesting about that? That is two and a half times as many as there are Nationals in the house. Yes,
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that is two and a half times as many as Nationals. Do you know what else is interesting? It is just shy
of the entire Liberal Legislative Assembly—
Ms McLeish: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, it is very clear that the member on her feet has
strayed a long way from the bill—she has not even got to the bill. This is not an opportunity for her to
attack the opposition. I ask you to bring her back to speaking on the bill.
Ms Hennessy: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I believe the member for Buninyong’s
contribution is precisely on point. In fact having had the benefit of hearing the member for Morwell’s
contribution, the politics that one brings to this issue have been the subject of wide and varied debate.
The member for Buninyong is merely emphasising some statistical facts for the purposes of the house,
and I would submit to you that it is entirely in order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): Well, I would say that in the short time the member
for Buninyong has had she has been setting some context. I will not uphold the point of order this time,
but it would help the smooth running of the house for her to return to the bill soon enough.
Ms SETTLE: Thank you, Acting Speaker. And yes, I understood that in this place we were here
to debate, and I would point out that the member for Polwarth, the member for Gippsland South and
the member for Evelyn all raised issues of the electorate in which our Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change resided. I heard many conversations about that, and so for me this
is a really big part of this debate. It is about where our electorates are, and I am not sure if I have
pointed it out yet, but 18—
Ms McLeish: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member is clearly straying from the bill.
The point of the debate that she said then has got nothing to do with the actual debate. She said the
debate was where our electorates lie. This is not the debate. This debate is about public health and
wellbeing and noise nuisance.
Ms Hennessy: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, again I would submit to you that it is well
within the entitlement of the member for Buninyong to respond to matters that have been put by those
from the other side of the house in the course of this debate. As you have reflected, she has not been
on her feet for long, and given that there has been some reflection upon where one represents impacting
upon their position on this bill, the member for Buninyong would not be doing her job unless she stood
up and sought to put some facts on the table and to respond to those assertions.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): Yes, I think it is reasonable for the member to compare
and contrast previous contributions in relation to the bill, and given the short time she has had to make
that contribution, I will consider further before ruling on the point of order and I will not uphold it at
this time.
Ms SETTLE: As I said when I began speaking, I am very pleased to rise to talk about this, and the
reason I am very pleased to talk about this is that my electorate of Buninyong has quite a few wind
farms in it. I am a really proud member of our 18-strong regional caucus, and we often talk—
A member: 18?
Ms SETTLE: There are 18 people in regional caucus, and we often talk about the issues that
surround us. As I said, in my electorate of Buninyong there are a great many wind farms. In June last
year I was joined by the Premier and our wonderful Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change to turn the first sod for the construction of the Berrybank wind farm in the south-west. There
will be a total of 43 turbines deployed at Berrybank, which is enough to generate energy for 138 000
Victorian homes. What I found really interesting in this debate earlier is that the member for Gippsland
South seemed to have some strange fixation with ‘big wind’ from overseas. I am not sure what big
wind from overseas is, but what I really want people to understand in this debate is that this is not just
about the energy it creates, it is also about the jobs and the industry that are created around it. There is
no strange big wind from overseas. In fact what we are talking about are local companies like Keppel
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Prince. Keppel Prince are based in Portland, and they are a manufacturer of turbines. Supplying to
these big projects is going to be incredibly important. There is also Vestas wind turbines. I mean, this
government—what an amazing job when they transformed the old Ford factory. Of course the
manufacturing industry was killed off by those in the Liberal Party in Canberra. Once they killed off
the car manufacturing we walked in. And what did we do? We picked it back up, and now in the old
Ford building in Geelong you will find the Vestas renewable energy hub—and they are creating
turbines as well. Also in my electorate we have Federation University. I am delighted that now
Federation University are offering a course in renewables, because it is such an important thing to my
regional electorate—and I stand proudly alongside 18 other regional MPs.
I think it was the member for Gippsland South who was talking about listening to the community, and
what I find extraordinary is that those on the other side do not seem to be willing to listen to their local
governments. Local government had made it very, very clear that they support this bill. So Moorabool
Shire Council, which is in my electorate—that is a regional electorate, one of 18 regional government
electorates—wrote, themselves, to the Minister for Planning and asked that this happen. All the
councils wrote because they are aware that this important issue needs to be dealt with through another
body. So perhaps those on the other side should start listening to their local councils—their regional
local councils.
I know the member for Macedon and I share regional councils. We share the Moorabool regional
council, and of course you will be aware, member for Macedon, that the Moorabool council wrote and
asked for this amendment. So I think you could—
Ms Thomas: We should be responding to our local communities.
Ms SETTLE: That is right—responding to our local communities. So the member for Macedon,
who is one of the 18 regional MPs in the government, and I are both utterly delighted that we have
been listening to our local communities and this amendment has come through. For me, it is an
important one. I know that the communities in my electorate—
Ms Vallence: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, if the member is so keen on listening to the
Moorabool shire, I wonder why she has allowed the Moorabool shire to be silenced when it comes to
toxic soil being dumped in her community.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): There is no point of order.
Ms SETTLE: Thank you. So where were we? We were talking about the 18 regional MPs that sit
on this side of the house, in particular my good colleague the member for Macedon, and how pleased
we are that the Moorabool Shire Council will be pleased to see this legislation go through.
But look, can I just say in the few minutes that I have left that those on the other side seem to selectively
listen to their communities. Because I know that in my community when you look at those community
benefit funds, ask anyone in Ballan—Ballan is in my electorate, one of the 18 regional electorates on
this side of the house—if you talk to people in Ballan, the community benefit funds that come out of
these wind farms are really extraordinary.
I think somebody told me there are only four Liberal regional MPs—only four? Someone said that.
But certainly there are only seven Nationals in total. So perhaps they are just not hearing as many
people as we hear, because we are getting out and we are talking to 18 different regional electorates,
listening to our communities. I commend this to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (18:28): I rise to make a contribution to the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020, unlike the member who preceded me who actually did not touch on the bill at
all, and I am sure that she has very limited understanding of it because she made no meaningful
contribution whatsoever—
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Ms Ward: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member is actually inaccurate. The member
for Buninyong did engage in debate, and as it had been brought up by previous members around where
members live, that is what she focused much of her debate on. The member for Eildon has been in this
place long enough to recognise debate.
Ms McLEISH: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, the relevance of the debate is to the bill, not
to frivolous claims about members on the other side. I would be happy to contribute to debate, but I
do not think that the member for Buninyong really contributed to the debate on the bill at all. She took
it in a very different direction.
Ms Ward: Further to the point of order, Acting Speaker, I would say that it is not frivolous to talk
about regional communities.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): The member for Eltham makes a point. That is not a
point of order, and I will give the member for Evelyn the opportunity to continue. We may say that
we reap what we sow in this place, but the member for Evelyn has the call—the member for Eildon
has the call.
Ms McLEISH: Thank you. The member for Eildon will recommence prior to the member for
Evelyn speaking. Now, I was moved to actually speak on this bill when I found out a lot more about
it. It is very indicative of the Andrews Labor government to take away a voice that speaks out against
them on any of their projects. That is exactly what is being done here: the right of an individual to
make a complaint about wind farm noise has been shut down. The ability of someone to make a
legitimate complaint is being taken away from them. I think that in itself speaks volumes because it is
so important that community members do have a voice and that voice is heard.
The aim of the bill that we have before us is to exclude complaints about noise and emissions from
wind turbines at wind energy facilities. Now, why do they want to do this? Well, there has been a
Supreme Court case which has slowed down the rollout of the renewable energy project and the targets
that the government are aiming for, so rather than have their projects slowed down they would shut
down the community voices and take away any avenue or opportunity that people have to exercise
their right to complain or to appeal, should that be the case.
I am quite disturbed when I hear the government say that the opposition do not have a commitment to
renewables. I put it to any one of those MPs over there to outdo me on this, because I think I am the
only person in this chamber, in this Parliament, who lives off the grid. Now, if there is anybody else
in here that can tell me that they live off the grid, that they are that committed to renewables, I would
be happy to hear from them. I am fairly confident that I am the only person in this Parliament who is
not connected to the grid in any way, shape or form—and I do not live within cooee of a powerline. I
get quite annoyed at the narrow-mindedness of those opposite when they question the opposition’s
commitment to renewable energy.
What we are talking about here is noise complaints, as a nuisance, about wind turbines. We have
different types of noise in different areas. In the city areas we have opportunities for community
members who have noise complaints. Perhaps they are about a nightclub or trucks at night or in fact
what happened one time when I was playing netball was we had to move the netball competition
because the whistles disturbed the surrounding residents. But residents do have the opportunity to
complain when there is a noise, and they complain to the councils. Everyone else in every other
circumstance is able to lodge a complaint with a council about noise, except now, it seems, when the
noise is from wind turbines. I do not live close to wind turbines, but when we were establishing our
house and I was looking at wind as alternative energy, I actually went solar. The reason I did not go
with wind turbines is that a friend of mind lived in Hepburn; he was off the grid on solar, his neighbour
was off the grid on wind and they complained that the lady who lived in that house was really quite
disturbed by that constant whirring of the wind turbine. They ended up having to move because of
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that. It was always at the back of my mind that there are noises associated with wind turbines if you
live close by.
I was very pleased that the member for Bulleen as the Minister for Planning was able to put restrictions
on how close these turbines could be to residences, and that took into account some of this noise from
the wind. Now, we also have flickers that are considered emissions. But I think what is so important
here is that people have the opportunity to complain if they have a noise disturbance, and that is being
taken away here. The councils are obliged to hear noise complaints, and this obligation obviously sees
them at times have to make referrals because councils do not have that expertise. I witnessed this,
when I was the member for Seymour, with the Cherry Tree wind farm that was being established at
Trawool. It was very obvious that the council did not have the resources or the capability to do that
and that it needed support.
If we have councils at the moment who need that support because it is very difficult for them, I implore
the government to look at ways that they can do that—how they can support the local governments in
different areas when they need that expertise and whether they could offer them additional funding or
the like. I think they really have to have a look at ways that they can assist and support them through
additional funding or providing some expertise because it is really important that councils with that
obligation can undertake the work that they think is necessary.
I know it is also expensive. It can cost, as we have heard, up to $70 000 or $80 000. I said earlier that
there was a case, the Bald Hills wind farm case, that South Gippsland council were involved in that
went to the Supreme Court. The locals found that they needed to be able to have an opportunity. I
think this became a worry for the government because if all of these complaints were to be heard, it
may well slow down their rollout, and as I said at the outset, they would rather shut down community
voices than to have any of their projects get held up.
One of the areas of concern that I have is that during the briefing the department could not provide any
information about how complaints would be handled. The complaints process was not clearly
articulated, nor was it understood by the department. Currently the local residents seek redress through
their local council. These changes would take away the rights of the communities to be heard and
represented through that council process. There is a movement to have this go through the EPA. Now,
the EPA have a lot of engineers and scientists who have their particular expertise, but health advice is
not one of those.
As I have mentioned, this bill will assist the government to meet its renewable energy targets. That
was one of the key points—that it was there to assist the targets rather than to actually see due process.
This is the only nuisance that is being removed from the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. Others
are being retained, whether that is quarry dust or noise from venues—and I outlined the issue of noise
from venues earlier. The government would seem to be attempting to limit the avenues somebody can
pursue in order to seek redress from the noise that the turbines produce, so they have removed the
ability for residents to complain. I just do not think that that is good enough. There needs to be a clearly
articulated complaints and appeals process.
As it stands, as I have said, there is an obligation on the councils. The provisions allow residents to
approach the councils, who in turn pursue that on their behalf, avoiding the need for residents to pay.
As I have said, it is quite expensive for councils without that expertise. I think it is important that the
government look to support the councils and help them with the provision of that expertise as it is
needed rather than take away the voice of appeal.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (18:38): I am very pleased to rise this evening to speak on the
amendment to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and to follow many interesting and varied
contributions that have been made on this bill and to address some of the points that have been made
by those on the other side. But let us start by being clear: what this bill does is address the issue of
duplication in the regulation of wind farm noise which currently creates resourcing burdens for local

BILLS
Tuesday, 24 November 2020

Legislative Assembly

3573

councils, including one of the councils that I have the good fortune to represent in this place, the
Moorabool Shire Council. Can I also commend my friend the member for Buninyong on her
contribution on the bill in this place. The bill is part of a package of reforms to improve regulation of
wind farm noise in Victoria, including through defining and strengthening the regulatory framework
under the Environment Protection Act 2017, creating confidence for communities and also,
importantly, investor confidence in this important wind industry.
There are many contributions that have been made by those on the other side that I find very puzzling,
not the least of which is their standing here in this place arguing for duplication and more regulation.
I mean, I thought this was the party of deregulation and providing that confidence to business that can
ensure that business is able to create jobs and opportunities in this state—but apparently not.
Now, I would like to say, Acting Speaker Carbines, I thought your contribution in particular was an
excellent one. What you did was remind us of the history of the wind industry in this state and the
context driving the virulent opposition of those on the other side. Because let us just take a moment to
remember and reflect on the enormous damage done by those on the other side in the four years that
they held government during the Baillieu-Napthine governments, when they crushed the wind
industry. They devastated it without a care to the consequences of this, and indeed in my own
electorate of Macedon a blanket ban on wind farms was just made overnight, I might point out, with
no consultation whatsoever—not a skerrick of consultation with the community. I must say,
interestingly at the time it was a former member for Northern Victoria Region, former parliamentary
secretary for the environment and unsuccessful candidate for the state seat of Macedon in 2014, Donna
Petrovich, who was at the forefront of fighting for this ban on wind farms and killing off the wind
industry across the state. Well, as we have heard, it is important to reflect on our history, and I think
Mrs Petrovich certainly learned a historical lesson in opposing the wishes and the will of a community
like mine, which is absolutely 100 per cent committed to driving investment in renewable energy.
Now, of course there are so many fantastic renewable energy projects in my electorate that I hope to
speak on, but before I do, again, I need to address some of the points raised by those on the other side.
Indeed I will reflect again on the member for Warrandyte, who stood up to tell us that he was a former
minister for the environment and then went on to talk about wind farm syndrome. Now, I would like
to remind those on the other side that, perhaps as they are currently reading correspondence from those
that want to suggest that 5G is causing coronavirus or that Bill Gates is trying to implant us with
microchips or indeed that vaccines cause autism, there is no evidence whatsoever of wind farms
causing illness.
I will take this opportunity now to talk a little bit about findings from the National Wind Farm
Commissioner. The National Wind Farm Commissioner was established and appointed by former
Prime Minister Tony Abbott to deal with all of these complaints that were going to be forthcoming
about wind farms, and I have got to tell you, he appointed Mr Andrew Dyer. Mr Dyer has been in the
role since 2015, and I have got to tell you, he is no slouch. He has had vast experience in a range of
businesses: telecommunications industry ombudsman, Transport Accident Commission, Grampians
water and the East Grampians Health Service. His professional career has included
telecommunications, IT and professional services industries. He has a bachelor of engineering with
first-class honours from Monash Uni and an MBA from Georgetown in Washington, DC. What his
CV does not note is that he actually did the tertiary orientation program at Wodonga Tech in the same
year that I completed my HSC at Wodonga High.
But our wind commissioner—as I said, appointed by Tony Abbott—in his latest report on health
matters had lots to say about some of the complaints that he has received. He pointed out, and I am
going to quote because I think it is very important to put this on the record:
A number of complaints about wind farms—

have been—
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received … Health conditions cited in complaints include sleep disturbance, headaches, ear-aches, ‘pounding’
in the ears, tinnitus … high blood pressure, sight impairment, diabetes, chest-tightening, nausea and general
fatigue. The complaints generally state that such conditions are caused by audible noise and low frequency
noise, including infrasound …
Numerous invitations have been extended to complainants to provide evidence of their medical conditions.
Complaints regarding health concerns received by the Office have, in the main, provided only anecdotal
evidence …

He also said:
The Office will continue to handle complaints, with supporting evidence, from community members
regarding potential … effects from operating wind farms.

Since the office commenced back in 2015 it has received 70 complaints.
These complaints relate to 14 operating wind farms … Of these 70 complaints, approximately half of the
complainants cited concerns about health … Of these, a very small number of complainants agreed to work
with the Office and provide evidence of the stated health issues. In all of these cases, the root cause of the
stated health issue was not attributable to the wind farm.
Further, in 2019, only five complaints about operating wind farms were received. The clear majority of
complaints received have been about proposed wind farms.

I am not quite sure how you have a health impact from a proposed wind farm, but apparently you do,
and you are very welcome to write to the National Wind Farm Commissioner to lodge your complaint.
Now, I would say that the wind farm commissioner raises these points because he is concerned that
people in the community are falsely attributing health concerns to wind farms and not seeking
appropriate medical support and advice for health conditions that they may be experiencing. My
message to community members out there is that if you have any of these symptoms that have been
outlined, the best thing to do is to go and speak to your doctor and receive appropriate treatment and
seek to understand what the underlying causes of these health concerns can be, because you can rest
assured they are not from wind farms, whether they be proposed or currently in operation.
This is a very sensible amendment to the act. It is one that I support. I did say I was going to talk about
some of the renewable energy proposals in my electorate. I am going to run out of time, but it is fair
to say that across my electorate my largest private sector employer, Hardwick’s Meatworks, is making
huge investments in a solar farm. Agricultural farms, with the support of our Minister for Agriculture
in the other place, are investing in new technologies and renewable energy on the farm, as are
communities, including through the very successful Hepburn Wind, our Z-Net program, the Macedon
Ranges Sustainability Group, community organisations and ground-up approaches to transforming
our energy generation. I commend each and every one of these—the private sector, the community,
farmers and others that are committed to growing renewable energy and achieving our targets to take
real action on climate change.
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (18:48): I rise also to make a contribution to the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. At the outset, lest there be any doubt, let me make it perfectly clear
that those of us in the Liberal-Nationals wholeheartedly support renewables. We wholeheartedly
support renewables and—
Members interjecting.
Ms VALLENCE: Thank you, member for Eildon: ‘go off-grid’. I also have lived off the grid, and
I would challenge any member in the government to say that they have done that. At the outset, as I
said, I want to make clear that, lest there be any doubt, we support renewables, including wind power
generation. As I have just mentioned, I have got personal experience of living off the grid with both
solar and wind power generation, so I know precisely how that is and will touch on that a little bit
later. We will be opposing this bill because this bill is not about setting up wind farms, this bill is in
fact about silencing Victorians. It is just another example of this Andrews Labor government not
caring about people.
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It does not care about people, and it does not care about people’s voices. It does not care about people
when they might have legitimate and reasonable concerns. All it wants to do is run after the headline
and silence Victorians. Just look at the toxic soil that they want to dump on Victorians in Bacchus
Marsh. In the same vein, they have sought to silence those Victorians who live in the communities of
Bacchus Marsh and Ravenhall by removing any rights to complain and not having genuine consultation,
and there is nothing different with this approach here in the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
Bill 2020 to remove noise and noise pollution from wind farms and shift it out. There is no real reason
other than that it is a block in their way to seek to get to their renewable energy targets. Quite clearly
the Labor government is very worried about reaching its renewable energy targets. By the way, I note
that the Labor government has failed its own law by not yet actually setting its interim emissions
reductions targets, because clearly it is realising that there are impediments to being able to do that.
As the member for Tarneit said earlier in her contribution, this bill is about removing impediments and
providing investor confidence. I can only take that to mean providing investor confidence to those who
might want to invest in wind farms. What this just goes to show, and what the member for Tarneit quite
clearly said in her contribution, is that for any member of the community who might have reasonable
and legitimate concerns from a health perspective in relation to wind farms, this Labor government just
wants to make that go away. They want to gag those people, they want to silence those people, and it is
indicative of this government in pretty much every bill that comes before this Parliament that they seek
to delegitimise the genuine concerns of people in the community and silence them.
This bill is really about stifling Victorians, stifling local regional communities, and it only seeks to
shift out its health provisions around noise—not to remove anything about any other aspect that might
cause health concerns, just the noise ones. That is curious. It is quite curious as to why the government
would only look to make this change.
I think it is important as legislators that when we look to introduce new bills we should look at the
purpose and at what we are trying to change. This government is just going to show that it is making
this legislative change just to remove an impediment, and quite frankly I think that is a lame way to
approach legislative reform, because this is not reform; this is just about making noisy and bothersome
people go away. Quite frankly, I think that for Victorians who have legitimate concerns this Labor
government should care about them a little bit more than they do. This is really about gagging
communities and any concerns they might have, and I think that this government should be very
ashamed about that. They are really just riding roughshod over these communities. Quite frankly, in
the bill briefing that was provided by the government to us only last week it was quite clear that the
department actually could not answer any questions about this. They could not explain how health
complaints would be handled.
There is a specific reason why this was included in the bill in the first place, just like if there are any
legitimate health concerns from anything else, like a factory, like an entertainment venue, like any
high-rise construction or high-rise buildings in metropolitan Melbourne. But of course we know that
this Labor government only cares about those living in metropolitan Melbourne and sees quite fit to
keep those things that might cause noise pollution and health concerns from noise pollution—it is quite
happy to keep those—in this health bill; they will only remove one element, which is noise pollution
from wind power farms. It is a very underhanded way to try to shift that problem out from them getting
people to invest in wind farms.
As I said before, we have no issue with power from wind generation—we think it is a very legitimate
part of the mix—but this government needs to try harder. It needs to try harder to find parts of Victoria
where it makes sense to put wind farms and where it makes sense to direct investment, not to put them
on the doorstep of people and cause health concerns for local communities. We just see, again, with
the toxic soil dumping in Bacchus Marsh and Ravenhall that this government has no care or concern
about dumping things on people’s doorsteps. They do not care about people at all.
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As I said, why is it only this noise pollution element of the wind farms that they want to remove in this
bill? As I said earlier, I have personal experience of living off the grid. Member for Eildon, I do not
today live off the grid, but growing up I lived off the grid and my parents to this day still live entirely
off the grid. We lived on solar and wind power. So I can tell you from personal experience, living with
just one wind generator, how noisy it can be—how noisy it is when you are trying to sleep and it is a
very windy day. In fact it is in the member for Macedon’s electorate where my parents reside, and that
wind generator is very noisy. So I can tell you firsthand how noisy it is even with one wind generator
and how it can impact your sleep and impact your day and potentially cause health concerns for people.
I can appreciate how Victorians might legitimately have health concerns. I am just talking about one
wind generator. What we are talking about here are acres and acres and acres of hundreds of wind
turbines, far and away bigger than the one I had in the home when I was growing up. So I know
firsthand that that can cause a lot of noise and that that might give rise to legitimate concerns for
Victorians. They should be able to make a complaint, and of course this Labor government does not
want to hear that. They do not want anyone to get in the way of what they want to do. Anyone who
might have any legitimate question or any legitimate complaint about anything that this government
want to do, they simply do not care. They will ride roughshod over that.
So really what this bill is about is this government trying to meet its renewable energy targets, because
we know that it is struggling. It is absolutely struggling with doing that. As I said, they have not
released their emission reduction targets for the interim period because they know that they do not
have a clear path to it. So in trying to bring on this new investment in wind farms they are trying to
remove any impediment, and that is a concern. They do not have the confidence to be able to deal with
those head on, and I oppose this bill.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (18:58): For those watching at home or passing by, this is not a bill
about whether you live off the grid. This is not a competition about whether wind farms are bad. This
is actually called the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. I have a very, very limited
time to speak this evening. I have heard some really odd stories going from netball to whistles, to
different people in the community, to just downright hearsay. But what I would like to say is this bill
will not result in a lack of legal protection for any person affected by a nuisance arriving from noise
or emissions from wind turbines at a wind energy facility. Instead it will prevent duplication by
clarifying that a complaint about wind turbine noise to a council may be made under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 rather than under the nuisance provisions of the act, or both. That seems very
clear. It is about making sure that we have one regulator looking across the top as an umbrella
organisation. This has been raised by councils. This has been raised by the Municipal Association of
Victoria, and I think they agree the EPA is the most appropriate regulator to actually deal with this
issue. We know councils are swamped with complaints. If we are not listening to our local
government, then we are not doing the right thing. (Time expired)
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Adjournment
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

CEMETERY PLANNING CONTROLS
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (19:00): (4806) My adjournment matter this evening is for
the Minister for Health, and the action I seek is for him to obtain a blanket exemption from planning
controls over state-owned land that is operated by small rural cemetery trusts. I cannot convey enough
how absurd the situation I am about to share with you is. Over the past few months I have been
contacted by members of two cemetery trusts who were being forced to jump through several
bureaucratic hoops just to be able to bury the dead. The first was at Nirranda, where the cemetery trust
is trying to open new plots, but when they sought planning approval from the Moyne Shire Council,
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as required, they were told they would need a native vegetation assessment because work they were
planning may be in breach of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act 1988. I then had a call from the Macarthur Cemetery Trust, which plans to build a
columbarium. In order to do this they need to build a small shed to handle the cremains in a respectful
and dignified way. They do not feel it is appropriate or respectful to the deceased and their families to
be doing this in the same shed where they keep the lawnmower and the whipper-snipper. They applied
for a grant to build a shed which is smaller than a single garage. They were successful and went to the
council as they are required to do. They were told the same as Nirranda: they could be in breach of the
flora and fauna act and would need a costly ecological assessment and possibly further approvals from
the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning.
This is not the fault of the Moyne shire. They cannot provide an exemption to cemetery trusts from
requiring planning permits or native vegetation assessments. This is where it begins to get ridiculous.
They can dig up earth to bury the dead but seemingly cannot build a small shed on top of the earth
because native grass may be there. I just want to make it very clear: we are talking about cemeteries
here, where earth is regularly excavated. But it seems that according to the department building a small
garden shed or removing a couple of trees to make more room for more burial plots is a cardinal sin
and may well be the thing that brings down the ecosystem.
These are small volunteer organisations made up of mums and dads who give up their time for the
good of the community, but they are being asked to deal with complicated planning matters when they
are simply trying to make sure the deceased members of their community have a final resting place
and their families have a place to come and pay their respects. Minister, this just makes no sense at all.
For the sake of these volunteers in small country communities like Macarthur and Nirranda, please
make these changes so they can continue to provide these important services to the community without
having to jump through thousands of hoops.
ALCESTER VILLAGE, BORONIA, ROAD SAFETY
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (19:03): (4807) I rise to raise a matter with the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, the member for Niddrie. The action I seek is for the minister to visit my community to
officially announce a major upgrade at the intersection around the Alcester Village shops in Boronia to
improve safety for all locals. Early on after being elected I had a chat with so many locals in the area
about the issues at this intersection, so I organised an onsite community meeting with them to check it
out for myself and heard from locals firsthand about their concerns. Since that time I have been working
with the community and the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to improve this busy intersection used
by so many, including local students, as well as plenty of traffic to boot. In this budget I am stoked, I
am excited and I am proud to say that I have secured funding to deliver a major upgrade around this
intersection at the Alcester Village shops in Boronia to improve safety and access for all locals. I am
looking forward to working closely with the minister but even more so with local schools and the
community to ensure that this important fix is completed to help improve the safety and accessibility
for all locals, especially the schoolkids, around it. I thank the minister for his consideration of this matter,
and I look forward to welcoming him to the Alcester Village shops in Boronia very soon.
LAKES ENTRANCE FISHERMEN’S CO-OPERATIVE
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (19:04): (4808) My adjournment is to the Minister for Ports and
Freight, who I am pleased is at the table tonight. The action I am seeking is for the fish unloading facilities
at the Lakes Entrance Fishermen’s Co-Operative to be replaced. Now, as the minister may know, the
unloading jetties there are in a state of disrepair and on the verge of collapse. The work has been done to
prepare a plan to have them replaced at about $3 million, and the work needs to be done urgently.
Now, these jetties are under the ownership of the Victorian Ports Corporation, who do not have the
money in their current budget to be able to fix these jetties, and they do need additional assistance
from the state government to be able to do this. Why it is important is that at Lakes Entrance, as people
who have visited there would know, their economy runs on the back of tourism and the fishing
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industry. If the fish are unable to be unloaded at the co-op it is going to have a huge economic impact.
The benefit also of upgrading these facilities will result in additional throughput at the co-op. There
are tuna boats that at the current time are heading up the coast in New South Wales to unload. If they
were able to unload in Lakes Entrance, they would save a lot of diesel and they would also create more
fishing time because they would not be travelling with their catch so much. So there is a benefit to
them. The scallops will be coming back online in Bass Strait off Lakes Entrance shortly also in the
coming years. So there is the benefit there, if we get those unloading facilities right, that it will provide
a significant economic impact.
Lakes Entrance is a town where, gee whiz, people have had their share of hard hits this year. They had
their total tourism season destroyed last year by fire, and then on the back of that COVID came in.
This is a key industry for that town that needs a bit of help and support. So I would encourage the
minister to look at this project. It is a $3 million spend, and it will provide a huge benefit to the
township of Lakes Entrance and also give a lot of security to all those fishermen and their families. So
I would seek that the minister would strongly consider funding this very important project for the town.
METRO TUNNEL PROJECT
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:06): (4809) My adjournment this evening is for the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure, and the action I seek is for the minister to update my community on the
progress of the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel and how this will benefit residents in my community
along the Frankston train line. This is a once-in-100-year project. It was years in planning, and in fact
it was the outgoing Brumby government that left planning money for the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel
to get underway, not unlike how we have put in planning money and funding for the Suburban Rail
Loop, leading to the most recent budget commitment to get it underway with stage 1. But those
opposite did not take this policy forward, they did not take forward the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel,
and of course in 2014 when the Andrews Labor government was elected it got underway. To see the
benefits of this project, the construction jobs that have been created, is a story into the success of the
Andrews Labor government’s work in construction and confidence in our state and building those
generational projects.
It was not until the Andrews government was elected that level crossings were a thing on the Frankston
train line: 30 when we came to government. We will get rid of 18 and build 12 new stations. With the
Mordialloc Freeway, generations went by and no progress was ever seen on the Mordialloc Freeway.
We are only a year away from seeing this project completed and the tens of thousands of vehicles it
will take off local roads. And then the big grand finale, the amazing Suburban Rail Loop, the vision
that comes with this project. Connecting all major train lines is an extraordinary effort for our local
community. There is a lot of excitement in our community about what that will mean going forward
into the future. So just in a little while, a few years away, we will complete the Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel, and it is a sequence of works that will change our community for the better and into the future
and futureproof it from population growth for the decades to come.
So I am really keen to understand and learn the progress, where we are up to with the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel and the direct benefits that will provide to residents in my community who use the
Frankston train line to get around.
EAST CROYDON KILSYTH TENNIS CLUB
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (19:08): (4810) I wish to raise a matter with the Minister for
Community Sport, and the action I seek is for the minister to provide funding to the East Croydon
Kilsyth Tennis Club for the club to upgrade two of their courts to a synthetic playing surface and to
invest in shade sails for the comfort of members of the club.
The East Croydon Kilsyth Tennis Club is a friendly, family-orientated club that welcomes new
members of all ages and abilities, and offers coaching, competition and social tennis. The club is
located at the Charles Allen Reserve at 119–131 Hull Road and has six excellent tennis courts—four
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synthetic grass courts and two traditional red porous surface courts. East Croydon merged with Kilsyth
Tennis Club about three years ago to become the East Croydon Kilsyth Tennis Club and was enriched
by the coming together of two strong clubs with great traditions. The minister may even be encouraged
to visit the club and join in for a hit of tennis to meet some of their members. I can assure the minister
she will not be disappointed as it is a terrific club that will welcome her and showcase all that they
have on offer. I visited the club some time ago at the invitation of Brian Carroll and was greeted by
Steve Baldry, club secretary; Noel Hester, club president and treasurer; and Mike Drummond, night
tennis record secretary, all passionate members and loyal servants of the club.
By way of summary, the club has six courts in total. Courts 1 and 2 changed from en-tout-cas to
synthetic approximately 10 years ago with help from council. Courts 3 and 4 were upgraded
approximately two to three years ago with a loan from council. Courts 5 and 6 need to be upgraded to
synthetic. These courts are primarily used by the juniors, and upgrading them would cost approximately
$50 000 to $60 000, roughly $30 000 each. The advantages of synthetic are less maintenance, less
labour from volunteers, less cost to the club in topping it up and, most of all, less water usage, which is
a huge cost saving. The club has approximately 300 kids enrolled in different coaching programs. The
club also allows local schools to use the courts at no cost. The club has a strong commitment to the
community and junior tennis players, has programs targeted at increasing female participation and has
a leadership program for youth. The club would also greatly benefit from funding for shade sails to
allow a shady space for parents and members to sit while they watch their kids train and play. The club
has obtained quotes of approximately $10 000 to $12 000 for the shade sails.
Minister, the East Croydon Kilsyth Tennis Club is a terrific club that offers a lot to the local
community, and it would greatly appreciate funding to upgrade two of their courts to a synthetic
playing surface and to invest in shade sails for the comfort of members at this great club.
CLIMATE CHANGE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (19:11): (4811) My adjournment is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek is that the minister join me in hosting a forum
to discuss energy and the environment with the Northcote electorate. Minister, as you know, the
residents of Northcote are passionate about the bold work underway to reduce emissions and increase
renewable energy generation here in Victoria, and I am grateful to our many local environmental
groups, such as Friends of Merri Creek, Darebin Climate Action Now, our wonderful Stationeers and
our student activists, who both care for our local environment and work tirelessly to raise awareness
of climate issues across our community.
I know Northcote residents were keen to see climate action centre stage of our pandemic response,
and they have not been disappointed. Today we have delivered some incredible announcements—
announcements that will create jobs and reduce energy costs for Northcote households,
announcements that will reduce emissions and grow our efforts towards a cleaner future. This includes
our unprecedented $1.6 billion investment to create renewable energy hubs across the state, the biggest
investment in clean energy infrastructure in any state’s history. And I know our local groups will be
excited about our support for community organisations to implement their own local energy efficiency
projects like microgrids, as well as our rollout of fast-charging networks for electric vehicles.
Residents have already contacted me about our $797 million household energy efficiency package,
which will cut power bills and make homes more efficient as we replace old wood or gas-fired heaters
with new energy-efficient heating and cooling. We are also expanding our Solar Homes program and
putting in place minimum energy efficiency standards for renters, and as an electorate with 47 per cent
renters and 14 per cent rooftop solar already, this is a big win for our community. And this is only the
latest step in this government’s record of reform and investment.
Minister, I know that, like my community, you are deeply passionate about putting sustainability at
the heart of our economic recovery, and I know you are as excited as I am to continue our important
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work. My community would welcome the chance to hear from you and discuss the government’s
agenda to progress climate action in Victoria and what that will mean for generations to come.
MILDURA BASE PUBLIC HOSPITAL
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (19:13): (4812) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and
the action I seek is for the minister to travel to Mildura to meet with the new CEO and board of the
Mildura Base Public Hospital to discuss future service needs. Twenty years of the failed privatised
management experiment ended for Mildura when the Victorian government returned our hospital to
public hands in September this year. In the two months since that transition we have already seen
many positive changes at the hospital that make a huge difference to the patient experience.
Earlier this month breast cancer patient Sara White become the first person to ring the cancer bell,
signifying the end of her final round of chemotherapy treatment. The bell was introduced into cancer
wards across the country in the mid-1990s, but this was the first time the Mildura Base Public Hospital
had it available to its patients, and it is a fantastic initiative from the hospital’s McGrath Foundation
breast care nurse, Louise James. There was no cancer bell when Tamara Evans completed her final
round of treatment at the hospital eight months ago, so the new hospital CEO, Terry Walsh, invited
her back to take part in this new ritual.
It is the small things that make such a big difference at a country hospital. One of the first initiatives
introduced after the transition was for all new babies to be gifted an ‘I’m a Base Baby’ onesie, which
restarted a tradition that was lost to us when the hospital was privatised. These are small changes, and
they are wonderful, but there is so much more that needs to be done. I urge the Minister for Health to
visit Mildura to tour our hospital—our public hospital—as soon as possible to discuss important
investment opportunities and ensure our community has the best infrastructure and health care possible.
BIG HOUSING BUILD
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (19:15): (4813) The matter I wish to raise is with the Minister
for Housing and concerns the historic Big Housing Build in the state budget. The action that I seek is
that the minister provide further details on how the Big Housing Build will support my electorate of
Narre Warren South. This announcement outlined $5.3 billion to deliver more than 12 000 new
homes, support 10 000 jobs per year over four years and generate $6.7 billion in economic activity.
Many in my community, like Elaine Smith of the Women’s Association South East Melbourne
Australia and Susan Magee of Casey North Community Information and Support Service, have been
advocating for greater social housing in my area, especially in regard to women fleeing domestic
violence. I know that any additional social housing dwellings will provide a strong path forward for
those who are struggling. It is important to support people through difficult circumstances so they too
can build decent lives for themselves. Any local investment in housing would not only help our
community and economy rebound from the COVID-19 pandemic but also be an investment in dignity
and providing people with the basic support of a roof over their head.
I am particularly proud that this state government initiative will provide new homes with 7-star energy
efficiency ratings and support family violence victims, Aboriginal Victorians and those living with
mental illness. I would appreciate it if the minister could provide an update on any upcoming housing
projects in the Narre Warren South electorate, and, as always, I look forward to sharing the minister’s
response with my community.
SHIRE HALL BEACH PROTECTION
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (19:17): (4814) I raise a matter this evening for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Last sitting week I raised the issue of the Mount Martha
north beach renourishment program that is going on there, funded by the federal government and
implemented by the state government, and expressed some concerns about logistical and consultative
issues and the arrangements that have been put in place for that. This week I raise another beach
renourishment issue, and the issue with that one is that it is not progressing at all. That is at Shire Hall
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Beach in Mornington. The action I am seeking from the minister is that she urgently initiate a beach
renourishment program at Shire Hall Beach in Mornington. I raised this issue in February 2017, and I
said at the time, in the context of a question:
Shire Hall Beach is a small and lovely beach at the fringe of the Mornington Harbour precinct. Sadly the
usually pleasant sandy aspect is currently nothing more than a collection of exposed rocks, totally unsuitable
for the families and children that usually frequent the area.

I went on to ask what action the minister was taking to ensure that there was no further degradation of
the beach. The minister responded a bit over a month later, and in her response she talked about the
impact of works that were undertaken in 2007 on Mornington Pier when a wave wall was put in, which
had an impact on the hydrodynamic processes, the coastal processes within the harbour and the
movement of sand from Shire Hall Beach to Mothers Beach. She went on to say that Parks Victoria
had been working with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to investigate the
conditions and that a monitoring program was in place that would allow agencies and the community
to monitor changes but most importantly to inform future plans for beach renourishment in this area.
Unfortunately three-and-a-half years on I think the time to formulate those plans and to fund them—
in fact to carry them out—is probably long gone, but nothing has occurred.
Last Friday I received an email from a constituent who told me that he was still concerned about the
state of the beach, as am I, hoping that beach renourishment could be done and naming a Parks Vic
staff member who had suggested that some dredging was about to occur and that the sand may be
utilised from that process. Now, I do not know whether that is appropriate or not; there have certainly
been issues in the past there. But I make the point that summer is almost upon us. The government
acknowledged three-and-a-half years ago that there was an issue and said that renourishment would
be occurring. It has not occurred, so I ask the minister to intervene and make sure it does.
GREENING THE PIPELINE
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (19:20): (4815) My adjournment is directed to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action that I seek is that the minister update me on our
government’s $8 million Greening the Pipeline project. As the minister well knows, Greening the
Pipeline is set to transform up to 27 kilometres of the heritage-listed main outfall sewer pipeline
reserve along the Federation Trail into new green parklands for residents in Melbourne’s west. Part of
this project extends from Lawrie Emmins Reserve in Laverton North to Skeleton Creek in Hoppers
Crossing, right in the heart of my electorate. For families living in the Tarneit electorate this project
means more parks for exercise or taking their dogs for walks and, very importantly, more playgrounds
for children, just like the one at the pilot park in Williams Landing, the first part of this project to be
completed. As someone who loves to spend time with their family outdoors, I know exactly how
important this project will be for thousands of families living right across Tarneit, Truganina, Hoppers
Crossing and Williams Landing, who will benefit from this immensely. I know that my community
would greatly welcome an update on where we are at with this project, and I look forward to the
minister’s response.
RESPONSES
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (19:21): In relation to the matter
raised by the member for Gippsland East, I am actually spending part of the summer holiday out in
Lakes Entrance with the kids so I would be delighted to come and have a look at the project with him
and, yes, certainly partake in a bit of Christmas cheer and perhaps have a fish.
In relation to the other matters raised, there was a matter raised by the member for South-West Coast
for the Minister for Health; the member for Bayswater raised a matter for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety; the member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure;
the member for Croydon raised a matter for the Minister for Community Sport; the member for
Northcote raised a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, as did the
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member for Mornington and also too the member for Tarneit; and finally, the Independent member
for Mildura raised a matter for the Minister for Health. I will refer them all accordingly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for Narre Warren South also raised an adjournment
matter, Minister.
Ms HORNE: Apologies. I will refer that matter to the Minister for Housing.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The house now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.23 pm.

