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Wednesday, 25 November 2020
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 10.03 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (10:03): We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which
we are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture, their elders past, present and future, and
elders from other communities who may be here today.
Bills
CHANGE OR SUPPRESSION (CONVERSION) PRACTICES PROHIBITION BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (10:03): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to prohibit change or suppression practices, to amend certain definitions in
the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (10:04): I request a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms HENNESSY: This is a bill that effectively denounces and prohibits LGBTQ change or
suppression practices, known as ‘conversion practices’ by some in Victoria. That fulfils a commitment
the government made in 2019. Effectively what the bill does is it defines what those practices are. It
makes them unlawful and reportable conduct. It establishes a civil scheme to capture non-injurious
conduct and to deal with that through a voluntary facilitation between the parties and community
education. It also empowers the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission to
investigate serious or systemic reports. It establishes a criminal scheme to capture the conduct that
leads to injury or serious injury; it prevents perpetrators from taking victims outside of Victoria for the
purpose of these practices; and it bans the advertising of these practices.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
WORKPLACE INJURY REHABILITATION AND COMPENSATION AMENDMENT
(PROVISIONAL PAYMENTS) BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (10:05): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to amend the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013
to provide for a provisional payments scheme for workplace mental injuries, to make corresponding and
consequential amendments to the Accident Compensation Act 1985 and certain acts that provide for personal
injury compensation for volunteers, and to make other minor and technical amendments, and for other
purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (10:06): The minister did give a bit of detail, but I would like if the
Attorney-General could expand a little bit more on that.
Ms HENNESSY: I would be delighted to. What the bill will do is introduce a provisional payment
scheme that will provide eligible workers and volunteers who lodge workers compensation claims for
mental injury with access to payments for reasonable and medical like expenses whilst their claim is
being determined, and if a claim is rejected, for up to 13 weeks.
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Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house by Clerk:
COVID-19
This petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention of the house, the State Government’s disregard
for the Mornington Peninsula in its inclusion as part of Metropolitan Melbourne. Geelong was excluded, even
though there were some active cases. From 8 July until 4 September, Geelong had experienced 290 new cases,
and the Peninsula only 123. Yet Geelong remains outside the metropolitan area.
The Mornington Peninsula has suffered severe economic loss because of the constraints imposed on it in
comparison with the Geelong region. There is no justification for continued differentiation between the two
regions.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly require the Premier to immediately reclassify
the Mornington Peninsula as non-metropolitan and end the lockdown.

By Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (63 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition be considered next day on motion of Mr MORRIS (Mornington).
Committees
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Tackling Climate Change in Victorian Communities
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (10:08): I have the honour to present a report from the
Legislative Assembly’s Environment and Planning Committee on the inquiry into tackling climate
change in Victorian communities, together with an appendix and transcripts of evidence.
Ordered that report and appendix be published.
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Incorporated list as follows:
DOCUMENTS TABLED UNDER ACTS OF PARLIAMENT—The Clerk tabled the
following documents under Acts of Parliament:
Financial Management Act 1994—Budget Update 2020–21
Health Complaints Commissioner—Report 2019–20
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under s 16B in relation to the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986—Revision of Animal Welfare Codes of Practice.

Members statements
LOWAN ELECTORATE HEALTH SERVICES
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (10:09): Locally in the media we have seen reports recently around a
proposed amalgamation of Wimmera Health Care Group and Ballarat Health Services. There are a
number of concerns that local people have around that. I have engaged with not just local people who
are receiving those services in the community but also employees at the hospital and other important
health agencies in the region. We know that there are problems in regard to funding and the services
that are provided by Wimmera Health Care Group. That is not a reflection on any of the staff or the
board there; it is really a problem that has been endemic over a period of time. They have a high usage
of locums to deliver local services, which comes at a huge cost. They have been running deficit budgets
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for a very, very long time, and there is limited security in health services. I know earlier this year there
was an instance where people who presented for delivery of babies were not able to do so. They had
to go elsewhere because those services were not available at the time.
While there is consideration of what happens next for Wimmera Health Care Group—from my
understanding they are moving into a stage 2 consultation process now; they are considering either
voluntary amalgamation or strengthening relationships with Ballarat Health Services—we must
ensure we do all we can to retain local jobs, to retain local decision-making and to retain clinical care
locally but also to make sure we can retain local services and listen to local people.
BUDGET 2020–21
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (10:10): I rise to celebrate some of the important
initiatives announced yesterday in the state budget for my constituents in the Altona district. I
particularly again want to give a shout-out to Altona College. They have for a long time been a P–9
and have been making the transition to becoming a P–12. They have had low enrolments traditionally.
They have been working tirelessly to develop a really fantastic curriculum and a more attractive
offering to many people in the local community, and they are just going great guns. So yesterday’s
announcement of $3.5 million as part of developing the next stage of their master plan is incredibly
welcome relief.
The Point Cook Road–Sneydes Road intersection has been a bugbear for many—and bugbear is
probably an understatement—and a matter of some long-term concern in our local community. I am
delighted that we have finally managed to secure funding for signalisation. There is more work to be
done in that area of roads, and I know the Minister for Roads and Road Safety knows that I will
continue to be a strong advocate in respect of that. Similarly, the bus connections to Alamanda K–9
are long overdue, much needed and much desired, and there is a whole host of wonderful
environmental initiatives. I just want to thank the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change as she is here in the house.
EILDON ELECTORATE ROADS
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (10:12): The need for repairs on the Melba Highway and the Yarra Glen
bypass is now more urgent than ever. I did laugh when the minister responded to my adjournment
saying that they were tackling only two out of at least 10 very troublesome spots along the 65kilometre stretch. Locals were astounded that repairs started just out of Yea as Melbourne was
unlocked, which saw local traffic and visitors having to stop at traffic lights. It is very disappointing
that no further roadworks were announced to follow that. We are on the brink of the summer season.
Time is getting away. We have got the New South Wales border open. People are going to travel along
the Melba Highway to holiday destinations, towing boats and caravans, and we have the usual heavy
traffic as well. I do hope this is taken into consideration when roadworks are planned.
FOUR PILLARS GIN
Ms McLEISH: Huge congratulations to Healesville’s Four Pillars Gin for back-to-back wins as
International Gin Producer of the Year. To be internationally acclaimed is an amazing achievement,
and I am not at all surprised that Cam, Matt and Stu and the Four Pillars team have taken the gin world
by storm. Coming onto the scene in 2013, they were based at Rob Dolan’s winery at Warrandyte for
the first two years before setting up shop in Healesville. They have excelled in every way possible,
and their reputation continues to rapidly grow. There has always been a sense of fun and excitement
around the brand. It is touching that the original still was named Wilma after Cam’s late mum. Wilma
is now joined by other stills Jude, Eileen and Beth. It goes to show how close the team are.
JOSIE MINNITI
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (10:13): I rise to congratulate Josie Minniti, who was recently awarded a Westfield
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Local Heroes award in recognition of her volunteer work over many years. This award is given to
individuals and affiliated organisations that have had a positive impact on their community. Josie has
had that positive impact in spades for many years. She has been a dedicated and inspiring volunteer
for the Northern Health Foundation, so far raising more than $700 000 to support kidney and cancer
services. Josie is always there to support patients who are feeling unwell and vulnerable, despite having
health challenges of her own and dealing with cancer in her own family. Josie has nominated that the
$10 000 prize for the Westfield Local Heroes award be donated to Northern Hospital for the purchase
of endobronchial ultrasound machines used to carry out diagnostic examination of thoracic endoscopy
using the latest generation video bronchoscope.
JESSICA D
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Further, I wish to congratulate local year 8 student Jessica D from The Lakes
South Morang College on receiving a Journey Maker award. Jessica received this award from
Transdev Melbourne, who recently held a bus safety poster competition to educate students about safe
behaviours on buses and to help build confidence in students as they travel on public transport.
CHARLES MCLEAN
Ms D’AMBROSIO: In sad news I reflect on the passing of Charles McLean, who died earlier this
week. Charles was a long-term member of the Labor Party. Spurred by the damage caused by the
Kennett government, he was passionate about helping the party and joined the Epping branch. He
quickly made friends, was a regular attendee at branch meetings and pitched in with campaigning
whenever he was needed. In the words of Pam McLeod, branch secretary, the community has lost a
great gentleman. Indeed he was a wonderful man who will be greatly missed. Vale, Charles McLean.
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE STUDENTS
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (10:15): As the school year rapidly heads into the last few weeks of term,
I wish all the students of the Forest Hill district well. For those who have had or are still facing exams
I wish them all the best after what has been one of the most challenging years in living memory. The
impact on students has been very significant, with much of the year spent in remote learning. For the
student leaders it has been a particularly disappointing year as they have not been able to lead and
represent their school communities as much as they would have in a normal year. To those students, I
note that your leadership attributes have been recognised this year and I am sure they will be
recognised again in the future—either as you progress in your education or in other areas as
opportunities arise. I wish all the students, teachers, other staff and families well for the rest of the
school year and the summer break.
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE SMALL BUSINESS
Mr ANGUS: Small business operators in the Forest Hill district are now working very hard to try
to rebuild their businesses. This is after the most challenging year on record for many of them.
Disappointingly there was again nothing significant in yesterday’s state budget to assist small
businesses. We know that small businesses are the engine room of the economy, and once again they
have sadly been neglected by this Labor government.
HEALESVILLE FREEWAY RESERVE
Mr ANGUS: From a local perspective there is nothing in yesterday’s state budget in relation to the
promised shared walking-cycling path on the Healesville freeway reserve. Despite promising this
before the 2014 election, Labor has not funded this much-anticipated local project. It represents a
clearly broken Labor promise. All the government has done in relation to the HFR is to break another
one of its 2014 promises by selling part of the HFR—exactly the opposite of what they told the voters
of Forest Hill in 2014. It is time the government finally, after six years of inaction, did something and
fulfilled its promise to the residents of the Forest Hill district.
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MAIDEN GULLY PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (10:16): The Andrews Labor government is delivering for the
Bendigo West electorate, with two significant announcements in the past week. Last Thursday I was
at Maiden Gully Primary School to announce $4.59 million to upgrade and modernise the school. This
funding follows the $510 000 announced just last month to plan for the works. This major investment
shows how in need this community is of an upgraded school to cater for the huge enrolment numbers
expected in this major growth area of Bendigo. It will also create jobs—important as our economy
recovers from this pandemic. I thank the whole Maiden Gully community for their ongoing advocacy
for this upgrade through personal representations, petitions and letters. Now we can get on with the
work needed to upgrade this wonderful school, and I cannot wait to see the project progress.
COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY GOLDEN SQUARE BRIGADE
Ms EDWARDS: On Monday I was thrilled to be with the volunteers from the Golden Square CFA
to announce $2.5 million for a brand-new station. The current station is well over 100 years old and is
in poor condition. This new building will provide adequate space to house vehicles and emergency
appliances, improve amenities for volunteers of all genders and abilities and provide areas for training
and meetings. It has been a pleasure to work with the brigade over many months to secure this outcome;
I know how hard they have been advocating for a new station. I look forward to land being secured and
to the volunteers moving into their new home. We know how important our CFA volunteers are in
protecting our communities, so I am proud that Golden Square will have the facilities they will need to
support fire responses in Bendigo West and that our government has been the one to deliver it.
POLWARTH ELECTORATE EMERGENCY SERVICES
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (10:18): The Minister for Police and Emergency Services told the
house yesterday that despite having an urgent maintenance report on the Mount Gellibrand fire tower
for the last three years, she was still awaiting a report from the CFA on how to repair it. Until then a
huge slab of south-western Victoria will be left unprotected. I would also like to add to the list of
urgent requests that may yet not have fallen on the minister’s desk, and they are for brigades right
across Polwarth.
Polwarth has over 70 all-volunteer CFA brigades, who continually need support for sheds, trucks and
equipment. For example, there are the Bannockburn CFA and SES units, who have been on the waiting
list for years. They have the land but need the support to move to a new suitable site. There is Aireys
Inlet CFA. They too have the land, and the resale of their old, inadequate site would go a long way in
helping with the new one. There is the Port Campbell CFA, SES, volunteer ambulance service and
ocean rescue—all wishing to co-locate to a purpose-built building. They too are waiting with land.
The Modewarre CFA too—it has land organised, and like so many other volunteer fire brigades they
currently find themselves having to store their CFA trucks in nearby farm sheds because the shedding
provided by the CFA is no longer adequate. Minister, local CFAs no longer want to hear how much
you have spent in the past. They want to know when a fair time line will be put so that they know
when they can keep their communities and country Victoria safe.
LYNETTE WALSH
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality) (10:19): I rise today to pay tribute to the life and contribution of the late Lyn Walsh. Lyn
was a legend in the Port Melbourne community, and her sudden passing recently has left many
shocked. Not only was Lyn a loving and supportive wife to Bunna Walsh, a former member of this
place, she was also a devoted mother, grandmother, friend and extremely active community member.
Her story is the story of working-class women of her time. She married Bunna in 1961, and she spent
much of her time devoted to her husband, children and her community. Bunna adored her and she
loved him. She was a working woman, a union woman. She worked in many factories up until the
time Bunna was elected to this place in 1979 as the member for Albert Park. During that time Lyn was
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active in several community organisations. She was a supportive member of the Waterside Workers
Federation, a founding member of the life members luncheon group, which I can assure you goes
extremely strongly every Christmas, and an active member of Save our Sons, which she established
with Jean McLean to oppose Australia’s participation in the Vietnam War.
Bunna himself was a waterside worker in 1954 and an official with the Waterside Workers Federation
until 1979. He served in this place with distinction as Government Whip and of course as a member
of and minister in the Cain government. Lyn will be deeply missed.
BAYSIDE COMMUNITY EMERGENCY RELIEF
Mr ROWSWELL (Sandringham) (10:21): I commend the outstanding work of Bayside
Community Emergency Relief, which was first formed as a Facebook group on 1 January this year to
assist with bushfire recovery efforts. Now incorporated, with a local membership of some 6300, BCER
has played an indispensable role in providing urgent support for our community affected by the first
and then the second wave of COVID-19. This year BCER has coordinated the provision of $1 million
worth of support to local charities and the distribution of over 2000 COVID comfort packs to children
fleeing domestic violence, isolated older Victorians and other vulnerable groups, and aged-care
facilities, and contributions to the work of COVID emergency committees at Bayside and Glen Eira
councils as well. All this has been achieved despite the state government’s failure to grant BCER a
Let’s Stay Connected grant. The great work of founder, Deb Brook, and her dedicated team of
volunteers proves yet again that governments and their bureaucracies are no match for the powerful
contributions made by the selfless individuals who help to shape the character of our communities.
SANDRINGHAM COMMUNITY FORUM
Mr ROWSWELL: I am looking forward to hosting the next Sandringham community forum on
Friday, 4 December, at Black Rock House. This forum comprises the leaders of local clubs, groups and
associations, and our next meeting will determine our community’s next steps in COVID community
recovery. I am looking forward with enthusiasm and vigour to this important community meeting.
WILLIAMSTOWN ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (10:22): Last week I was thrilled
to visit Bayside P–12 College in my electorate to share some exciting news that the school will receive
$6.7 million for upgraded science and maths labs, and classrooms as part of our building works
package. This is just one of over 1000 school upgrades being delivered by the Andrews Labor
government right across Victoria, providing our kids with the best facilities and the best education. It
builds on our proven track record of investing in the future of every child, a track record that includes
the modernisation of old classrooms at Spotswood Primary School by funding the first stage of their
master plan. It includes $3.8 million to upgrade Altona North Primary School, getting rid of
classrooms with termites, building new ones and upgrading their facilities. It includes $1.2 million to
upgrade the year 12 study centre and complete the theatre complex at Williamstown High School.
Our track record also includes delivering a new high school for the inner west, with $29 million to
build the Pilgrim Street campus of Footscray High School. This is particularly close to my heart as the
former president of SKY High, as we led a campaign for a new high school that families needed in
Seddon, Yarraville and Kingsville. But most importantly this budget includes a massive $5.4 million
to give the kids at Yarraville Special Development School the learning spaces they need. We know
that education is the best way to empower our young people.
CAULFIELD ELECTORATE
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (10:24): Time flies when you are having fun, and it is approaching
10 years since I was elected as the member for Caulfield. I want to thank the constituents and my great
community for the work that we have been able to do together.
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As of yesterday, we have now got work for a land management plan at Caulfield Hospital to see if we
can turn that fantastic site into something for our community. We have seen funding for Booran Road
Reserve, and now we have a fantastic park that is internationally renowned; funding for the Ormond
level crossing removal; the delivery of Elsternwick Park and also the turning of the old rifle range,
Bang Bang, into a cafe; the review of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve to ultimately turn that into a
great park; speed zones at Glen Eira College; the establishment of the Caulfield Volunteer Awards;
raised $100 000 for charities with fun runs around Caulfield Park; the Liberal Party policy to ban the
Nazi swastika, with work still to be done; funding for the Caulfield Park Bowling Club; work to
develop around gifted education, music in schools and agricultural education; and we have called for
a master plan for the hospital and fought to protect our neighbourhood from over development,
including heritage protection. There is still so much work to be done, including funding for ageing
school facilities; delivery of level crossing removals, including Glen Huntly and Neerim roads; of
course Ripponlea with more parkland; delivery of affordable housing; revitalising our major shopping
strips; and the ABC cultural precinct, with more work to be done. I want to thank my family. I want
to thank my constituents and my community.
FAMILY VIOLENCE
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (10:25): This year’s 16 Days of Activism against Gender-based
Violence is here, and the theme for 2020 is ‘Respect Is …’. Respect means many things: respect for
one another, respect for boundaries, respect for differences, respect for choices and respect for feelings.
Respect is important because experience tells us that violence against women starts with a lack of
respect for women. From telling sexist jokes to sexualised insults, from behaviours intended to make
women feel uncomfortable to excluding, ignoring and belittling women, we have all seen it and half
of us have experienced it. My community has been vocal in calling for an end to family violence.
Across the Macedon Ranges our service clubs, community organisations, emergency services and
sporting clubs have all worked to raise awareness of family violence and to boost gender equality. In
other words, they have worked on ways to grow respect for the choices, opinions, skills and talents of
the girls and women in their clubs and organisations and in our community. We want our community
to be safe and secure and for our homes to be havens, but for many women and children in our
community this is not the case. The Andrews Labor government is committed to ending family
violence, but we cannot do it alone. During the next 16 days I call on my community to take some
time to think about what respect means and what it looks like in action, because we all have a role to
play in ending family violence.
NATIVE FOREST LOGGING
Dr READ (Brunswick) (10:27): While we have been distracted by the pandemic, infection
numbers every day, job losses and now the budget, the tall native forests around the Rubicon Valley,
Snobs Creek valley and Kinglake have been systematically cleared. Warburton and parts of East
Gippsland have taken a pounding as well. Much of the wood goes to the Maryvale pulp mill, and a lot
of the remainder—the branches and thinner parts and the undergrowth—is burned, with the carbon
being returned to the atmosphere. These are water catchments and really important to retain in their
pristine, native state. I notice in the budget there is $11 million for salvage logging, and since the
Andrews government came to power over 20 000 hectares of primary native forest has been cleared.
Despite the enormous losses to fires, it is as if we have changed nothing. But in time we will regret
this, just as we regret the massive clearing of much of Victoria to create farmland. These forests have
an intrinsic value, not just as stores of carbon or as water catchments or habitat for wildlife. They have
a value as an ecosystem, a place to visit and a place to know that they are still there.
CHANDLER HIGHWAY UPGRADE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (10:28): I rise to speak about a matter entirely unrelated to the
state budget but one which has equal importance to residents in the electorate of Northcote. I rise to
celebrate the second anniversary of the mighty upgrade to the Chandler Highway bridge. This bridge
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has quite literally changed the way our community moves around. More than 44 000 drivers each day
no longer have to crowd into a one-lane-each-way bottleneck. I have many memories of sitting in the
car, frustrated, crawling along that tiny bridge at a snail’s pace. Now it is truly something to behold, a
feat of engineering, six brand new lanes crossing over the Yarra River, the heritage bridge restored to
its former glory and converted into a footbridge for cyclists and pedestrians, safer cycling and walking
paths connecting Alphington to the Main Yarra Trail, including a new ramp to replace 70 steps from
the trail to the Yarra Boulevard, new traffic lights at the Yarra Boulevard and Chandler Highway
intersection, beautiful landscaping and a 60-metre-long mural painted by local and Wurundjeri artists.
This project has futureproofed our road network and improved safety for families. Cars are spending
less time in traffic. Cyclists can ride safely on dedicated routes. Trucks are not idling on the tiny bridge.
I cannot believe it has already been two years since this Labor government delivered this phenomenal
upgrade for our suburbs. It is truly a testament to what we can achieve when we invest in infrastructure.
TAFE GIPPSLAND WARRAGUL CAMPUS
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (10:30): The recent funding for the upgrade of TAFE Gippsland’s
Warragul campus is a positive for the Gippsland community, in particular the students and staff who
will get to use the redeveloped facility. When small business is desperately trying to stay afloat and
recover from COVID and there is a major government infrastructure project to be delivered in regional
Victoria you would think the Andrews Labor government would make sure that local building firms
would get an opportunity to tender. It is part of the government’s own specifications for tender that
local content must be a priority. But, no, not in this case. It is an absolute disgrace that the Andrews
Labor government would invite only Melbourne-based building companies to tender for this
$5 million project.
It is typical of the Andrews Labor government, as it takes a smoke-and-mirrors approach to managing
projects: tell people what they want to hear and deliver what is going to be best to suit their mates.
‘Yes’, they say, ‘we will govern for all Victorians’. ‘Yes’, they say, ‘we will support regionally based
business at every opportunity’. Well, I ask the question: what has happened this time? A project that
could easily have been tendered for by a number of Gippsland-based construction companies, all of
them prequalified for a project of this scale, all of them battling through COVID, many of them putting
themselves into serious debt rather than put off staff, and here comes an opportunity for the Andrews
government to give them a share of the capital spend, but, no, they are completely shut out of the
project. What an absolute bloody disgrace. Hang your head in shame, Premier.
BIG HOUSING BUILD
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (10:31): Five point three billion dollars—$5.3 billion—to construct more
than 12 000 community and public housing dwellings in the state of Victoria. It is the biggest single
investment in community housing our nation has ever seen. I want to thank the minister, but I also
want to thank those service providers, the homelessness service providers, who I have spoken to over
the last two years, who have demonstrated their commitment to making sure that everyone in our
society has a roof over their head. That is a simple premise: that everyone should have the security of
a place to call home.
NORWOOD SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr HALSE: I also want to thank the school leadership team at Norwood Secondary College:
Andrew, Kris, Jackie and school council president Tammie. Congratulations on receiving more than
$8 million in this year’s budget to upgrade your local school.
RINGWOOD SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr HALSE: To Ringwood Secondary College, to Michael Phillips and the school leadership team
there, who have received just under $15 million for a new STEM centre, congratulations.
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INTERNATIONAL DAY FOR THE ELIMINATION OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN
Mr HALSE: Finally, today is the International Day for the Elimination of Violence against
Women. I note that the UN is noting that there is a shadow pandemic that is occurring across the world,
and that is of violence against women. I want to thank the Minister for Women for her work in this
space in this budget and the commitment of this government to address the issue of family violence.
MCKINNON SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (10:33): I have always enjoyed attending the school musical
productions at McKinnon Secondary College. They were planning on putting on Seussical Jr., the
musical, this year. Unfortunately they were unable to, but students got together and performed Oh,
The Thinks You Can Think remotely. They did an amazing job, so congratulations to Mishka Agarwal,
Michaela Anderson, Sofia Atchison, Sabri Bayanta, Meirav Berger, Ashley Blutman, Mia Ciccolallo,
Olivia Colletta, Aviel Dikshteyn, Poppy Elliot, Kyla Fanstone, Sasha Finn, Mabel Green, Josie Green,
Lani Hammam, Gisele Hennequin, Janae Hunter, Grace James, Ben Jason-Easton, Annalise Kaper,
Anthony Kostelac, Neda Lay, Arianne Lindsay, Phoebe Lock, Mahathi Mahesh, Mckinley Markham,
Kai Munro, Katelyn Nguyen, Alyssa Nikolakopoulos, Mia Richards, Andrew Seamer, Milana
Smirnova, Ethan Sporton, Ruben Stein-Fooks, Drew Thompson, Seffra Tienstra, Isabella Varvodic,
Amelie Villella, Sophie Willis and Talia Zamir. Congratulations to all of them and to the entire school
community. Well done on getting through what has been an incredibly challenging year, and I wish
you all the best for 2021.
BROADMEADOWS ELECTORATE REVITALISATION
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:34): Multibillion-dollar investments for new jobs and homes
in the state district of Broadmeadows culminated within days after years of providing plans and
advocacy to deliver such results. Broadmeadows is defined as a priority under the Victorian
government’s historic $5.3 billion investment—Australia’s biggest ever—in affordable and social
housing. The Australian government also invested $1 billion in CSL for life-saving vaccines. Prime
Minister Scott Morrison’s visit to Broadmeadows to make this announcement vindicates my call to
designate a precinct for advanced manufacturing four years ago in Creating Opportunity: Postcodes
of Hope, and we aim to build on these investments through the Broadmeadows Revitalisation
Board 4.0 to coordinate the three tiers of government, business and civil society to maximise results.
The Andrews government continues building the Education State. Investments in schools and social
cohesion in the state district of Broadmeadows included $10 million for the Jacana School for Autism
and $7.8 million for Fawkner Primary School. Extra funds have been committed to engage primary
school students with complex education needs through Project REAL, delivered in partnership with
15 local schools for vulnerable students, and the Northern Centre for Excellence for School
Engagement. Funds for planning to upgrade John Fawkner College are also designated.
These are really important investments, and Broadmeadows Hospital is seeking funds from the
$200 million Metropolitan Health Infrastructure Fund as well.
OAKLEIGH ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (10:35): I would like to place on record my appreciation to the
staff and counsellors at our local schools for their extraordinary work not just this year but every year.
I would like to recognise their advocacy on behalf of their school communities. It is the advocacy and
the forward planning that has enabled us to be in the best position to provide even more funding this
year to upgrade many local schools around my community. While this year’s budget was very
impressive for education funding, we have shown this is not a one-off; this has been happening since
this government’s first budget back in 2015.
One of the figures I quoted before the 2018 election was that our Labor government had invested over
$56 million in capital funding for schools in and around the Oakleigh electorate. It is more than
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100 times that invested by the previous government over the same time period. I think, from memory,
those opposite had previously provided $544 000 over four years. By now, after just six years under
this government, the figure invested for capital upgrades around schools in my community is
$100 million.
Just yesterday we confirmed there would be further major upgrades: $9.9 million for South Oakleigh
College, $8.8 million for Oakleigh South Primary, $7.1 million for Mount Waverley Secondary
College, $9.7 million for Ashwood High School, $4 million for stage 2 at Oakleigh Primary,
$10 million at Monash Special Developmental School and $8 million at Glenallen School.
Congratulations to all the teams at these schools for your efforts. They will always be recognised by
this government. But can I say, we are not done yet; under Labor this is always a work in progress,
and my community will benefit with much, much more.
HOPPERS CROSSING SECONDARY COLLEGE
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (10:37): Just recently I had the pleasure of calling principal Keith
Halge at Hoppers Crossing Secondary College. You see, I had some really wonderful news for Keith
and his school community. During our phone call I am sure he was as close to tears as I was, and the
reason for that is pretty special. The Andrews Labor government is going to spend just over
$10 million on upgrading and completely modernising this local school. This is going to be absolutely
transformational for the hundreds of families that send their kids to this great local school.
Now, for Hoppers Crossing Secondary this means classrooms that are at least 30 years old can finally
be transformed into 21st-century learning facilities. When I first met Keith and set foot in the school,
it was clear to me that the classrooms were in desperate need of a complete overhaul. Walking around
the school I met the teaching staff and students that make this an awesome school, but I could not get
over how old so many of the classrooms were and the many portables that had seen better days. While
I smiled on the outside, I knew on the inside that these kids and their families in the outer west deserved
better. They deserved to be in classrooms fit for learning, because the students themselves are making
remarkable gains on the education front. They are smart kids, they are resilient kids chasing big, big
dreams. They are the future faces of this great state of Victoria.
This is an incredible outcome for the local school community and Hoppers Crossing. I am so, so very
proud of this budget win for our local community. This is the great stuff of Labor governments, and
this is why Labor governments matter in the west.
Statements on parliamentary committee reports
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Tackling Climate Change in Victorian Communities
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (10:39): I am pleased to have the opportunity to rise to make a few
comments on the Inquiry into Tackling Climate Change in Victorian Communities report, a report of
the Environment and Planning Committee that was tabled this morning. In many ways for me I guess
this was a return to what I thought was committee normalcy. When I came into the Parliament I was
on the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee, and it was a pretty collaborative committee that came
up with some interesting recommendations. Of course my committee service after that has largely
been confined to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC), which is of course a very
different beast. Probably if I had chosen a topic to return to committee normalcy, it may not have been
climate change, but in the end it worked out pretty well. It was also my first experience of a committee
drawn from one house on policy issues, as distinct from the Privileges Committee, and frankly I was
a little bit sceptical about whether that would work or not, but in the end I think it worked pretty well.
I do want to acknowledge the other members of the committee: my coalition colleagues, the members
for Ovens Valley and Kew; from the government side, the members for Burwood, Yan Yean and Box
Hill; and of course the chair of the committee, the member for South Barwon. In acknowledging him
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I also want to acknowledge the kind remarks he made in the chair’s foreword, which I have only just
read. I think it was an opportunity to do some useful work on a difficult topic.
Committees, as I mentioned, tend to be partisan in their nature—PAEC is the classic example of that.
Policy committees in many instances can be partisan—we can all be partisan—but frankly it is a waste
of time. It is a waste of time from a political point of view as well as from a policy point of view
because no-one cares. You can argue the toss all you like, you can produce a dissenting report, but
unless it is a clear point-of-principle difference, no-one cares. And even if it is an important matter,
almost always no-one notices. So the approach I tend to take with these committees is that it is an
opportunity to engage, to learn from the experience and hopefully do some good and add some value
along the way.
I do want to acknowledge the secretariat of the committee: Nathan Bunt, the executive officer, and
Dr Ben Beccari, who both obviously had significant input into the report—we all know how that
works—and we had a very, very good document when we started deliberations; Helen Ross-Soden,
who runs the administration side; and Christianne Andonovski, who I think was with us for six or eight
weeks during the middle of the year.
I think we were fortunate that the hearings had largely been concluded by the time the pandemic really
got running in the middle of March. It would have been impossible to do the sorts of public hearings,
site visits and all the necessary things that were done had COVID started earlier. I think it is also
interesting though that while the videoconferencing process saved all of us, I am sure, and certainly
the chair, the member for Ovens Valley and me, a lot of time in not having to travel in—it saved
2½ hours to 3 hours time for me in a day, which is a big deal—to some extent it did facilitate the
deliberative process and perhaps enabled us to resolve some issues that we might not have been able
to resolve around the committee table by taking it online, I guess, rather than taking it off line, but
having the opportunity to have those discussions. I think it is an interesting model.
Climate change has certainly taken a back seat in recent months, but I think as the pandemic recedes
it will come back into the spotlight inevitably. Five minutes does not permit me to get into the detail
of the recommendations except to acknowledge that there are 72 recommendations, and I think they
are all worthwhile. I think the important thing, though, is to note that change is occurring. Clearly just
from talking to people outside Melbourne and inside Melbourne, change is occurring, and it has been
occurring, as we know, for a very long time. So the question really around this change that is happening
is whether we manage it or whether we allow it to manage us. If we manage it, I think there are some
very genuine opportunities to be had from an inevitable change, but if we do not manage it, it could
be very, very costly, particularly to the social fabric of the state of Victoria.
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Tackling Climate Change in Victorian Communities
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (10:44): It is with some pleasure that I rise this morning to
speak on the inquiry into tackling climate change across Victorian communities. I must do so by
reflecting for a moment on the history of inquiries around many parliaments throughout Australia into
the big topic of climate change. Indeed it has been a policy challenge that has challenged both of the
main political parties. It has been of course a toxic debate at times throughout the last 10 years. I would
very much like to acknowledge the members of the committee for really putting aside that history in
as many ways as we could to come up with what is a bipartisan report that has 72 recommendations
that were debated, discussed and ultimately agreed. I would very much like to acknowledge the
member for Mornington and all of the colleagues who participated in this.
This inquiry of course was conducted—certainly in the first half—pre pandemic, and that provided us
the opportunity to get around to many diverse communities throughout Victoria and to take evidence
as to what those communities were doing with respect to responding to the challenges of climate
change. I think all of us on the committee were very accepting of the science of climate change, and
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certainly all of the evidence that I heard through that inquiry, or almost all of it, very much reinforced
in my mind the significance of these challenges and of course the passion with which various
communities were responding to the challenges of climate change. Of course once we got to the writing
of the report, that coincided roughly with the spread of COVID-19 and meant that we moved to online
reporting and discussion through Microsoft Teams and the like. I think that went relatively smoothly.
This report has made some 72 recommendations. I think there were some 600 pages of transcript and
evidence presented to us, and I think it is true to say that the Victorian community broadly has an
appetite for the Parliament to operate in a bipartisan nature with respect to this particular public policy
issue. I think Victorian communities—and I use the plural for that term—very much want to see, from
my perspective at least and certainly from the evidence as I read it, tailored solutions that enable
communities to be able to tailor the approach that they take in responding to climate change.
In the moment or so that I have left I just want to make the point that the evidence that we heard very
much went to a whole bunch of different topics, whether it be disaster resilience, how we finance local
community action in terms of climate change, how we might adopt and adapt to agricultural practices
and the introduction of urban or agroforestry into the landscape, and the things that we might do to
retrofit the built landscape that we live in, whether it be our individual homes or indeed businesses.
There is a great desire out there in the Victorian community to see, I think, a decisive set of policies
implemented, and it is pleasing to see that with the budget to date some of those initiatives that we
have discussed in our report have in fact been delivered on in so many significant ways. I would like
to take, with the 6 seconds I have left, the opportunity to thank the secretariat for their support and
thank the members of the committee.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (10:49): I would like to speak to the Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
from the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee of October 2019. I would at the outset like to
thank all of my parliamentary colleagues for the great work that they do during PAEC, as it is known
colloquially. It is certainly a time-consuming, intensive effort. It takes an enormous amount of work
and concentration to work through all of the content that is presented over those couple of weeks, so I
particularly thank my colleague the member for Gippsland South, who does an outstanding job, and
also the member for Evelyn, who is in the chamber at the moment. Thank you so much for all the
work that you do to try and glean some transparency from the government so that our local people
understand where their taxpayer dollars are being spent.
I would like to refer specifically to pages 181 to 183 of the report, particularly in regard to the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and their responsibilities around Parks
Victoria. Parks Victoria, as it refers to in here, has a budget of $181.1 million, which for my part of
the world involves the Grampians National Park and Mount Arapiles, which is a state park. I have
spent a fair bit of time in the Grampians. It is wonderful to walk through that area. It is teeming with
wildlife. Unfortunately there are some areas where we are now seeing more weeds and pests arrive. I
think most local people were surprised to hear recently that Parks Victoria is intending to bring dingoes
back to the national park. We all know that that dingoes are wild dogs, and as it is an area which is
absolutely teeming with wildlife I am deeply concerned that the government would be making plans
to introduce wild dogs to this area when a lot of work has been put into eradicating those pests from
the Grampians National Park.
Of course the Grampians is much different to other areas in that it really is a family-friendly and
beautiful park which people can walk through quite regularly. We are seeing more and more weeds
through the area. We need to do some additional work, but I know that there are a lot of volunteers
who put effort in to do that work as well. The Grampians is an island of sorts in that it is surrounded
by farmland. This is some key grazing land. There are some beautiful areas of prime land and also
some more growing regions that surround the Grampians. I am deeply concerned, as are nearby
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growers who have property adjacent to the Grampians National Park, that the introduction of wild
dogs or dingoes would just cause so much harm to the stock in that local area. I note in this year’s
budget there is a $14 million allocation to wild dog and pest management. It just seems absurd that on
one hand we are looking at putting money towards controlling wild dogs but here we are with Parks
Victoria having a grand plan to introduce wild dogs to an area where they have been fully eradicated.
Of course the other impact on the Grampians that Parks is responsible for is the recent closure of rock
climbing in the area. Now, rock climbing in the region is a key tourist attraction. It helps to attract local
people to the area. When you look at rock climbing at Mount Arapiles, or Djurite, you see the support
of the Natimuk community. Bill Lovell does a fantastic job in the Nati community. He runs a local
pub, and he has been a key advocate to ensure that access to rock climbing is maintained. We of course
know that this needs to be done in conjunction with the utmost respect for traditional owners in the
region. However, what we have seen from Parks Victoria is a delegation of the responsibility around
consultation with the community, whether it is with local people or rock-climbing groups or other
groups that could be impacted by further closures. They might be people who enjoy bushwalking in
the area, they might be people who enjoy camping in the area—they are not being engaged with.
While Parks can delegate the responsibility to consult, they cannot abrogate that responsibility. I think
that the traditional owners are being put in a very, very difficult position where they feel like they are
being forced to engage with people who they do not feel culturally safe with, and they feel pressured
in doing that. At the same time we have got groups of people who feel they are not able to have their
say. We can get a balanced approach. I am sure we can support and protect those very, very important
traditional sites in our region, because we all want to see those protected for generations to come. But
we also need to make sure Parks can find that line of ensuring that access to rock climbing at those
fantastic rock-climbing sites that we have in Victoria in the Grampians and Mount Arapiles can
continue to be open and to support our local communities.
ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Conduct of the 2018 Victorian State Election
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (10:54): I welcome the member for Lowan back to the chamber this
week. The inquiry into the conduct of the 2018 Victorian state election is the committee report that I
would like to make some commentary on. In particular I would like to acknowledge the work of the
Electoral Matters Committee—some 12 members across the Parliament participated; of course a nowminister, the member for Yuroke, earlier chaired the committee but the inquiry was concluded by
Mr Tarlamis, a member for South Eastern Metropolitan in the other place—and of course the
executive officer, Dr Christopher Gribbin, for his work and leadership through the committee process.
But in particular I do want to pick up some of the elements of that report. There is commentary in the
report about whether the election was inclusive. It sort of goes to the point around inclusivity with
regard to the numbers of people who voted and a reflection on that aspect, whereas I would have
wanted to draw the committee’s recommendations and attention to disability access, which I think
needs a greater level of scrutiny and accountability from the Victorian Electoral Commission and the
work that it does in trying circumstances to find venues and locations for early voting and for polling
places. But given the many places that we use, certainly across the Ivanhoe electorate, for early voting
I think we do need to do more to provide greater disability access. When I say that, that is also for
elderly and infirm people, who found themselves in very significant queues, given that the early voting
attendance was some 36.8 per cent of the registered voters who actually cast a vote in the 2018
election. So I think there is a lot more that we need to do to identify not only greater accessibility for
people with disabilities but for senior citizens in our community who find themselves in very
significant queues for early voting. Understanding that, I think there is more we can do there.
There is also discussion, I think, in the report relates to group voting tickets, which of course is a
system in the upper house here with that single transferable vote. They felt that for CALD communities
there needed to be more done to provide support and assistance to them in filling out those group
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voting tickets. I think that comes to a broader debate for another time, but I think there is a lot to be
said about the voting system we have in the other place in this Parliament and really the significant
how-to-vote ticket and ballot paper for the upper house. The mind boggles for many in the community
who are not practitioners of the language many of us speak. I think it really does disenfranchise and
alienate members of the community from participating in the voting system, and I think there is a lot
more that needs to be done around accountability of the other place in the way in which it operates. I
think that is certainly one of the reflections. The Bracks government did change the system, but I do
not think it serves us well yet. It requires further work from all members and engagement with the
Victorian community about the way in which there is greater accountability when you have a group
voting ticket and system which effectively means party list elections in the upper house, which I do
not think serves Victoria well. We need to do more to improve that system.
Also I note that there is some discussion in the report that we need to touch on, and that relates to party
advertising and canvassing on election day and in the lead-up to an election, particularly around let us
call them A-frames and advertising and the limits that were placed on candidates and members in relation
to signage. I think there were some useful elements that were applied in the legislation that we put through
the Parliament last term. I think, as always, you will find that candidates and individuals will seek to work
around whatever rules you have in place, but I think that through the practice of the last election there are
opportunities for us to further improve and give greater clarity around the advertising signage within the
distance to polling booths and pre-polling booths to make things more effective.
Also the two-week period for pre-poll—we want to enfranchise as many people as possible to vote. I
think that is great, increasing early voting. I think that is all fine. If it is getting more people—registered
voters—to vote, that is what it is all about. But I think we could do more around the time that we
allocate to early voting, which is very significant, and do more to better understand working Victorians
and their opportunity to vote in the early voting periods across weekends—and the shiftworkers. I
think you might contract the period, but you might have greater hours available to people.
I think the report covers some great ground, and there is always more work to do to enfranchise more
Victorians to vote.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Victorian Government’s Response to the COVID-19 Pandemic
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (10:59): I wish to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s interim report in relation to its inquiry into the Victorian government’s response to the
COVID-19 pandemic, and may I begin by commending to the house the interim minority report of the
committee. Unlike the majority report, which reads absolutely like a propaganda piece for the Andrews
Labor government, the minority report actually lays bare the litany of failures this Labor government
caused, resulting in Victoria being the only state in Australia to suffer a second wave of COVID-19 and
sadly over 800 Victorians losing their lives to the virus. And quite frankly the Andrews Labor
government should hang its head in shame for being responsible for the greatest public policy failure that
this country has ever seen. The report makes clear that the mismanagement by the Labor government in
relation to the COVID-19 pandemic resulted in harsh restrictions—restrictions on movement and
restrictions on business activity—and that those restrictions were eased back and then later reimposed, is
just indicative of how poorly the Labor government was prepared, how concerned and worried they were
for the strength or lack thereof of their own public health system to deal with pandemic and they knew
that they had set themselves up for failure with their botched hotel quarantine program.
So the time that we are referring to with the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and the
hearings that this report refers to is back some time. Obviously many things have changed now as the
virus has transpired, and I would like to commend all Victorians for the hard work that they have done
to take care, get tested when sick and persist and be resilient. We now have no cases of coronavirus,
or COVID, in Victoria, and that is a good thing. But when PAEC was actually hearing these matters
many, many months ago the story was much sadder. It was a polar opposite of the situation we have

STATEMENTS ON PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE REPORTS
Wednesday, 25 November 2020

Legislative Assembly

3597

now, and as I said, Victoria was the only state in Australia to experience a second wave, the only state
who had to go through this pain, causing 800 Victorians to lose their lives, thousands of businesses to
close—some never to reopen—and hundreds of thousands of Victorians to lose their jobs. It was a
devastating blow to all Victorians who did the right thing, and it was really because of the catastrophic
failures in hotel quarantine.
It was not a good-news story, hotel quarantine, and it was a direct result of the failures of the Andrews
Labor government. I want to refer to some of the evidence of the Premier and his department, and at
that stage in the way the Premier was providing his evidence to the committee really he was trying to
convey that he was proud of Victoria’s response. But in light of the figures—and we know that
genomic testing proves that 99 per cent of the cases were linked to the botched hotel quarantine and
that community transmission only occurred because of the Andrews government’s failures in hotel
quarantine—we now know that the Premier’s evidence in fact was proven wrong, that Victoria did
not have control of the virus at the time. They did not have control and they allowed community
transmission to completely get out of control and cause complete devastation to Victorians’ lives and
livelihoods, and it is completely unacceptable. The Premier also gave evidence, and I quote:
… the army of people … are working in our accommodation hotels under a plan put forward by Victoria at
the national cabinet to move to a compulsory hotel quarantine model, which was very quickly adopted around
that national cabinet table by all states and territories. I think it has served us really well.

That was his quote—but it was not the actual army. We now know that the Premier failed and refused
to allow the Australian Defence Force, the ADF personnel, to help take charge of hotel quarantine.
That is one of the greatest flaws and biggest public policy failures that this state and this nation have
ever seen, and the Labor government should be ashamed.
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Tackling Climate Change in Victorian Communities
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (11:04): I rise to talk about the inquiry into tackling climate change in
Victorian communities. I want to just start my contribution by thanking everybody who was involved
in putting together this report: the parliamentary committee staff, Nathan Bunt, Ben Beccari, Helen
Ross-Soden and Christianne Andonovski; the Hansard reporters who travelled with us for all the
regional hearings as well as the hearings that were in Melbourne; and of course all the members of the
committee, particularly the chair, the member for South Barwon, and the deputy chair, the member
for Mornington, whom we have already heard from.
This is the only committee that I am involved in, and this is the first report that I have been privileged
to be a part of putting together. I must say that I echo the comments of the deputy chair, the member
for Mornington, in terms of talking about the bipartisan approach that was taken by all committee
members in working on this really challenging policy area. As the chair noted, the issue of climate
change in our communities has been one that has been contested at many levels of government
throughout the country, and I think it was really pleasing to see that such a bipartisan approach was
taken to really tackle some of our biggest challenges.
I guess I would just like to draw on a few observations that I made through the hearing process, and it
did generate an enormous amount of interest from the community. There were more than
160 submissions from the community. For the regional hearings we managed to go throughout the
state. It was interesting from a timing point of view that most of our regional hearings had wrapped up
before December 2019, so pre COVID. Obviously there was discussion particularly last year about
the impact of drought and resilience and things like that. We had planned and programmed in a hearing
in the north-east of the state for February. Obviously over the Christmas period there were some
terrible bushfires in the north-east of the state and the east of the state, and it really gave time, I guess,
to reflect and discuss with those communities what climate change meant for those communities.
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In terms of some of the observations that I drew from discussing this with a whole range of people
through the committee hearing process, one was just how much people are doing. People are taking
action—local communities, local councils, business owners, farmers—not only because they see
climate change as real and need to put in place action but because it makes financial and economic
sense. The farmers and the business owners in regional Victoria—the ones that we spoke to—even if
they perhaps had different views in terms of the contribution that mankind might be making to climate
change, they could see with their own eyes what the weather patterns were doing, how they had
changed from what their parents had experienced, the length and severity of droughts, what crops they
were able to plant and the length of the growing seasons. These are real-life examples of what people
are experiencing and how people are responding.
I am really pleased that we were able to gather and put together all of that information and propose a
whole raft of recommendations—72 recommendations in all—that I believe will really contribute to
a much better outcome from an environmental perspective.
Bills
STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (11:10): I table a statement of compatibility in
relation to the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020.
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Charter), I
make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 (Bill), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly,
is compatible with the human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
Statement.
Overview
The Bill introduces a number of budget measures, and makes technical amendments to the Duties Act 2000
(Duties Act), the Land Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax Act), Taxation Administration Act 1997 (Taxation
Administration Act), First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 (First Home Owner Grant Act), Valuation of
Land Act 1960 (Valuation of Land Act), Environment Protection Act 2017 (Environment Protection
Act 2017), and Part 6A of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 (Gambling Regulation Act).
Several of the amendments made by the Bill do not engage the human rights listed in the Charter because
they either do not affect natural persons, or they operate beneficially in relation to natural persons. However,
the following amendments have been identified as potentially engaging human rights contained in the Charter:
•

The Bill’s amendments to the principal place of residence (PPR) exemption provisions of the Land
Tax Act.

•

The Bill’s amendments to the Duties Act: to prevent a first home buyer (FHB) transferee (or a
transferee’s spouse) from accessing the FHB Concession more than once; to increase livestock
duty rates; and to clarify that the acquisition of a partnership interest in a partnership that holds land
is liable to duty.

•

The Bill’s amendments to the Gambling Regulation Act in relation to: net wagering revenue
(NWR); net payouts paid to a customer in relation to free bets; currency; and the treatment of groups.

•

The Bill’s amendments to the Taxation Administration Act to enable the Commissioner of State
Revenue (Commissioner) to issue property clearance certificates.

Human rights issues
•

The right to privacy and reputation under section 13 of the Charter;

•

property rights, as protected under section 20 of the Charter; and

•

retrospective rights, as protected under section 27 of the Charter.

For the reasons outlined below, in my opinion, the Bill is compatible with each of these rights.
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Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The Bill amends the Taxation Administration Act to enable the Commissioner to issue property clearance
certificates, which will replace the land tax clearance certificates currently sought and issued under the Land
Tax Act. As with the land tax clearance certificates, only an owner, mortgagee or bona fide purchaser may
apply for a property clearance certificate. The Commissioner is required to disclose the amount payable with
respect to any charge on the land for unpaid land tax, and may also provide additional information. This may
include, for example, an amount of land tax that has not yet been assessed, or information relating to another
debt payable to the Commissioner under a revenue law with respect to that property.
To the extent that the information that may be disclosed in a property clearance certificate is personal
information, the right to privacy is engaged. However, the right to privacy is not limited. The disclosure
contemplated by this amendment will not be arbitrary, nor will it constitute unlawful interference. The
disclosure of this information will be expressly permitted by and subject to the secrecy provisions of the
Taxation Administration Act.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. This right is not limited where there is a law that authorises a deprivation of property,
and that law is adequately accessible, clear and certain, and sufficiently precise to enable a person to regulate
their conduct.
Land Tax Act PPR amendments—section 20 of the Charter
Temporary absence exemption where income is derived in the year preceding the tax year
The temporary absence provision allows PPR exempt land to be tax-exempt for up to 6 years when an owner
of PPR exempt land is temporarily absent from that land where they intend to return to that land as their PPR.
The Bill amends the Land Tax Act to impose strict income restrictions in such situations (the existing
condition is that an owner of land must not rent out the land for 6 months or more while they are absent); no
income can now be derived from PPR land during the owner’s temporary absence.
This limitation will result in land that is currently PPR exempt to be no longer exempt where the owner is
temporarily absent from their PPR and they are deriving income from their PPR during the period of absence.
The amendments may therefore engage the right to property.
This amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely formulated to
ensure that the original policy intent of the PPR exemption for temporary absence is reflected in the Land Tax
Act, being that the PPR exemption should generally not apply for land that is used to produce income.
Furthermore, this amendment will be subject to a transitional arrangement where, for the 2021 land tax year,
the owner or trustee can still qualify for the PPR exemption if they meet the 6-month condition referred to
above. Landowners are provided with a transition period of one tax year to allow them to meet the more
stringent ‘no income’ requirement.
Temporary absence exemption on land being constructed or renovated
The Land Tax Act enables an owner of land to obtain a land tax refund when the owner is unable to occupy
that land as their PPR at 31 December of the preceding year because a residence was being constructed or
renovated on the land. In these circumstances, the owner is entitled to a refund of land tax paid on the land
once the residence is completed, on condition that the owner continuously uses and occupies the land as their
PPR for at least 6 months commencing in that tax year. The owner may also be entitled to a refund of the land
tax paid in respect of the 2 prior years when there has been an acceptable delay in completing the construction
or renovation of the residence. This provision can result in a taxpayer being granted a PPR exemption for
eligible land for up to 4 years; but they have to pay land tax during those years and then subsequently apply
for a land tax refund.
As an alternative to paying land tax on unoccupied land on which a residence is being constructed or renovated
and then later applying for a land tax refund, some taxpayers instead request a temporary absence PPR
exemption for unoccupied land on which a residence is being constructed or renovated. This can result in a
taxpayer being granted a PPR exemption for that land for up to 6 years, and they do not need to pay land tax
and then later seek a refund once they move into their residence.
The Bill amends the Land Tax Act to clarify that the temporary absence PPR exemption does not apply to
land owners who are constructing or renovating a residence on their land. It is inequitable for some land
owners to be granted a longer exemption period under the temporary absence PPR exemption while other
owners pay land tax and then apply for a refund for a shorter period once they move into their residence. Land

BILLS
3600

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 25 November 2020

owners who are renovating or constructing residences should be treated fairly and consistently under the Land
Tax Act. This is achieved by ensuring that all taxpayers in the same circumstances obtain the same exemption
period under the Land Tax Act.
The effect of this amendment is that all owners of unoccupied land who are constructing or renovating a
residence on that land will no longer be eligible for the temporary absence PPR exemption. Instead they will
have to pay land tax on that land, and then apply for a land tax refund if they satisfy the eligibility requirements
of the exemption for unoccupied land on which a residence is being constructed or renovated.
This amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely formulated to
ensure that the temporary absence PPR exemption operates in accordance with policy intent. It also ensures
that all taxpayers in the same situation are treated consistently.
Separate residence is used to derive income
Where land contains a separate residence which is leased for residential purposes, the PPR exemption is
apportioned. The Bill will amend the Land Tax Act to provide that where a separate residence is used to
derive income from the provision of residential accommodation, whether it is subject to a lease or not, the
PPR exemption is apportioned.
This limitation would result in land that is currently eligible for the PPR exemption to no longer be exempt.
To this extent, the amendments may engage the right to property.
However, this amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely
formulated to give effect to the original policy intent of the PPR exemption, and reflects the preferred position
that when an owner of PPR exempt land derives income from the provision of residential accommodation
(such as short term rental arrangements) from a separate residence on their PPR land, which is typically rated
separately by councils based on occupancy, this represents a significant income earning activity and the PPR
exemption should not apply to that portion of the income-earning land.
Temporary absence exemption and holder of a right to reside
The Land Tax Act currently extends the ‘temporary absence PPR exemption’ to holders of a ‘right to reside’.
A ‘right to reside’ is regarded as a mere licence to occupy the land without having any proprietary interest in
the land. The Bill seeks to amend the Land Tax Act so that the temporary absence PPR exemption does not
apply to holders of a ‘right to reside’.
By limiting the operation of the PPR exemption, this amendment may engage the right to property, since the
PPR exemption will no longer extend to a natural person registered proprietor of land occupied by a person
with a ‘right to reside’ who has been temporarily absent.
This amendment does not constitute an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely
formulated to ensure that the original policy intent that when a person with a ‘right to reside’ ceases to occupy
the land, that right to the exemption ceases. In this instance, the policy rationale of extending the temporary
absence PPR exemption, which confers a land tax exemption benefit on the land owner who does not even
reside on the land, undermines the underlying policy of the PPR exemption.
PPR exemption on death of resident with right to reside
The Land Tax Act allows a PPR exemption to continue over PPR land after the death of a resident with a ‘right
to reside’ or life tenancy until either the deceased estate is fully administered or three years have passed since
the date of the resident’s death, whichever occurs first. However, PPR land does not form part of the deceased
estate (since the deceased was not the ‘fee simple’ owner), so there is no policy justification for why the PPR
exemption should continue to apply to land after the death of a person with a right to reside or life tenancy.
The Bill therefore amends the Land Tax Act to make it clear that concessionary PPR treatment in respect of
a deceased estate does not extend to a deceased who held a right to reside or life tenancy.
As this amendment may result in the PPR exemption being removed from currently exempt land, the
amendment may engage the right to property, since the owners of affected land will now be liable for land tax.
This amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely formulated to
ensure that the policy intent that only a deceased ‘fee simple’ owner’s estate can be eligible for concessionary
PPR treatment while the estate is being administered (so long as that land is not used to derive income).
Separate residence includes a part of a building
Where land contains a separate residence which is leased, the PPR exemption is apportioned. However, the
Land Tax Act does not clearly specify that a separate residence can include a part of a building (rather than a
separate building on the land). The Bill amends the definition of ‘separate residence’ in the Land Tax Act by
inserting ‘or a part of a building’ after the words ‘a building’.
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This amendment might result in land that is wholly PPR exempt becoming only part PPR exempt to the extent
that a part of a building on that land is a separate residence and not the owner’s PPR. This amendment may
therefore engage the right to property to the extent that a natural person’s full PPR exemption becomes one
that is apportioned.
This limitation would cause land that is currently eligible for the PPR exemption to no longer be exempt. To
this extent, the amendments may engage the right to property.
This amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely formulated to
ensure that the PPR exemption operates in accordance with its original policy intent that where a land contains
a separate residence (and a part of a building can also constitute a separate residence), the PPR exemption is
to be apportioned so that only the owner’s PPR enjoys the benefit of the exemption.
Is the right to property limited by these Land Tax Act amendments?
For the reasons already stated in respect of each amendment, none constitutes an arbitrary deprivation of a
natural person’s property; each amendment made by the Bill to the Land Tax Act is precisely formulated to
ensure that the Land Tax Act reflects the original policy intent underpinning that Act, and to ensure that all
current practices in respect of administering PPRs under the Land Tax Act treat taxpayers consistently.
Furthermore, the Land Tax Act (and any amendments made to that Act) is administered under the Taxation
Administration Act, which establishes the Commissioner’s powers and obligations, taxpayers’ rights of
objection, review, appeal and recovery, and provides a framework to protect the confidentiality of tax related
information. Therefore affected taxpayers will not be deprived of their property other than in accordance with
the law.
Duties Act amendments—section 20 of the Charter
FHB Concession
The FHB Concession requires transferees to satisfy the eligibility criteria for the First Home Owner Grant
(FHOG).
Where there are multiple transferees, both the FHB Concession and the FHOG require only one transferee to
meet the residence requirement of the Duties Act and the FHOG Act. Nevertheless, it is intended that both
parties (including the non-residing transferee) will be prevented from accessing a second FHB Concession
(or FHOG) for a second purchase. In the FHOG context this is achieved by Criterion 3 found in the First
Home Owner Grant Act, which provides that the applicant or the applicant’s partner must not have been a
party to an earlier application for which the FHOG was paid.
However, if a transferee obtains the FHB Concession in respect of the transfer of an established home, there
would not have been a FHOG application in respect of this transfer (the FHOG can only be obtained for the
purchase of a new home). Therefore, a non-residing transferee in respect of this transfer would be able to access
the FHB Concession for a subsequent purchase thereby obtaining the benefit of the FHB Concession again.
The Bill amends the Duties Act to prevent a transferee (or a transferee’s spouse) from accessing the FHB
Concession where they have already obtained an FHB Concession in respect of an earlier transfer.
To this extent, the amendments may engage the right to property as it will increase the land transfer duty that
the transferee would have otherwise paid if not for the amendment.
However, this amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; it is precisely
formulated to operate as an integrity measure to prevent a transferee from ‘double-dipping’, and is intended
to align the provisions of the Duties Act with their original policy intent, particularly that individuals should
only benefit from the FHB Concession once.
Livestock Duty
Duty is imposed on the sale of livestock under interdependent provisions in Chapter 10 of the Duties Act and
Part 6 of the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 (Livestock Disease Control Act). Livestock duties are paid
by approved livestock agents registered with the SRO for duty payment, and by livestock owners when
livestock is sold. The applicable rate of duty depends on the type of livestock. Part 1 of Chapter 10 applies to
the sale of cattle, Part 2 to the sale of sheep and goats and Part 3 to the sale of pigs. The duty collected is paid
into funds such as the Sheep and Goat Compensation Fund set up under the Livestock Disease Control Act.
These Funds are administered by the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions for the prevention,
monitoring and control of livestock disease, and to compensate livestock owners for losses caused by disease.
Compensation is payable on proof that livestock duty has been paid.
The Bill amends the Duties Act by introducing a staged increase in the sheep and goat duty rate. This increase
and inclusion will affect natural persons who sell sheep and goats, since they will be required to pay livestock
duty at a rate higher than that which currently applies. To this extent, the amendments may engage the right
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to property. The increase in the additional duty rate will ensure more sustainable funding to the Sheep and
Goat Compensation Fund to provide support for programs and projects that benefit the sheep and goat
industry in Victoria.
Partnership Interest
The Duties Act charges duty on changes in beneficial ownership of dutiable property. Until very recently, a
partner in a partnership was considered to have a beneficial interest in each asset of the partnership, which
meant that when a person acquired a share in a partnership that person was considered to have acquired a
beneficial interest in the partnership assets commensurate with the share in the partnership acquired. If land
is held on trust for a partnership, then duty would be payable on the basis that there had been an acquisition
of a beneficial interest in that land, or a change in the beneficial ownership of that land. However, the Court
of Appeal recently ruled that a party who acquires a partnership interest does not acquire a beneficial interest
in land held on trust for the partnership; rather, all that is acquired is a right to a proportion of the surplus
assets of the partnership on a future dissolution of that partnership. This characterisation means that nil duty
is payable on the acquisition of a partnership interest where that partnership holds land.
The State Taxation Acts Amendment Act 2018 amended the Duties Act to bring to duty acquisitions of
partnership interests in order to restore the position as it was understood prior to the decision by the Court of
Appeal. This meant that a person who acquires an interest in a partnership will be deemed to have acquired a
beneficial interest in any land held by the partnership commensurate with the share in the partnership acquired,
and they will therefore be liable for duty on the acquisition of that beneficial interest in the land.
This Bill further amends the Duties Act to bring to duty multiple layered partnership interests (i.e., where a
partnership holds an interest in another partnership).
This amendment will therefore engage the right to property to the extent that duty will be payable by a natural
person who makes an acquisition in these circumstances. However, these amendments do not constitute an
arbitrary deprivation of a natural person’s property; the imposition of duty in these circumstances is precisely
formulated to ensure that duty is paid on indirect acquisitions of interests in dutiable property.
Is the right to property limited by the Duties Act amendments?
For the reasons already stated, none of these amendments constitutes an arbitrary deprivation of a natural
person’s property. Furthermore, the Duties Act (and any amendments made to that Act) is administered under
the Taxation Administration Act, which establishes the Commissioner’s powers and obligations, taxpayers’
rights of objection, review, appeal and recovery, and provides a framework to protect the confidentiality of
tax related information. Therefore affected taxpayers will not be deprived of their property other than in
accordance with the law.
Gambling Regulation Act amendments—section 20 of the Charter
Provision on GST inclusive NWR
This amendment clarifies that a wagering and betting entity’s NWR is to be calculated on a GST-inclusive
basis.
Provision on Free Bets
Wagering and betting entities may offer free bets to customers as a promotional activity. Free bets are bets
made wholly or partly without the person (i.e., the customer) making the bet paying any monetary amount
for the bet or part of the bet. Typically, when a customer places a free bet and wins, the wagering and betting
entity pays the gross dividend(s) to the customer’s account and then recoups the cost of funding the free bet.
The intended policy supporting the wagering and betting tax is to count winnings as encompassing any
dividend paid to customers which they can withdraw as cash, i.e. the net payout. Amending the Gambling
Regulation Act to ensure that winnings in the context of ‘free bets’ means the net payout to the customer will
be included in the wagering and betting entity’s net wagering revenue, consistent with the original policy
intent. To the extent that some amounts might not have previously been included in an entity’s taxable
revenue, the amendment ensures that the policy intent is achieved and that the amounts are treated consistently
across all taxpayers.
Provision on treatment of group-to-group scenarios
Given the possibility that some wagering and betting entities may seek to exploit the annual tax-free threshold
(which can only be claimed once each financial year) that will apply to the wagering and betting entity group,
these provisions ensure that the prior NWR already accumulated is accounted for unless tax has already been
paid, and entities do not enter or exit a group to take advantage of the tax-free threshold. To the extent that
the introduction of these new group-to-group scenario provisions requires wagering and betting tax to be
payable by a natural person, the right to property is engaged.
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Is the right to property limited by the Gambling Regulation Act amendments?
To the extent that these amendments will result in additional tax being paid by a natural person who falls
within the definition of a wagering and betting entity, the right to property may be engaged.
The imposition of the wagering and betting tax is not arbitrary because any liabilities arising from these
provisions will be assessed and administered in accordance with the law; specifically Part 6A of Chapter 4 of
the Gambling Regulation Act, and the Taxation Administration Act, which establishes the Commissioner’s
powers and obligations, taxpayers’ rights of objection, review, appeal and recovery, and provides a
framework to protect the confidentiality of tax related information. Therefore, a person will not be deprived
of his or her property other than in accordance with the law.
Retrospective rights (section 27)
Section 27 of the Charter is concerned with the retrospective operation of criminal laws. It provides that a
person has the right not to be prosecuted or punished for things that were not criminal offences at the time
they were committed.
Provisions on GST inclusive NWR, free bets, bets stated in a foreign currency and treatment of group-togroup scenarios
Although the provisions being inserted into the Gambling Regulation Act do not amend any criminal laws, I
note that they will be taken to have effect from 1 January 2019. The amendments will therefore operate
retrospectively. They will apply to any objections, reviews and appeals determined after commencement of
these provisions, including any objections, reviews or appeals on foot prior to commencement.
Retrospective operation is necessary to protect the public revenue already collected, reinforce the existing
understanding and intention of the amended provisions, and to ensure consistency (in respect of both past and
future periods) with other jurisdictions’ provisions. Retrospective operation will neutralise any existing
ambiguity by clarifying the law with precision. To the extent that the proposed provisions will apply to natural
persons such retrospective operation is necessary to protect the State’s revenue against the risk of significant
leakage.
For these reasons, in my opinion, the provisions of the Bill are compatible with the rights contained in
sections 8(3), 13, 20 and 27 of the Charter.
TIM PALLAS MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General) (11:10): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
This Bill gives effect to Budget measures that will deliver important support to business and communities and
help to kickstart Victoria’s economic recovery from the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic. This Bill also
makes a number of improvements to Victoria’s taxation and valuation laws to support their effective operation.
Budget initiatives
In the 2019–20 Budget, the Andrews Government introduced a land transfer duty concession for commercial
and industrial property transactions in regional Victoria to provide support to regional businesses and
encourage businesses to locate in regional areas. The concession applied to contracts entered into on and after
1 July 2019 as a 10 per cent reduction in the duty otherwise payable, increasing by 10 percentage points each
year to provide a full 50 per cent concession from 1 July 2023.
As part of the 2020–21 Budget, this Bill applies the full 50 per cent concession to contracts entered into on or
after 1 January 2021, for eligible commercial and industrial properties across regional Victoria, promoting
opportunities for businesses to expand, recover from the effects of the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic
and invest in regional Victoria. This measure is estimated to provide $39.7 million of additional duty relief
over the budget and forward estimates period.
This Bill will also provide a land tax exemption for certain not for profit clubs as announced in the 2020–21
Budget. Victorian clubs are currently eligible for a concessional rate of land tax on land they own and solely
occupy, if the club is not carried on for the profit or gain of individual members, and is carried on exclusively
to provide for members’ social, cultural, recreational, literary or educational interests, or for the promotion or
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control of horse, pony or harness racing in Victoria. As the existing concession caps the land tax rate at
0.357 per cent, in practice it only provides a benefit for land holdings of a reasonably high value, with many
clubs receiving no benefit.
This Bill will replace the concession with an exemption for all eligible not for profit clubs other than those
engaged in the promotion or control of horse, pony or harness racing. The current concessional rate will
continue to be available to those racing clubs. The new exemption will support the social activities of
Victorian clubs and place them on the same footing as not for profit sporting and outdoor recreational and
cultural clubs that currently receive a full exemption. This measure is estimated to cost approximately
$6.4 million over the budget and forward estimates period.
Other amendments
This Bill amends the Environment Protection Act 1970 and the Environment Protection Amendment Act 2018
to increase the metropolitan municipal and industrial landfill levies and the landfill levies for hazardous wastes
classified as Category C and D wastes to $125.90 per tonne by 2022–23, with proportionate increases to the
rural municipal and industrial landfill levy rates. Changes will be phased in over two years from 1 July 2021,
following a one year deferral from the original commencement date, to minimise economic impacts for
businesses and households recovering from the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic. Victoria’s landfill levy
rates are currently amongst the lowest in Australia and these changes will align our rates more closely with
those in South Australia and New South Wales. The changes are estimated to increase municipal and
industrial landfill levy revenue by approximately $533 million and prescribed industrial waste landfill levies
revenue by approximately $98 million over the forward estimates period. The additional revenue will be used
to support recycling reforms outlined in Recycling Victoria: A new economy, the Victorian Government’s 10year circular economy policy and action plan, providing incentives for Victorians to increase resource
recovery, reduce the diversion of waste to landfill and encourage investment in new technologies.
This Bill also increases the rate of duty charged on the sale of sheep and goats and their carcases incrementally
over three years. Livestock duty collected from sheep and goat sales is paid into the Sheep and Goat
Compensation Fund, established under the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 and within the Minister for
Agriculture’s portfolio, where it is used to support programs and projects that benefit the sheep and goat
industry in Victoria. Funding rounds for such programs and projects are held annually. The current rate of
duty of 12 cents per head has not changed since 1999. This Bill increases the rate to 19 cents per head on
1 January 2021, then 27 cents on 1 January 2022, and to 35 cents per head on 1 January 2023. The increase
will raise additional revenue for programs and projects to benefit sheep and goat producers, and will also
provide potential to fund the ongoing subsidisation of electronic ear tags for sheep and goats, which provides
Victorian producers with a first-class traceability system and protects market access. The measure is estimated
to raise over $6.1 million over the budget and forward estimates period. The amendment in this Bill to the pig
duty provision will see no changes for industry participants and is administrative in nature only.
The Bill also makes several amendments to taxation and valuation laws to improve their operation. These
amendments close loopholes, correct anomalies and ensure that Victorian taxation laws can be administered
efficiently and effectively.
This Bill amends the partnership provisions in the Duties Act 2000 to address an anomaly in situations
involving multiple layered partnerships, where one partnership holds an interest in another partnership. These
provisions were introduced in 2018 and are important to ensure that acquisitions of partnership interests are
liable to duty, in alignment with other jurisdictions. The amendment provides for a full ‘look through’ to the
assets of the other partnership for the purpose of determining liabilities for land transfer duty or landholder
duty, as originally intended.
This Bill amends the definition of ‘dutiable property’ in the Duties Act 2000 to clarify that security and other
interests in fixtures are not considered ‘dutiable property’. Dutiable property is defined to exclude certain
interests that are less than a normal ownership interest, including security interests such as mortgages. In 2019,
the Duties Act 2000 was amended to support the collection of duty on fixtures acquired separately from the
underlying land. However, the existing exclusion of security interests from dutiable property did not extend
to dutiable property consisting of an interest in fixtures. The amendment addresses this unintended
consequence, and confirms that a security interest in a fixture is treated consistently with a security interest in
other forms of dutiable property and is not made inadvertently liable to duty.
This Bill expands the duty exemption available for certain equity release products. These products enable
existing homeowners (usually older Australians) to obtain a financial benefit by trading equity in their home
for a lump sum payment or income stream. Currently, the duty exemption is only available for products
offered by a limited set of permitted providers including financial institutions and bodies regulated by the
Australian Prudential Regulation Authority. The amendment will allow the Commissioner of State Revenue
(Commissioner) to approve additional providers for the purposes of the exemption in accordance with
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guidelines issued by the Treasurer. The guidelines will ensure consumer protection principles are a focus
when assessing the suitability of additional providers offering equity release products and that the interests of
elderly Victorians are protected.
The 2019–20 Budget introduced a concessional rate of motor vehicle duty for electric, hybrid or low-emission
diesel or petrol passenger vehicles classified as ‘green cars’ under Commonwealth standards. This Bill amends
the legislated definition of green car in the Duties Act 2000 to ensure that low-emission vehicles with carbon
dioxide emissions of exactly 120 grams per kilometre are included in the definition as was originally intended.
This Bill amends the Duties Act 2000 and First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 to reconcile various provisions
between the first home buyer duty concession and exemption and the First Home Owner Grant (FHOG). The
Bill amends the duty provisions to extend the residence requirement in respect of vacant land transactions,
such that the first home buyer must begin occupying the property as their principal place of residence within
12 months from the earlier of the date they are lawfully able to reside at the property (i.e. when the occupancy
permit is issued) or 24 months after the land transfer, whichever occurs first. The Bill also amends the first
home buyer duty concession and exemption provisions to prevent a co applicant from accessing duty relief a
second time after having been party to an earlier application, consistent with the FHOG. The Bill also gives
the Commissioner the power to vary the residence requirement for a FHOG applicant. Currently, the residence
requirement cannot be varied unless the applicant has made a notification to the Commissioner within 14 days
after the period allowed for compliance (i.e. 24 months after the completion of the transaction). However, in
many cases, there may be exceptional and compelling circumstances that impact on a person’s ability to make
this notification, such as major health or personal safety issues. The amendment will ensure fair outcomes can
be reached for applicants in these circumstances to enable them to retain the FHOG, consistent with the
discretion available under the first home buyer duty provisions.
The Bill also amends the FHOG definition of ‘new home’ to a home that has never been sold and never been
occupied. The amendment closes a loophole where a home can be claimed as new despite having been
occupied (potentially for years) prior to sale. This change is consistent with the FHOG requirements in other
jurisdictions and will strengthen the targeting of the FHOG to genuinely new homes in order to promote new
dwelling construction.
In the 2019–20 Budget, the Government reformed the corporate reconstruction duty exemption to encourage
economically efficient corporate structures and promote business efficiency. As part of the reforms, a special
exemption was introduced to ensure that concessional duty (at a rate of 10 per cent of the duty otherwise
payable) was only charged once on an arrangement involving multiple corporate reconstruction transactions,
with subsequent reconstruction transactions under the same arrangement being exempt. However, the existing
exemption does not cover arrangements that involve both a reconstruction and consolidation, exposing them
to a double duty outcome. This Bill extends the exemption to cover arrangements that involve both corporate
reconstruction and consolidation transactions, removing an impediment to groups undertaking such
restructures to enable greater business efficiency. The Bill also clarifies eligibility for the corporate
consolidation exemption to consolidated groups under the Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 (Cth), ensuring
that corporate groups only receive relief from duty if they have taken concrete steps towards consolidation
for Commonwealth tax purposes.
This Bill amends the wagering and betting tax provisions in the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to address
minor issues identified in the administration of the tax, since its commencement on 1 January 2019. These
issues relate to the treatment of the GST, the calculation of ‘free bets’, the treatment of bets in foreign currency
and the provisions for grouping wagering and betting operators. These amendments will align aspects of the
Victorian wagering and betting tax regime with the corresponding tax legislation in other jurisdictions. Other
than the changes to grouping provisions, the Bill applies the changes from the inception of the tax on 1 January
2019, being clarifications to the law that are consistent with existing administrative practices.
This Bill abolishes special land tax, a one-off tax imposed when land ceases to be exempt from land tax in
certain circumstances, such as land that ceases to be used as a golf course or as a rooming house. Special land
tax was introduced in 1973 to discourage land speculators from claiming spurious land tax exemptions while
waiting for land to increase in value. However, changes to the tax and planning framework over the last five
decades mean special land tax is no longer fit for its original purpose. As it presently applies, special land tax
often falls inequitably on less wealthy owners such as rooming house operators and not for profit sporting
organisations, rather than speculators as originally intended. The tax is also a strong disincentive to
redeveloping land for a more efficient purpose. Abolishing this inefficient tax will simplify the law and
encourage more efficient use of land, with only a modest loss of revenue.
This Bill amends the principal place of residence (PPR) provisions in the Land Tax Act 2005 to clarify the
basis of their operation, improve equity in their application and address inconsistencies or omissions. A key
change in these amendments is to introduce consistent restrictions on deriving any income from PPR land
when the owner is not actively residing at the land but an exemption still applies (e.g. while the owner is
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temporarily absent). This change supports the principle that an owner producing income from a property
should not generally benefit from a PPR exemption. In addition, the Bill provides for land tax to be
apportioned where separate residences on PPR land are being used to derive income from the provision of
accommodation. This extends the existing provision that apportions land tax when the separate residence is
leased for residential purposes. This amendment ensures that self contained separate residences are liable for
partial land tax whenever they are used to derive income—whether this is rental income from a residential
lease of the residence, or income from other forms of residential accommodation, including short-term
accommodation. These changes will apply from the 2021 land tax year, although for owners who are
temporarily absent from their PPR, the change to income restrictions will not be implemented until 2022 to
provide owners with a transition period.
This Bill amends the Land Tax Act 2005 to clarify the inclusion of unpaid interest and penalty tax in the
amount of a first charge imposed on land. Unpaid land tax is secured by a first ranking statutory charge against
the land in order to allow recovery from current and subsequent landowners. Purchasers can protect
themselves by obtaining a clearance certificate from the State Revenue Office (SRO), which if obtained, limits
their liability to the amount set out on the certificate. This amendment clarifies that interest and penalty tax
on unpaid land tax are included in the amount of the charge, and also clarifies that interest and penalty tax on
unpaid land tax are recoverable from a mortgagee, lessee or occupier where the owner has defaulted in the
payment of land tax.
The Bill also repeals the existing clearance certificate provisions from the Land Tax Act 2005 and establishes
a framework for the issue of a single property clearance certificate under the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 (TAA). In addition to land tax, several other laws administered by the Commissioner secure unpaid
debts by attaching them to the land as a first charge. This is a robust method for protecting the revenue.
However, only the Land Tax Act 2005 provides for the issue of clearance certificates to purchasers and
vendors. The amendment provides for the issue of a single clearance certificate that will continue to include
information on outstanding land tax amounts. In addition, the provisions will authorise the inclusion of
information in the certificate about other amounts that are recoverable by the SRO as a charge on the land,
thereby ensuring vendors and purchasers are fully aware of the liabilities that affect the land. The certificate
will continue to be subject to the strict taxpayer secrecy provisions of the TAA, ensuring consistent and
comprehensive protection for any taxpayer information disclosed through the certificate.
This Bill amends the TAA to enable the Commissioner to specify which documents fall within the legislative
definition of ‘return’. Currently, the TAA gives the Commissioner discretion to extend the time for lodgement
of a return; however, the TAA defines ‘return’ broadly to include almost any return, statement, certificate,
application, report or other record that may be lodged with the Commissioner under a taxation law. Taxpayers
may seek to use this broad definition to seek extensions of time under the TAA for certain applications, despite
those applications having strict statutory time limits for lodgement under the taxation laws. This undermines
the intent of setting strict timeframes for lodgement and may lead to revenue leakage. This Bill therefore
provides the Commissioner with power to publish a statement on the SRO website to specify which
documents fall within the definition of ‘return’, ensuring the general discretion to extend time only applies to
documents that have expressly been stated to be returns.
This Bill amends the Valuation of Land Act 1960 to provide councils with the ability when requesting a
supplementary valuation to nominate a date from which it can apply a supplementary valuation for the
purpose of adjusting any rates or Fire Services Property Levy (FSPL) payable for the land within that financial
year. Councils may request supplementary valuations from the Valuer General to reflect changes in the
condition of a property. Currently, rate or levy amounts can only be adjusted by reference to the
supplementary valuation from the day after the valuation is returned to the council. Councils are not permitted
to make retrospective adjustments except in the case of error. The amendment will give councils the option
to nominate a day from which to apply the valuation for the purposes of calculating adjustments to rates or
FSPL. However, the nominated day must fall within the current financial year, and be no earlier than the day
on which the relevant circumstances that gave rise to the supplementary valuation occurred. This amendment
is a sensible reform that will give individual councils control over whether to retrospectively apply a
supplementary valuation for adjustment purposes. General and supplementary valuations for previous years
will not be affected, nor will any previous assessments of rates, FSPL or land tax based on those valuations.
This Bill ensures Victoria is in a strong position to rebuild and grow its economy with support for businesses
to survive and to keep Victorians in jobs, backed by an effective taxation system.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (11:11): I move:
That the debate be adjourned.
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Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
9 December.
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 HAMER (Box Hill) (11:11): I feel I can continue from my previous contribution, seeing that
a significant amount of our committee work was actually talking about wind energy and we had the
opportunity to visit a number of wind farms throughout the state, in both south-west Victoria and in
the Central Highlands of Victoria. Just talking about the specific act and the amendment that is
proposed, the bill proposes to amend the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to exclude noise and
emissions from wind turbines at wind energy facilities from the nuisance provisions.
Now, there was quite a lot of discussion and debate on this bill last night, which I was following quite
intently, and there were a few interesting points that I gathered from that. The member for Ivanhoe
talked about the history and the introduction particularly of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act in
2008, when it was initially introduced, and the nuisance provisions that were there and what was
considered at the time. But in actual fact the nuisance provision had been carried over from the
previous act, which was the Health Act 1958. The nuisance provision in the Health Act 1958 actually
included an additional point which talked about ‘annoying’—so a nuisance was not just ‘noxious or
injurious to personal comfort’, which are the terms of the current Public Health and Wellbeing Act,
but also ‘noxious, annoying or injurious’.
I think that this is particularly important in terms of the context of what we are debating and what the
member for Brunswick had talked about in terms of some of the health impacts that may or may not
come from these facilities. It needs to be more than annoying. It is clear from the fact that this word
was removed back in 2008 that it was not for annoying noises; it has to be offensive. If you look at the
history of ‘nuisance’ generally and as a legal provision, as a tort, it has been around for many years. It
was initially designed so that back when there was very little sanitation your neighbour did not just
chuck the offal into the backstreet, where it would just be left to rot for a few days, and you were
complaining about the smell and the stench of the offal because it was never removed—or for
chucking something into the river.
The scenario that we are in now and the nuisance provisions that are included in the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act are still specifically designed primarily for that local nuisance provision that you might
have in a neighbourly dispute, and that is where council can act. Council is the responsible authority
under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act to deal with a nuisance if it is raised. I think this puts it
into a different framework than what the wind farms are dealing with. The wind farms do go through
a rigorous planning process and the noise and the environmental impacts are thoroughly considered
through that process, so it does not make a lot of sense to have a planning process that you can go
through and get a permit and you have met all the noise criteria and then through that process, even
though you are continuing to meet those standards, people are able to just continue to raise complaints
to councils that are not actually fully and properly equipped to deal with those complaints.
We heard some of the members of the opposition saying, ‘Well, that’s fine. Councils might not be
equipped to deal with the complaints but the process that should proceed is that we don’t expect the
complainant to have the resources to bring a complaint and we don’t expect the council to have the
resources for complaint. It should be the state that is providing those resources, including the technical
support through the EPA—providing those resources to basically go through the same process that
they have already been through through the planning process in terms of resolving those noise issues’.
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As I understand, the existing noise regulations that cover the wind farm noise and complaints about
that can occur through the EPA anyway, and that is part of the reason why this clause is being added:
to reduce the duplication of a process that can already occur.
I would also like to make a comparison between the noise issues that are raised in the context of wind
farms with the noise that is raised in the context of traffic. I know a few of the members of the
opposition complained that members on this side would not really have any understanding or
knowledge of wind farms and what they actually mean to local communities because we are not
actually living there. I would like to contrast and compare that situation to the situation of road traffic
noise. Obviously in the seat of Box Hill we border the Eastern Freeway, a very busy freeway that is
going to be expanded through the North East Link Project. There are properties that back onto the
freeway and their distance from the freeway is going to be even closer once the North East Link is
constructed. I was having a look at what the processes are if you complain about it. Obviously for the
North East Link there was a very rigorous environment effects statement with significant chapters
looking at the noise impact and what that standard was going to be, and in fact with the noise standards
from the North East Link, the North East Link Project team is aiming for a better standard, so reducing
the noise threshold from 68 decibels to 63 decibels to assist the local communities out there.
But what happens if post construction, the traffic is flying, you have a noise complaint?
Arguably you could say, ‘Well, we don’t have a specific rule stopping a resident from going to council
under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act because it is so general’, but this is not something that
council would be dealing with. It would be a state government issue because there is a noise framework
policy under the Department of Transport and a process by which noise issues can be dealt with, and
as a state project it is dealt with as a state issue. Now, with these local wind projects, I understand most
of them are through private developers and some are owned by local communities, and this is why the
scale of these projects is far better suited to having that state-based mechanism.
In closing, I just wanted to also, I guess, challenge the opposition’s position on renewable energy. They
all talked about the fact that they are not against renewable energy and they are not against wind farms;
they are just against this particular clause. But from my recollection every single bill that has been before
this house that has talked about renewable energy, that has talked about wind farms has been rejected
by the opposition, and there is always an excuse. For this reason, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (11:21): It is with pleasure that I rise to speak in support of the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. This has been a big week for Victorians. We
have recorded 26 consecutive days of zero coronavirus cases, and yesterday our Treasurer presented
a state Labor budget that will secure a stronger, fairer and more sustainable future for Victoria. So it is
perhaps fitting that this bill is being debated this week, in a week in which the budget has made
renewables and emissions reductions a key feature of our economic recovery. This bill, which relates
to the regulation of wind farms, is an important part of that ongoing commitment and that ongoing
effort to address climate change.
The amendments allow for a much more appropriate regulatory framework for dealing with noise
complaints in relation to wind turbines, pulling the responsibility for addressing these complaints away
from local councils, who do not have the capacity to deal with them, and placing it with the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria—the EPA. I have heard the debate around these
amendments go right to the heart of what it means to invest in renewable energy—and we have heard
arguments on both sides of the house on that—and what happens when we do not.
Just a fortnight ago in this place I spoke about the unique opportunity we have to build on our strong
track record of investment to deliver bold, tangible climate action as part of our pandemic recovery.
Victorians have not been disappointed. Our state budget, delivered yesterday, will invest an
unprecedented $1.6 billion to create renewable energy hubs across the state, improve grid infrastructure,
decarbonise our energy system and support our work to move homes away from gas. Victorians know
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that these initiatives are only the latest elements of Labor’s strong track record on delivering bold
climate action in Victoria. We are now well on our way to achieving our goal of zero net emissions by
2050 and our renewable energy target of 50 per cent by 2030. And we are leading the nation when it
comes to renewable energy, connecting more renewables than any other state over the past year and
more than doubling the amount of renewable energy generated over the last five. We are leading the
nation when it comes to sustainable jobs, with over 30 per cent of Australia’s renewable energy job
share right here in Victoria. And critically we are delivering the energy grid of the future. These are
sensible, tangible and transformative policies for a better future, because it is one thing to take—
Ms Britnell: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, on relevance, this is not a bill about spouting
how much renewable energy the government is funding. This is not a discussion about whether
renewables are right or wrong. This is a discussion and a debate around the complaints process. I
suggest that the member would be best placed to talk about the bill more specifically.
Ms Spence: On the point of order, Deputy Speaker, during this debate yesterday there was
extensive debate on that point. In fact members opposite were quite happy to talk about how proud
they were to be living off the grid, and the discussion went quite specifically to renewable energy and
the like. I would suggest that the member is quite appropriately talking to points that were in debate
during this debate yesterday.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I think the member is being relevant to the bill, in relation to the
extensive subject matter in the bill. I do ask the member to return to the bill.
Ms THEOPHANOUS: Thank you, Deputy Speaker. It is one thing to take a view that renewable
energy is the way forward, and it is one thing to make declarations, but it is quite another to make
climate action a reality. That is not done by demonising communities and it is not done through
alarmism; it is done by supporting communities and by marrying the benefits of renewable energy
with jobs and economic growth. Moral posturing and heavy-handed idealism get us nowhere when it
comes to real policy reform. In fact they risk sending us backwards because we simply preach to the
choir. We are failing to do the hard work—the hard policy work, the hard legislative work, the hard
work to make the compelling case to those that need to hear it.
Just a few weeks ago in the other place we were all subjected to the Greens patting themselves on the
back for passing a feel-good motion, a motion which offered nothing and which delivered nothing.
What concerns me most is that ultimately this kind of hollow posturing plays into the hands of
conservative agendas and leads to policy back-stepping. We have seen it in this debate, where those
opposite jump on careless phrasing by the Greens, perhaps rightly calling it out. But ultimately what
Victorians need, what our planet needs, are outcomes, not words. And, in that, only Labor stands with
a tangible record.
This bill is another example of how the Andrews Labor government is delivering for Victorians, this
time through supporting the growth of wind power. Wind energy is a vital part of our renewable energy
mix. It requires no fuel inputs, and every megawatt hour of energy generated from the turbines saves
around 1 tonne of greenhouse gas emissions. In fact one typical turbine is capable of powering around
1200 homes and reducing emissions by the equivalent of over 1800 cars taken off the road. The
benefits of wind energy are immense.
Despite this, both the Liberals and the Greens have a shaky history when it comes to growing wind
power, and this is important in framing the context of the amendments of this debate. The opposition
is opposing this bill, and they have argued it is not out of an ideology against renewable energy, but I
am not sure. We have heard in this debate their members speaking with disdain about the rollout of
this government’s renewable energy agenda and the imperative to remove barriers to investing in
renewable energy in Victoria. The member for Ivanhoe gave a very good outline of exactly what
happened when the wind industry was brought to a grinding halt through the creation of exclusion
zones so large that no turbines could be built. As for the Greens, it is hard to know exactly what their
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position on wind energy is, because their messages at a state and federal level remain confused and
divisions keep creeping to the surface.
In 2018 Victoria had 25 operating wind farms and around 9 per cent of electricity for the state was
generated by these. We are not slowing down. It is therefore critical that we have a regulatory
framework to match, and this bill supports that important goal. Currently under the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 nuisance complaints are administered by councils. All complaints must be
investigated, and this includes complaints about wind turbine noise from wind energy facilities.
Nuisance laws have a very long history in Australia and are generally related to local issues like noise
and odours that do not fall under any other regulatory framework. They have therefore traditionally
fallen to councils to investigate and enforce. These laws and the council structures that support them
were not designed with the scale and complexity of wind turbine noise complaints in mind. This has
resulted in a significant burden being placed on local councils who do not have the capacity to deal
with the complexity, the cost or the technical difficulty of these nuisance complaints. Indeed, for this
reason, a number of impacted councils and the Municipal Association of Victoria have called for
changes to the nuisance provisions in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act. They have asked for these
amendments and for a more appropriate framework for regulating these circumstances, and that is
what this bill delivers.
This bill recognises the EPA as the appropriate body to regulate wind turbine noise, and these changes
make sense, because the scale of wind farms cannot be chalked up to the same type of activity as, for
instance, a neighbour playing their music too loud or burning off their rubbish in the backyard. As I
have said before in this place, bringing people with you on the journey is important when it comes to
climate action. Community concerns should not be dismissed. Instead we should always seek to share
information, increase transparency and work with communities to achieve progress. Concerned
residents will still have legitimate avenues for complaint under the new framework, particularly through
the EPA under environment protection legislation, and from 12 months after the commencement of the
Environment Protection Amendment Act 2018 Victorians will also have third-party rights to take action
directly against duty holders. That means the court can order the EPA to act if they find they have not
taken action where they should have, providing critical access to justice for the community.
Importantly the changes supported by this bill will also provide greater certainty to the wind farm
industry, and we know that with certainty comes investment. It may seem inconsequential to those on
the other side, but this bill and the regulatory change it supports will play an important role in driving
investor confidence, and that is important in building more wind farms in Victoria.
Year after year Victorians have been disappointed by the federal government’s inaction—its failure to
push back on conservative interests when it comes to renewable energy generation. And year after
year Victorians have been disappointed by the Greens’ prioritising politics over policy. Well, we are
not waiting for the Morrison government to catch up and we are not waiting for the Greens to wake
up. We are getting on with the job of delivering more renewable energy in a way that creates jobs,
secures our energy network and cuts energy costs for Victorians. This bill delivers on an important
part of that work, and for that reason I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (11:31): It is with some great pleasure that I rise this morning
to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. I do so having had a longstanding
interest in the public policy options in terms of responding to the great challenge of climate change
and the profound need for us to transition to renewable energies as a part of a solution to tackling the
profound challenge of climate change, which is a challenge that has been building, if you accept the
science, since the industrial revolution.
I am proud to be a member of Parliament for the state seat of South Barwon in the Geelong region.
Those that are familiar with Victoria will recognise that over the last 10 or 15 years there has been a
massive amount of investment made in what I think I can describe as Victoria’s ‘pleurisy plain’, which
effectively runs from about Melton down to about Geelong through to south-west Victoria and right
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through to Portland and indeed into South Australia. We have seen the massive investment that has
taken place over the last decade or so as we have transitioned Victoria’s energy generation effectively
from Gippsland to other parts of the state.
This large-scale investment has been in many ways rocked by the consequence of challenges with
respect to settling on the public policy outcomes required to provide investor certainty and certainty
for communities with respect to this renewable energy being delivered and developed throughout the
state. Of course we have seen over that period of time a dramatic shift in terms of the acceptance of
science and the willingness, really, of parliamentarians and parliaments to accept the reality that we
need to transition to renewable energy and to accept the underpinning science that makes the case in
very clear terms I think as to why we need to make that shift to clean renewable energy and in many
ways to decentralise the generation capacity of our grid.
In recognising that, in recognising the investor uncertainty and in coming up with a set of public policy
solutions that provide clarity with respect to how people perhaps go about challenging the proposition
of a particular wind farm development, we need to have a set of rules that are clear, that are flexible,
that are modern and that accept this need to have that investor certainty so we can continue to see the
deployment, particularly of course, of turbines throughout western and south-western Victoria. In
order to do that we need to clarify, I think in so many ways, the different roles that different levels of
government play within that context.
It is true to say that where these investments are largely being made is often in communities that are
small and where councils have little resources to respond to this massive investment that is being made
and some of the challenges around that. I think this bill spells out a new way, a fairer way, to shift that
burden, that responsibility off councils and onto the apparatus of the state government. This
investment, if anything, is going to accelerate over the next decade or so as we as a Parliament and as
a government go about putting in place the arrangements to transition our energy generation from
brown coal effectively in the Gippsland Basin to other parts of the state.
Earlier today I had the opportunity to table a response in terms of what our Victorian community is doing
with respect to responding to the challenges of climate change. I see the member for Box Hill here in the
chamber. He was also on that inquiry. We had that opportunity to get around the state and to take
evidence through that inquiry as to what communities are doing with respect to the challenges of
responding to climate change. There was a passion in many communities to see community-owned
renewable energy developed and invested in within the communities, to enable ownership of that energy.
Community really is at the heart of many of the things that communities do with respect to responding
to those challenges of climate change. It occurred to me in listening to that evidence through that
inquiry some of the profound challenges that do exist and some of the burdens that exist, not only on
commercial at-scale developers who wish to deploy renewable energy and to take advantage of the
offering from the Andrews Labor government but also on those communities who wish to make that
investment, who wish to buy and control their own renewables-generated electricity for their own
community benefit.
Some of those burdens, some of those hurdles, are significant. This clarification, this reform, whilst
relatively small in scale, will make a difference to those communities by enabling the deployment of
further renewable energy. That is important in terms of responding to the challenges of climate change,
but equally, I think it is important because it provides that opportunity for communities to own the
generation of electricity that they use. In due course this will see them be able to take full advantage
of the offering, to reduce their own energy costs and to do it in a way which satisfies their desire to see
a strong and incisive response to the challenges of climate change.
I am very keen to see this reform go through. It is a relatively small bill. I think, though, it is important
in terms of providing that clarity to communities and providing that clarity to investors who wish to
make these profound investments and who wish to see certainty around these things. I think the
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Environment Protection Authority is the right entity to be overseeing this. It makes sense that we head
down this path, because as I say, at the end of the day, where we are making these investments as a
community and where these developers and communities are wanting to put these turbines more often
than not is in small communities where the reality is that the councils do not necessarily have the rate
base to be able to support the generation of this work. I think it makes sense that we have a centralised,
more consistent approach to these things. This bill does that, and that is why I commend these
arrangements to the house.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (11:41): It gives me great pleasure to rise and speak on the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. It is always a pleasure to speak after the member for
South Barwon and after his contribution to this bill and after the many contributors to this bill on this
side of the house. We have seen that this bill, as many have said, will make important changes to the
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. They are important changes that will address the current
circumstances, including the unsuitability of the nuisance provisions for turbine noise—and as we
know, it will reduce the burden on local councils, including some councils that have some resource
issues—and the doubling up and inconsistency in regulation. Also these measures will boost investor
and community confidence. This bill will streamline regulations for wind farm noise.
Now, we know, on this side of the house, when it comes to renewables, that our government has made
record investment in this space. We have seen Victoria become the renewable energy jobs powerhouse
of Australia. We will create 24 000 jobs as part of the 2030 target, and of course we are on track to hit
the target of 25 per cent renewables by 2020. This government is leading the nation when it comes to
renewables, and since we were elected in 2014 we have been focusing on providing reliable, clean
and, most importantly, affordable energy to Victorians. Our government is delivering.
We have completed 26 renewable energy projects providing over 1000 megawatts, we are
commissioning six projects providing 1326 megawatts—already providing clean energy to the grid—
and we are planning another 11 renewable energy projects. Our government is not slowing down. We
are continuing to build the biggest battery in the Southern Hemisphere—300 megawatts—which was
recently announced. We are improving the reliability of the grid, which will store cheap energy to use
when Victoria needs it most. We will—and this is very important to Victorians, I know—reduce
household energy bills. That is why we have seen our government delivering over $797 million in this
budget—to take the pressure off families, households and to bring down the cost of these bills. We
will also have funding to replace 250 000 inefficient heaters and to provide energy-efficient upgrades
to 35 000 public housing tenants. I know firsthand that is really integral to housing tenants.
I actually live across the road from housing tenants, and I know families have welcomed this
announcement. We are expanding the Victorian Energy Upgrades program and delivering relief for
low-to-middle-income households with a one-off $250 payment to concession card holders—this
really is important for my electorate of St Albans. But most importantly we are providing direct bill
relief to assist 950 000 Victorian households, helping them to pay their bills and providing relief to
households, which is absolutely important. We know that the Andrews Labor government is investing
not only for today but also for our future, leading the transition to renewable energy, creating goodquality jobs for the future and easing, as I said, the pressure on households through affordable and
cheaper bills.
Now, on this bill, I would like to talk a little bit about the wind farms. In my travels overseas and when
I have travelled to Europe, to places like Greece and the UK, I often saw wind turbines dotted across
the country, and that was many, many years ago. So it is great to see that Victoria is catching up and
really investing in this space, because it is about the future. At the moment we have 29 operational
wind farms across Victoria. As I said, when you travel to Europe, to places like Greece, the UK,
Cyprus and Turkey you do see these countries very well advanced when it comes to investing in wind
farms. They know the actual value of having wind farms.
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The 29 wind farms that we do have in Victoria in places near Ararat, Port Fairy, Colac, Macarthur and
Daylesford have created local jobs. We have seen in places like Geelong—and I note the member
from Lara is in the house—the old Geelong Ford motor factory has become the manufacturing heart
for turbine parts, and that has really, I would say, thanks to the advocacy of the local members, created
local jobs and a real stimulus to that part of the world.
But creating cheap, affordable, renewable energy is an absolutely critical part of this package.
However, it is important with wind farms growing that proper safeguards are in place, and we do take
that very seriously. That is important and one of the integral parts of these amendments—to make sure
that there are proper safeguards in place when it comes to, as I said, keeping up with the changes, and
giving appropriate safeguards for easing the burden on councils has been one of the issues. It also gives
certainty to wind farm operators and to local residents of a process, and most importantly it addresses
the inconsistency and the duplication that currently exists.
I do want to take a moment to thank the minister. I think she has done a tremendous job in this space,
including the important changes to this bill, because these decisions are not easy. It always takes some
hard decisions and hard outcomes, and the minister has really been able to make the appropriate
changes and investments in this area. She has put forward a plan, as I said, not only for today but also
for the future. We know how important it is to get these regulations right, not only for our communities
but also for the industry. It provides confidence. It provides local stakeholders with consistency and
certainty in this space. Our government will continue to invest in clean, cheap, affordable energy. This
is about creating good-quality jobs. It is about lifting the pressure off household bills, which is
absolutely integral to the families in my electorate, but most importantly to keeping up with the
changes that are happening across the globe as well.
We know Victoria is playing a key part, being the leader in this space in Australia, and it is good to
see that these amendments will create confidence and certainty for the industry but most importantly
the local communities as well. We will continue to lead in this space and continue to invest in
renewables, making sure that we meet our targets and provide reliable, clean, affordable energy to
Victorians. Again I thank the minister for her work in this space and for really providing leadership. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr EREN (Lara) (11:51): I am pleased to be speaking on this very important bill before the house,
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. I totally concur with the previous speaker,
the member for St Albans, who travelled overseas like I did, back in 2019 when we could travel, and
saw firsthand the investments that were going on in relation to wind turbines. Right across the areas
that I travelled to in Turkey there were wind farms and investment in renewable energy by the Turkish
government. Obviously, the longer you take to react to the change in philosophy, the change in policy,
the change in direction of energy use going forward, the harder it will be for governments across the
world in terms of adapting to the new industries that are needed for the renewable energy that is
required for growing populations.
I suppose at the outset I would say that if you do not believe in climate change, if you are one of those
people that do not believe that climate change is real, that global warming is real, then when bills like
this come before the house, you are always going to knock them. You are always going to have an
opposite view of why they should not happen.
There was a warning on today’s radio about UV, the ultraviolet rays that are so dangerous at this point
in time, and that people should be mindful of not being out in the sun for very long today. As people
would know, the depletion of our ozone is at the point where it is dangerous. Climate change is real,
and if we do not act now in transitioning our energy use and how we provide energy for our
communities, I think we are dooming our future generations. Certainly it is incumbent upon
governments to act now to give the future a chance for those kids that have not been born yet and for
those kids that have just been born. So from that perspective it is important that we have mechanisms
in place. I know, for example, that President-elect Joe Biden has made it very clear that climate change
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is very real for him and that he will have a different view to the Trump administration when it comes
to the decision-making that he will make as president of the US.
I will get to the bill in a moment, but I just want to do a bit of a preamble on certain political parties’
positions in opposing bills such as this—not opposing but pretending that they are somehow
disappointed about this bill that is before the house and basically trying to say that we should not have
bills before the house that actually could enhance the future prospects of not only this nation but also
its environment.
I think members that have spoken previously on this bill have indicated that the bill’s key objectives
are to exclude noise emissions from wind turbines at wind energy facilities from the nuisance
provisions of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2018 from 1 July 2021 with the commencement of
the Environment Protection Amendment Act 2018, and bring certainty and clarity to the wind farm
industry and councils and provide communities with increased confidence in the regulatory framework
for wind energy facility noise. The amendment recognises the Environment Protection Authority as
the appropriate regulator for wind turbine noise and the EP act—the Environment Protection
Act 2017—as the appropriate regulatory framework. The bill will address the duplication of regulatory
schemes whereby a nuisance complaint can be made under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008
about wind turbine noise even if the wind energy facility is compliant with the noise requirements of
the planning permit that authorises it.
So from the perspective of being good for the environment in a transition to clean energy, obviously
we are a big supporter of that transition and as a government we are trying to doing the best we can in
relation to meeting some of those targets going forward. To do that you need to give confidence to the
industry, because there are vexatious situations—and I am not saying it is in all instances—where
people are taking industry to court for varying reasons, and they are probably right and entitled to but
it does scare some of those investors and industry into saying, ‘Oh, it’s a bit hard. I mean, if we’re
going to go through months and months of legal processes to do the project that we want to do, it’s
just not worth it’. So it makes it really hard for investors in this area to invest in clean energy, and the
last thing we want to do is miss out as a state.
Obviously prior to COVID we were proud as Victorians to be leading the way in terms of the economy,
and for the first time ever I think we surpassed the economy in terms of jobs growth of New South
Wales, and our population was growing faster than anywhere else in the nation. When you consider
that that population growth needs the energy supply—a reliable, cheap energy supply that is clean—
then we need to have bills like this before the house to ensure that industry is not frightened off and
will invest in this industry that we find is important for our future.
When you consider the budget that was just handed down, we have got an ambitious plan. The
$49 billion that we will expend in this latest budget will create some 400 000 jobs by 2025, half of
them by 2022. Clearly we have got a lot of work to do in terms of making sure that the budget that we
have just handed down creates jobs and making sure that we do create jobs that are for our future as
well in terms of the environment.
This bill will assist government in meeting our renewable energy targets by addressing a particular
risk to investor confidence in constructing wind energy facilities in Victoria. Since we were elected in
2014 we have been resolutely focused on providing reliable, affordable and clean energy for
Victorians, and across Victoria there has been a boom in renewable energy, with new wind and solar
farms being built across the state. Since 2014, 26 projects providing 1177 megawatts have been
completed and six projects providing 1326 megawatts are undergoing commissioning and are already
providing clean energy to the grid. There are 11 renewable energy projects totalling 1744 megawatts
currently under construction, which is fantastic, and because of this success we are on track to hit our
renewable energy target of 25 per cent renewables by 2020, which is also fantastic. This is double the
amount of renewable energy we inherited from the previous government, and this massive investment
has seen Victoria become the renewable energy jobs powerhouse of Australia.
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Just last sitting I contributed to a bill in the house about the new Victorian Big Battery, which will be
based in my electorate of Lara. The battery will be built at the Moorabool terminal station to boost the
state’s energy reliability, drive down electricity prices and support Victoria’s transition to renewable
energy as well as create local jobs as we take steps towards a COVID normal.
As I have indicated, with climate change resulting in hotter summers, demand for electricity is rising
in peak times, and at the same time Victoria’s ageing coal-fired generators are becoming increasingly
unreliable, creating a need for additional capacity to safeguard the state’s power supply. This Victorian
Big Battery will address these issues. The 300-megawatt battery will be ready by the 2021–22 summer,
which is fantastic, and this is another way that we are helping reduce people’s power bills. This will
reduce wholesale power prices by storing cheap renewable energy when it is plentiful and discharging
it into the grid when it is needed most.
There are numerous initiatives that I think members that spoke before me have indicated already to
the house. I do not want to repeat all of them. This is yet another example of taking decisive action in
making sure that we do not miss out on these future industries in which many nations have already
gained some momentum. We want to ensure that Victoria leads the way, like it leads the way in many
other aspects. We want to ensure that Victoria leads the way in renewable energy to create the hundreds
of thousands of jobs associated with it, and I am proud to be part of a government that thinks about
the future of our generation and thinks about jobs. I commend the bill to the house, and I wish it a
speedy passage.
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (12:01): I rise today to speak to the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020. The first time I thought about speaking on this amendment bill and realised
that the topic was more generally about wind farms, I paused and wondered what the link was. Things
become a little clearer when I read that it deals with excluding noise from the nuisance provisions of
the current act.
It is a good place to start, by saying that the amendment bill does not seek to discuss the merits of
renewable energy or the possible impact that noise has on people who live near wind turbines.
Exhaustive studies have already looked into the aspect of noise, shadow flicker and electromagnetic
radiation. For example, the University of Adelaide’s 296-page systemic review of the human health
effects of wind farms, which was commissioned by the National Health and Medical Research
Council, was published in 2015. The review’s process was to determine whether there is an association
between exposure to wind farms and human ill health. They identified almost 3000 references and
reviewed studies from six countries, including Australia. As with many other studies, the authors found
no consistent evidence linking noise to reported ill health. But we all know that, irrespective of
evidence, the debate around wind farm noise will continue, and this is why this amendment is so
important. This amendment bill is about the way that complaints are made and how they are handled.
To explain, when the original Public Health and Wellbeing Act, or PHW act, was enacted in 2008, the
concept of wind farms was relatively new. A quick search listed only six wind farms in Victoria prior
to 2008, and here is the link. Part 6 of the act deals with regulatory provisions administered by councils,
and one of these is:
… nuisances which are, or are liable to be, dangerous to health or offensive.

Obviously noise is listed as a nuisance, and anyone with teenagers living next door will confirm that
noise is a nuisance when the music starts at midnight, although I am partial to a bit of loud noise myself
when I crank up a guitar and the amp. Under the act, though, a local council is required to investigate
a noise or nuisance complaint, and that seems quite sensible and reasonable. However, when you add
wind farms into the mix, it becomes considerably more complicated than the teenagers next door.
Furthermore, even if a wind farm has complied with all the noise requirements laid out in the planning
permit, council is still required to investigate any complaint.
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Take a moment to think of the stakeholders involved in the current situation. Let us start with the
complainant, then the relevant local council and the Municipal Association of Victoria. Then let us
add the environmental protectors—the EPA; the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning, known as DELWP; the Department of Health and Human Services, which is concerned with
the health of all Victorians; the Minister for Planning; and Infrastructure Partnerships Australia. Noone is disputing the fact that the nuisance provisions in the PHW act are an important tool for councils
to use when dealing with local health risks. Similarly, no-one would dispute that investigating a
complaint regarding health and wind farm noise is not easy, and it is certainly not cheap, especially
when the council has to bear the burden of the investigation. So how is a local council meant to weigh
up the impact of wind farm noise on public health and personal comfort? I refer again to the fine body
of work from the University of Adelaide, the 296 pages from career academics. In its current form
there is no discretion for a council to refer a noise notification to the EPA in Victoria, even though the
EPA is Victoria’s environmental regulator.
I would also argue that ratepayers would rather their rates were spent on practical council activities
like library facilities, open spaces, arts, rubbish collection et cetera, and I can certainly attest to the fact
that in my electorate of Bass, containing the three shires of Kardinia, Casey and Bass Coast, my
electors would prefer to see their rates spent on things with real and tangible benefits. Admittedly not
all councils are home to a wind farm, and not surprisingly, given its name and proximity to Bass Strait,
Bass Coast shire does contain a wind farm, the Wonthaggi Wind Farm with its six turbines. They are
there generating a capacity of 12 megawatts of power being fed into the national electricity grid. These
six turbines can produce enough energy to power over 5000 households, and the tonnes of carbon
dioxide abated annually are equivalent to taking 73 000 cars off the road. Local service technicians
monitor and service the turbines regularly—local, specialised jobs.
I will also add that while the other side of this chamber have never paid much attention to the
environment, they are certainly adept at being a nuisance. They have raised that to an art form. This
amendment bill before the Assembly is about confidence and common sense for local councils right
across the state and investors who are keen to see the renewable energy sector grow in our state, and
it also makes the rules clearer for people who live near proposed wind turbine farms. It simplifies the
rule book for the government departments that have been charged with the responsibility of
implementing and monitoring the law. With this amendment bill the EPA will be the single regulator.
This government is about sensible, streamlined legislation—sensible in that the EPA will be the
experts dealing with complex environmental issues. The regulatory framework will be defined under
the Environment Protection Act 2017—one organisation of specialists, not 79 Victorian local councils
currently trying to deal with about 27 operational wind farms, seven under construction, nine with
planning approvals, five seeking approval and four in the feasibility stage.
This legislation brings certainty to the wind farm industry as well as councils. It will provide local
communities with confidence, knowing that the EPA experts will be the only port of call in dealing
with issues. I am proud to be part of a government that consults, that listens to all sides of the situation
and then acts. Councils have been involved in forums and workshops with DELWP and given
feedback, and many of the other stakeholders I mentioned a minute ago have contributed to the process
as well. The government is allowing time for change. There are transitional arrangements, again, to
ensure confidence in the market. The amendments will come into effect either with the Environment
Protection Act on 1 July 2021 or no later than 31 December 2021. Any complaints made or in progress
before the commencement date will be finalised under the current arrangements.
This amendment bill does not seek to take away the rights of those who genuinely believe that their
health will be impacted by the presence of a wind farm near their home. On the contrary it provides
them with the assurance that their complaint will be handled by those with expertise in the area. Instead
of dealing with individual councils whose resources are stretched and whose expertise is limited, the
person will be dealing with one authority which has the most up-to-date information available. So in
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closing: certainty, efficiency, fairness for everyone, environmental progress, less red tape for everyone
concerned—all hallmarks of this government, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (12:10): I rise today to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment Bill 2020. The key feature of this Andrews Labor government is its commitment to jobs
and its commitment to reducing pressures and costs to Victorian families. We have a commitment to
leaving Victoria a better place than when we first took over from the Baillieu and Napthine
governments in 2014.
Renewable energy reduces the impacts of climate change. It is not just a goal but a necessity. We must
improve our environment for us now, but also for our next generation. Denying the impacts of climate
change and trying to impede the necessary steps to address this is morally corrupt. I, like many others
in this house, am encouraged by the commitment of the new US President-elect Joe Biden’s
commitment to rejoin the Paris climate agreement. We must work collaboratively to have meaningful
action on addressing climate change.
I am proud of the Andrews Labor government’s commitment to hit our renewable energy target of
25 per cent this year, moving to 50 per cent by 2030. It is because of the leadership shown by our
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and this Andrews Labor government that across
Victoria there has been a boom in renewable energy, with new wind and solar farms being built right
across our state. Since 2014, 26 projects providing 1177 megawatts have been completed, and six
projects providing 1326 megawatts are undergoing commissioning and are already providing cleaner
energy to the grid. Eleven renewable energy projects, totalling 1744 megawatts, are currently under
construction. It is this government that is delivering not just clean renewable energy now and for our
future, but also quality jobs for Victorian workers. This is so important, especially in the current climate.
The Andrews Labor government has always committed to making sure that not only are our decisions
environmentally responsible but also economically responsible. Transitioning from fossil fuels to
renewable energies should be a boon for Victoria in creating new jobs and a new economy that is even
more profitable as well as cleaner. In the previous Labor government, before the Liberal and National
parties were last in power, Victoria was on track for meaningful action and job creation in
manufacturing and designing renewable energy companies. Companies like Keppel Prince, the wind
farm tower manufacturer, were creating new jobs in areas that desperately needed them, but when
those opposite stuck to ideology and failed to invest in our future, the future of those jobs went from
Victoria. It is this Andrews Labor government that is now bringing them back. This government has
doubled the pitiful amount of renewable energy—
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I just want to raise with you that the bill is
actually not about renewable energy as such, nor is it about the manufacture of renewable energy or
about the Victorian renewable energy target; it is actually about the complaints process. That is why
the health minister brought it in and not the energy minister. The member for Melton is actually way
off track with regard to the bill, and I ask you to bring him back to the substance of the bill.
Mr Cheeseman: Further on the point of order, Acting Speaker, this debate has been very
wideranging throughout both yesterday and today, and members have made very wideranging
contributions. I believe the speaker is being completely consistent with the debate to date, and I ask
that you allow him to continue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): There is no point of order. It is a point of debate. The
debate has been wideranging.
Mr McGHIE: This government has doubled the pitiful amount of renewable energy it inherited
from the previous government, who had smashed the renewable sector through their destructive
planning laws and their ideological opposition to action on climate change. They were simply
unprepared to go in, and this state suffered a loss at what should have been the start of a new economic
boom. They were unprepared in all areas of infrastructure and investment in Victoria, and it has been
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Victorian workers and families that have suffered since. It has only been this government that has
created a clear signal to business that Victoria is open to new, clean and renewable job creation.
This massive investment has now seen Victoria become the renewable energy jobs powerhouse of
Australia. The Clean Energy Council’s Clean Energy at Work study showed that more jobs were created
in renewals in Victoria than in any other state: 30 per cent of jobs in renewables were in Victoria, whereas
in New South Wales and Queensland, only 24 per cent. This success has been built on Victoria’s
renewable energy targets of 25 per cent by this year, 40 per cent by 2025 and 50 per cent by 2030.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I draw to your attention that the bill is six clauses
long. As a former ambulance union member, the member for Melton should know the difference
between health policy and energy policy. This is not about energy policy. There are six clauses in this
bill. None of them go to the issues that the member is talking about. I know it might be hard for the
member to deviate from his prepared speech, but in the course of debate a member must stick to the
clauses of the bill. The associated issues that the member is going to just are not relevant to the bill.
Mr Edbrooke: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, these are just spurious interruptions to the
member on his feet. The member who brought up this point of order knows well that yesterday the
debate was very wideranging. In fact he should read Hansard and see if he mentioned renewable
energy, because I believe he probably did. This bill has nothing to do with some of the things that were
brought up by opposition members yesterday, and the member on his feet is being completely relevant
to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): It has been a wideranging debate.
Mr McGHIE: The Victorian renewable energy target 2030 will create 24 000 jobs, drive an
additional $5.8 billion in economic activity and reduce prices by $32 a year for households, $3100 a
year for medium businesses and $150 000 a year for large companies. This government is not slowing
down. We recently announced the market sounding to bring online another 600 megawatts of
renewable energy through a second VRET auction. This option will be linked to government usage,
meaning we can use the power to run our trains, hospitals and schools.
Of course we also know about the recent announcement that we are building the biggest battery in the
Southern Hemisphere, with a 300-megawatt battery recently having been announced. This is huge
news and a huge investment. This battery will help improve the reliability of Victoria’s grid and will
allow us to store renewable energy when it is cheap and use it when we need it. We are getting on with
it and delivering for Victoria. This government has also announced a massive $797 million package
to reduce energy bills for households, because we know the best way to clean up our grid is to use less
in the first place. We will be helping 250 000 households replace inefficient heaters, providing energy
efficiency upgrades to 35 000 public housing tenants and expanding the successful Victorian Energy
Upgrades program.
This government is also putting power stations on the roofs of Victorians through the Solar Homes
program, which will see solar panels, solar hot water and solar batteries rolled out to 770 000 Victorian
households over the next 10 years. We recently increased the number of rebates available through this
program, with 17 500 battery rebates to be provided over the next three years and an increase of
42 000 solar rebates. We have also expanded the program to small business, with 15 000 rebates being
made available so small businesses 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.
This government is a government that delivers jobs and economic security for Victorians. We are
ensuring that new jobs are created as we transition to cleaner energy. With this investment in Victoria
and as wind and solar farms have become larger the permitting burden has become more significant.
That is why this government has announced that all wind, solar and other energy infrastructure would
be approved by the Minister for Planning rather than being dealt with by councils. This has been
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welcomed by councils because they have told us they simply do not have the resources or capacity to
manage such large projects.
However, some ongoing responsibilities have remained with councils. The Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 contains nuisance provisions that are an important tool for councils to deal with
local health risks. However, nuisance provisions were not drafted with the complexity and size of the
wind energy facility industry in mind. Nuisance provisions are used as a safety net when there is no
other suitable regulatory framework. Commercial and industrial noise is usually dealt with under
environmental protection policy and legislation. When an alternative robust instrument is in place, this
is used instead of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act. The Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
Bill amends the Public Health and Wellbeing Act to exclude noise or emissions from wind turbines at
wind energy facilities as a subject of complaint under the act’s nuisance provisions. This bill is part of
a package of reforms being led by the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning in
consultation with the Department of Health and Human Services and the Environment Protection
Authority to improve regulation of wind farm noise in Victoria.
My electorate of Melton takes in parts of the regional council of Moorabool. Moorabool has seen an
investment in renewable energy that is creating local jobs. The Moorabool shire has three wind farms.
The Moorabool wind farm project consists of 105 wind turbines located approximately 25 kilometres
south-east of Ballarat, and this project will produce up to 321 megawatts. Moorabool has been dealing
with community concerns and complaints—I commend this bill to the house. (Time expired)
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (12:20): I am very pleased to also have the opportunity to
contribute on the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. There is absolutely no question
that our government’s record on climate change action in the form of investing in, in the form of
supporting and of course in the form of legislating to support the increased use of renewable energy
and protecting our environment has indeed been unprecedented. In recent weeks we have announced
even bigger steps in this direction. We have announced one of the world’s largest lithium-ion batteries,
to be built near Geelong; we are making homes more energy efficient; and we are expanding the Solar
Homes program. Indeed the expansion of the Solar Homes program is something that has been
extremely well received in my community.
From large-scale wind and solar farms to supporting at-home renewables and energy efficiency
measures, we have demonstrated time and time again that we are serious about acting on climate
change, protecting our environment and sustainability for our younger and emerging generations. We
are continuously working to make our power supply more reliable and, importantly, affordable for
Victorians. Part of this is regulating for the industry. Renewable energy is a sure part of our future—a
cleaner future, one that embraces the abundance of natural wind and sun energy that we are so lucky
to draw on in a country like Australia and indeed in our great state. This is exactly why we set
renewable energy targets. In meeting these targets for our shared future, wind energy technology will
play a critical role. Therefore it is critical that we support that industry with appropriate legislation that
allows them to do that job. This bill, as part of reform to improve wind farm noise regulation, will help
us continue work across Victoria to reach our renewable energy targets through addressing risks to
investor confidence in the construction of wind energy facilities across the state of Victoria. The wind
farm industry is a vital part of our cleaner future in Victoria, and I am pleased to see this bill before
the house to continue to support the role and the growth of wind energy technology in Victoria.
In summary this bill seeks to, one, exclude noise or emissions from a wind turbine at wind energy
facilities from the nuisance provisions contained in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 from
1 July 2021, with the Environment Protection Amendment Act 2018 commencing, and, two, include
transitional arrangements, meaning that any nuisance complaints that are made before the
commencement date or that are in progress before the commencement day will continue to be
investigated and continue to be resolved under division 1, ‘Nuisances’, in the PHW act and that from
the day the amendment commences no new nuisance complaints can be made. The bill’s amendments
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align with the EPA act’s commencement, scheduled to commence 1 July 2021 or not later than
31 December 2021.
The objectives of this bill are to bring certainty and clarity to the wind farm industry in Victoria and
of course to the local councils that are in these areas where these wind farms are. We are providing for
increased confidence in the regulatory framework for wind energy facility noise amongst our
communities. The amendment bill recognises the EPA as the appropriate regulator with regard to wind
turbine noise and also makes recognition of the EPA act as the appropriate regulatory framework.
From the youngest to the oldest of my constituents, people in my community include action on our
environment and indeed action in relation to developing renewable and sustainable sources of energy
for our environment as part of a sustainable future amongst their highest priorities. These issues are
some of the biggest challenges we face, not only as a state but also as a global society. As the member
for Melton said, US President-elect Biden referred to these matters most recently. And as a government
we have demonstrated time and time again that now is the time to act and now is the time to invest in
our future.
My constituents are passionate and committed to making their own household changes to boost energy
efficiency and sustainability, and equally they are strong advocates for climate change action on a state
and on a federal level—indeed they are strong advocates for climate change action at the global level. I
note that every time I visit local schools in my electorate and speak to students about what issues they
would like to see front and centre in my advocacy and in my representation in this place they raise
climate change with me regularly. They talk to me about sustainability, and they are always extremely
passionate in the way that they discuss these matters. In and around my electorate we consistently see
projects, education and advocacy at the local community level to ensure we continue to protect our
environment and that we take action now to protect our environment for future generations.
The collective community actions at Coburg North Primary School is but one example of this. I am
pleased to regularly visit Coburg North Primary School and talk with the students there about their
projects in relation to environmental sustainability. This year Coburg North Primary School won the
primary school Student Action Team of the Year award in the Sustainability Victoria ResourceSmart
Schools Awards. Grade 4 students at the school were recognised for the dedication they showed
working together to first research the use of energy and its production but also plan and execute Solar
Day at the school, which fundraised $3000 for a new 100-kilowatt solar system. The students were
acknowledged for their efforts in increasing sustainability awareness amongst their peers and across
the community.
It is just so inspiring to see students continue to use their passion for our environment in real,
advocative ways and to take real action to change how we deal with climate issues in our society. They
have worked collaboratively towards a shared goal that will have a long-term impact on not only their
school and their community but the future of our planet. They have actively used their knowledge
from their own research to engage in practical activities that will benefit many generations to come. I
know that students right across my electorate, not just those at Coburg North Primary School, along
with their families want to see renewable energy, including wind farms, be a prominent feature right
across the state, building clean and reliable power supplies for the future. This is exactly what our
renewable energy targets are about, and this bill will help us to achieve those targets.
This bill is important to the future of the wind farms in Victoria and to having the framework and
regulation in place for industry and for the community. The bill is part of a reform package led by
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, in consultation with Department of Health
and Human Services and the EPA, which aims to improve wind farm noise regulation in Victoria. It
is in this context that it is appropriate to note the level of regulation already in place with respect to
wind farms. The creation of wind farms already involves extensive planning and community
consultation requirements prior to construction. They are highly regulated. Wind farm planning permit
applications undergo extensive notice, enabling local communities to have their say before the
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determination of a proposal. Furthermore, noise output is a key consideration point for the Minister
for Planning in making determinations on wind farm permit applications. There are also conditions
requiring post-construction noise assessments to be undertaken on permit-granted wind farms, making
sure there is compliance with the noise standard. However, with this regulation already in place, the
nuisance provision included in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 has created a second avenue
for the operators of wind farms to have to manage. Therefore there can be situations where a wind
farm can be entirely compliant with its planning permit and can be demonstrating operation within
clearly set out noise requirements but can still find itself subject to additional complaints through this
provision. With this secondary avenue in place, there can be significant levels of uncertainty
experienced by operators of wind farms and indeed the community alike.
As solar and wind farms grow, we are aware that the current community burden has become more
significant. With this being the case, we have announced that wind, solid and energy infrastructure
will be approved by the planning minister rather than by councils. Councils welcomed this change due
to not having the resources or capacity to manage these sorts of large projects. Our government has
listened to the experience of councils in finding the responsibility to investigate wind farm noise
complaints unduly burdensome. Councils have some ongoing responsibilities that are creating legal
uncertainty, and it is impacting the capacity for the community to engage with a resource regulator.
The Public Health and Wellbeing Act nuisance provisions are an important tool for councils in dealing
with local health risks. The nuisance provisions were not drafted with consideration of the complexity
and the size of wind energy facility industries and are unsuitable for wind turbine noise. Through the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020 we exclude noise or emissions from wind turbines
at wind energy facilities as a complaint subject under the act’s nuisance revisions, and we therefore
help to bring certainty and clarity to the wind farm industry and councils and enhance the confidence
of the community in a strengthened regulatory framework.
There will be clarification that the EPA stands as the most appropriate wind farm noise regulator in
Victoria. We are aware that for councils responding to nuisance complaints about wind farms can
attract significant costs, and we have to consider ratepayers and the communities that the councils
represent in this cost as well. Wind farm noise assessment and the required testing can be lengthy,
expensive and complicated in nature. High-level technical expertise is required, and councils do not
necessarily have this at hand. Through the changes we are making, we will remove a significant burden
for councils and a significant burden for the community. This is also a change that is supported by the
Municipal Association of Victoria, it should be noted. Through the amendments in this bill our
government will be assisted to achieve our renewable energy targets—targets that are fundamental to
setting a clear path to respond to climate change and importantly to take real action.
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:30): I move:
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
The SPEAKER (12:30): I wish to advise the house that earlier today the house agreed to adjourn
debate on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 for two weeks. As the house had already
agreed to a government business program that includes this bill and the completion time for the
government business program is 5.00 pm tomorrow, it was not in order for the house to adjourn debate
for two weeks. To resolve this I propose to resubmit the question for the period of time for the
adjournment of debate. The house can only agree to a time that is before the completion time of the
government business program. The question is:
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That the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 be adjourned until later this day.

Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:31): Look, what a shambles—what an utter shambles. Let us put on the
record here all the steps that have led to this debacle by the Attorney-General, a member who is a
previous Manager of Opposition Business in this place, who should know all of the rules of this place,
and the failure of the longstanding Deputy Speaker to apply the standing and sessional orders here.
We have got a situation where the bill was put off for a fortnight when it really could not be because
the standing orders do not allow it. Well, historically, this bill, the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill, does not come into the Parliament during budget week—that only started in last year’s budget
week—but because this government is bereft of legislation ready to be debated, bereft of any bills
ready to be debated this week, we had a situation where the Leader of the House came to the Manager
of Opposition Business and requested that this bill be debated this week. In fact we were asked to
facilitate the smooth running of the house by having this bill debated forthwith.
Mr Wells: No, we had an agreement.
Ms STALEY: And we were going to have an agreement that the debate would be held forthwith
and it would be done today. As members would know, as the Shadow Treasurer I am the lead speaker
on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 and I am also the lead speaker on the reply by the
opposition to the budget. So that meant that we would do this one today and the budget reply
tomorrow. Then the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill was brought in yesterday, and it was only
first read. So the agreement was that I was to stand up today straight after reports, when it was to be
the first item of business, and speak on a bill that had not yet been seen by the house.
We then had a situation—and other speakers will go through the process to get to here—where because
the bill had not been second read I got a draft of this bill at 8.25 this morning, 5 minutes before a
briefing, and that meant that I was to speak on a very technical bill—which will now occur presumably
half an hour after this debate, straight after this debate, because we will go immediately to it—for
which there are no provisions in the bill that need to be debated this week. I then got a text from the
whip saying that the government plan to bring on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill at 12.30,
and I thought, ‘Okay, well, it’s 12.30. It’s not 11; it’s 12.30’. I was watching the chamber, and I saw
the Attorney get up when asked the question and adjourn the bill for two weeks.
Now, given the history of how we got here, given the completely shambolic history of the number of
changes we had got as to when this bill was coming on, how it was coming on and whether we would
actually get to see the bill beforehand—the complete anarchy of this government and its
mismanagement in just getting this bill to the Parliament—I thought, ‘Well, okay, they’ve changed
their mind again. It’s going to be adjourned off for a fortnight, and I will speak on this bill in our next
sitting week’. That was actually my reaction.
Mr Wells: That is when you rang me.
Ms STALEY: I rang the Manager of Opposition Business. Now he, being much wiser and more
experienced than me, told me no, an error had been made and we would be brought back to have this
motion now moved. Now, we would have never got to this position if the government was organised
in the beginning, if the Leader of the House had been organised, if the Leader of the House had kept
her word and if, at every point, the government had not sought to make it difficult when we were trying
to do what they wanted so they could have a debate today because they did not have another bill ready.
They did not have another bill ready to debate today, so we said, ‘Yes, we will do state taxation acts
today’, even though there is no reason to do this bill today. There is nothing in it that needs to be done
during budget week—nothing at all. This is a shambolic government with an Attorney-General who
is making error after error and ministers who are just making errors at every point. This is yet another
one, and we are where we are.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop) (12:36): I think the member for Ripon has made it clear that she thinks
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this week is all about her. It is all about her and her contribution to the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2020 and the budget reply. Can I advise the member for Ripon that it has been all about her in the
conversations I have had with the Manager of Opposition Business.
I will come to that in a moment, but can I also start by saying, in supporting the motion that has been
put to the house: talk about making a mountain out of a molehill. Oh my goodness, with all the things
this week that we have got going on—the fabulous budget to talk about, a state taxation bill that brings
to the floor of the Parliament those financial elements that give effect to the budget initiatives that have
been announced this week—this procedural motion is what the member for Ripon wants to spend her
precious time and energy on. What a mountain out of a molehill!
The member for Ripon talked about us being a government bereft of legislation. What nonsense! What
complete and utter nonsense. I am not going to spend another moment on that nonsense because I
think you can see from the legislative program this week and the previous weeks we have got plenty
of legislation to debate, plenty of ideas to discuss and plenty more that is going come to the floor of
this Parliament.
But can also make it very clear for the member from Ripon that it appears that she has not been as well
briefed as I had hoped by the Manager of Opposition Business on the conversations that he and I had
last week. A huge amount of the work that went on last week was to accommodate the member for
Ripon. The Manager of Opposition business said, ‘The member for Ripon wants to give her budget
reply on Thursday morning’. We said, ‘Yep, no problems, we can accommodate that’. We then
discussed how we needed to deal with also the state taxation bill. The Manager of Opposition Business
agreed that, yes, we would first read it on Tuesday, second read it on Wednesday and accommodate
the member for Ripon with her bill briefing in the morning. All of this had been agreed to with the
Manager of Opposition Business. I will accept that the briefing matter was dealt with yesterday.
None of this should be new for the member for Ripon. I appreciate she has got a lot on this week—we
all do, it is a big budget; we are really pleased to have a lot on this week—but I do find her crocodile
tears in this place on this motion more than a little amusing because I well remember last year’s budget.
With last year’s budget the member for Ripon talked about needing time to go through the bill and the
complexity. She needed time. I remember last year the member for Ripon, as soon as the Treasurer sat
down from giving his budget speech on the Tuesday afternoon, popped up straightaway with her
preprepared speech for her budget reply. She popped up straightaway, so last year it was okay for her
to deal with it forthwith. This year she seems to find it a little bit more challenging. As I say, I think
this is more about the bluff and bluster from the member for Ripon, and I reckon I am going to get a
bit of bluff and bluster from the Manager of Opposition Business.
This is merely about making a mountain out of a molehill. A simple error was made this morning.
There has been an acknowledgement on our side, by the clerks as well and by the Speaker about what
went on this morning. That is all that we are arguing about here, instead of devoting time to what we
should be now talking about, which is the state taxation bill. We should be talking about this bill now.
We should be talking about that fabulous new jobs tax credit that is going to be provided as part of the
budget package, which is all about helping small and medium-sized businesses to employ more staff
and to bring back staff that they have had to reduce hours for over the period of the pandemic. That is
the issue of substance that we should be debating right now, not the crocodile tears that we are seeing
from the member for Ripon. Maybe she is putting in another audition. There is a lot of auditioning
going on over there from those opposite. It is a bit of a performance week. It is a big performance
week for the member for Ripon. She knows she has got the spotlight. She is going to perform to her
backbench audience, I am sure. Well, let us bring on the performance on the issues of substance rather
than spending time in the house on what is simply a procedural and process issue that is delaying the
debate on what is a big and important budget state tax bill for the house to discuss.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (12:41): It is always interesting to be able to follow the Leader of the
House, especially with the negotiations that we had last week. But if you ever wanted to see an example
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to demonstrate how bad and chaotic the Andrews government is, this is just another one today. It goes
to a situation where the right hand and left hand of the Andrews government have no idea what is
going on and the advisers have no idea of what the ministers have already committed to, and I will get
to that point in a moment. The Treasurer’s advisers have no idea of the commitments that have been
made in this house to the opposition, and I will get to that in one moment.
The Leader of the House and I had a good agreement last week, and there was lots of consultation
with the Shadow Treasurer—and so there should be. The Shadow Treasurer does not have 400 or 500
or 600 staff; the Shadow Treasurer has to start from scratch. We had an agreement with the Leader of
the House—the Shadow Treasurer and I had an agreement with the Leader of the House—that on
Tuesday we would do the budget and the parliamentary appropriation, that we would first and second
read the budget parliamentary appropriation. Our agreement also stated that we would do the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020, which would be first read on the Tuesday. We then had an
agreement—and I passed this on to the Shadow Treasurer—that there would be a briefing at 9.00 am
on Wednesday, to be able to get the state taxation briefing so the Shadow Treasurer could get up at
about 11.00 or after the committee reports. Can you believe that the adviser to the Treasurer emailed
the Shadow Treasurer and said this:
We will be available from immediately after second reading, should you wish a briefing before Debate on the
Bill. Please feel free to email or have your Office get in touch to arrange …

This is from the adviser to the Treasurer. What he is saying to the Shadow Treasurer is that once the
Treasurer has read the state taxation bill, then they will brief the Shadow Treasurer. But the agreement
from the Leader of the House was that it would be done forthwith. So if the Treasurer gets up and
second reads the state taxation bill and the debate is forthwith, which is what we agreed to, how in
blue blazes can the Shadow Treasurer have a briefing if she has to get up immediately to respond to
what the Treasurer has just said? It makes no sense. It makes absolutely no sense, so quite rightly the
Shadow Treasurer went back to the adviser to the Treasurer and said, ‘What you’re offering is just not
possible’. How ever is the Shadow Treasurer supposed to get up and speak on a bill, one, that she has
never seen and, two, that she has not been briefed on? I mean, it gives an example—
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr WELLS: No, no. It gives an example of where there has been a disconnect between the Leader
of the House and the agreement that she made with the Shadow Treasurer and me that we would get
a briefing at about 9 o’clock. But the adviser—
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr WELLS: No, no, no. The adviser told the Shadow Treasurer directly in an email that that
briefing would not be available until after the second-reading. So, quite rightly, the Shadow Treasurer
went back to the adviser and said, ‘That of course is not possible’. Then they said, ‘Okay. What about
10 o’clock?’—10 o’clock? You get a briefing at 10 o’clock, and then half an hour later get up on your
feet and speak on a bill for 30 minutes? It is another shambolic episode. And for the chief law officer
of the state to get up and to adjourn the bill off for two weeks when the agreement has been ‘later this
day’ and then for the Deputy Speaker to accept that motion—I am not reflecting on the Chair; this is
fact—was blatantly wrong.
So we had the first mistake from the Attorney-General and the second mistake from the Deputy
Speaker in accepting the motion. It was on the guillotine. We all agreed to it. Now, I notice the Leader
of the House said we are making a mountain out of a molehill. It just gives an example of how
shambolic the Andrews government actually is, and we look forward to the debate when it comes on.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (12:46): I am very pleased to rise and speak on this particular
matter, and can I say right from the outset that the government has been absolutely clear with respect
to what we were seeking to achieve this week. And of course very eloquently the Leader of the House
took the Parliament through exactly the arrangement that she struck with the Manager of Opposition
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Business in this place. And of course it is clear to everyone that the principal work of the Parliament
for this particular week is to deal with all of the matters that we would consider generally as the
Victorian budget.
Of course through the course of this week, and through negotiations that took place last week between
the government and the opposition, we have facilitated the member for Ripon getting the briefings that
she has requested to enable her to contribute to this particular debate. Now, I have known the Leader
of the House for perhaps 20 years now, and I have found her to be someone who negotiates in good
faith, who negotiates fairly and who enters into arrangements to enable this Parliament to function in
a fair way so that everyone can contribute.
I must say, my time here has been relatively short, but I have had the opportunity to work in other
parliaments, both as a staffer and of course as a member of Parliament, and I have actually never, ever,
ever seen a leader of a political party attacking staff the way I witnessed a little bit earlier. I think that
is shabby behaviour.
Mr Wells: No, it’s not.
Mr CHEESEMAN: It is inappropriate behaviour. It is very inappropriate. The government does
in good faith negotiate with these things. This is a slip of the tongue from my perspective. It is a small
issue, and the member for Ripon is making, as I think has been pointed out, a mountain out of a
molehill. It is the government’s intention to deal with these bills on Thursday night, to have these
matters voted on. That is our intention. We have facilitated the member for Ripon accessing the
appropriate briefings. We had an agreement that she would be briefed this morning, and indeed she
was briefed this morning, as we said we would do. It is appropriate that this debate be concluded. It is
appropriate that we move on to this matter, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020, and I
commend these arrangements to this place.
Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (12:50): The Leader of the House’s contribution is an exemplar of
everything that is wrong with this government. You would think that the Leader of the House would
actually walk into this place, acknowledge that her colleague the Attorney-General made a mistake,
acknowledge that the Deputy Speaker made a mistake and ask the opposition to get on with matters,
but instead she comes in here and attacks, because of course in the Labor Party’s world the Labor
Party does not actually make mistakes. There is no possible mistake that was ever made. It is always
someone else’s fault. So instead of coming in here and asking for forgiveness and instead of coming
in here and making an apology, the Leader of the House comes in here and just attacks the member
for Ripon. That is the way it goes for this government. It is always someone else’s fault. It is always
someone else’s fault that things have gone wrong. It is always someone else’s fault when things do
not work out the way that the government wants them to.
You would think even during this procedural debate that the Attorney-General might wander back in
and contribute to the debate and maybe make an apology to the house or ask a question of the
opposition, which has done nothing but try to accommodate the government on these matters to make
sure that the debate happens during the course of the week, which does not have to happen. To have
the Leader of the House conflate the issues around the member for Ripon’s budget reply of last year
and her contribution on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020—yes, the member for Ripon
got up and debated the budget forthwith. She did not do it with the state taxation bill, and yet the
Leader of the House gets up here and tries to pretend that because the member for Ripon gave her
budget reply forthwith that is a precedent and that she should do that with every bill going forward for
the rest of her time here. Then I have got the member for Mount Waverley in the background going,
‘She did it last time! She did it last time!’. She did not do it last time, member for Mount Waverley;
she spoke on the budget forthwith, not the state taxation bill.
I just find that the Leader of the House, instead of actually coming in here and being apologetic, instead
of coming in here and actually saying to the house, ‘Well, we made a mistake—
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Mr Fregon: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Warrandyte just said that I said things
that I do not recall saying, and I think we would go back to Hansard, because I believe that that is not
correct.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The member for Warrandyte to continue.
Mr R SMITH: The interjection was quite clear, member for Mount Waverley—quite clear for
everyone here. Then I have got the member for South Barwon, who gets up and seems to think that
giving the member for Ripon, the Shadow Treasurer, a briefing is some sort of favour that the
government is bestowing on us and that we actually say, ‘Thanks so much, member for South Barwon,
for having the government give us a briefing on a bill that we are being asked to debate just hours
later’. Again, this side of the house has accommodated the government every step of the way, and
these briefings that the government are giving at the last moment are not a favour that the government
are doing for us; it is actually their responsibility. We cannot debate the bill unless you actually do
give us a briefing—unless the government provides that briefing for us. To think that the government
was going to go into this state taxation bill immediately after the budget without even giving us a
briefing is just appalling.
When I think about last week when the Leader of the House asked the Manager of Opposition Business
to allow the government to debate bills 13 days after their introduction, again the opposition was
accommodating. Certainly the shadow ministers at the table were not aware of that and denied leave
when it was asked to be granted in that circumstance. The Leader of the House came in here in a fit of
apoplexy because how dare we break the agreement that had been made because we were not aware
of it at the time? I would say to the Leader of the House: maybe get your own house in order first.
Maybe tell your colleague the Attorney-General what is going on so that she is aware of it. Maybe tell
the person who has taken the chair so that they are aware of it as well.
I think it is not unreasonable for the opposition to assume that when a senior minister, being the
Attorney-General, and, as the member for Rowville said, the longstanding Deputy Speaker have both
made what would seem to be obvious changes to an agreement that was struck between the Manager
of Opposition Business and the Leader of the House, then I think that those on this side of the house
are quite entitled to believe that maybe another change has been made in this regard. So I put to the
house that in this circumstance I think the Leader of the House would be better served by coming here,
admitting her colleagues have made a mistake and apologising to the opposition for the mix-up that
has happened. I think that that is the way the government should treat things in many different
circumstances going forward—acknowledge that they actually do make mistakes and that they should
apologise for them and not attack others for the mistakes that their own people make.
Question agreed to and debate adjourned until later this day.
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:55): I rise to speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020,
and in doing so I note that this bill is in two parts. The first part of the bill, in which there are three
sections, implements some of the budget measures but not all. In fact most of the budget measures are
either in the budget or have been done through the emergency provisions that were passed earlier this
year. There are very minor taxation changes that relate to the budget, and in fact the only one that we
could argue really is related to the budget is a bringing forward of the 50 per cent duty discount for
purchases of commercial and industrial property in regional Victoria to 1 January 2021. I would note
that while tax relief is always welcome, that still does not bring the government into line with the
commitments we made prior to the 2018 election to cut stamp duty in regional areas. They will remain
at the end of this budget process above where we would have liked to have seen duties and tax in
regional Victoria.
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Seventeen of the 20 provisions in this bill are technical tax amendments that have nothing at all to do
with the budget, and that is why the debate we just had mattered. There seems to be this idea that
somehow this bill has something to do with the budget and that it did not matter that I got briefed or
did not get briefed or the opposition got briefed or did not get briefed. This is actually a technical
taxation bill. Most of the changes in this bill do things like align the Victorian definition of a green car
with the commonwealth standard, correcting a technical anomaly that excluded cars exactly on the
emissions threshold; or enable an expansion of the types of equity release providers who can access a
duty exemption for their product while maintaining consumer protections.
I was reading at that point from the part of the briefing I did get this morning, and I do thank the
Treasurer’s office for giving me that briefing. In the end we got there, finally. There was clearly a
miscommunication between the Treasurer’s office and the Leader of the House. The Leader of the
House had not bothered to tell the Treasurer that she had reached agreement with the Manager of
Opposition Business as to when the opposition would be briefed. But the point I go to here is that the
majority of these provisions are highly technical, and in fact some of the provisions, which I will come
to later in my contribution, are there to fix previous changes that the government made in previous
amendments to this act that have not worked.
I remember at the time, when we were going through the briefing this morning, we got down to some
of them and I said, ‘Are these the ones that the accountants didn’t like?’, and it became true that they
were. We have had no opportunity at all to go back to the accounting profession and ask them whether
these amendments that the government is putting through on the guillotine this week are actually fixing
the problem that they created last time round. So, again, this is not a budget bill in the way that those
on the government side would like to have us believe. This is a taxation acts amendment bill that
makes a large number of technical changes to Victoria’s taxation laws. I will be going through those
in my contribution, but I think we need to understand that this is not some key part of the budgetary
process. There is no need for us to put this bill to the guillotine this week.
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 24 November.
Members
MINISTER FOR WATER
MINISTER FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORT
MINISTER FOR PORTS AND FREIGHT
Absence
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:01): I rise to update the house that today I will answer
questions for the portfolios of water, police and emergency services; public transport, roads and road
safety; consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation; ports and freight; and fishing and boating, and
that is in addition to announcements I made yesterday for the entirety of the week.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
MINISTERIAL CONDUCT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:01): My question is to the Premier.
Through freedom of information, the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner revealed that
no departmental probity auditor was present at up to 12 Progressive Business functions attended by
the Minister for Planning and property developers. The minister’s department further advised:
… that the probity auditor referred to in Hansard is engaged by Progressive Business.

However, yesterday, when asked if your government would continue to contract out of the provision
of probity auditors at meetings between your ministers and property developers at Progressive
Business fundraisers to Progressive Business, you replied:
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No such thing has occurred … No such thing has happened … No such thing has occurred.

Premier, why did you mislead the Parliament?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:02): Apparently somebody missed that there was a
budget yesterday—the biggest budget, the most significant investment perhaps in living memory, and
the Leader of the Opposition is asking about fundraisers and probity auditors and Progressive
Business. I am not responsible for Progressive Business. I have no connection to Progressive Business.
Unless the Leader of the Opposition wants to start answering for the Cormack Foundation—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, goodness me. The Premier is debating the question.
He is responsible for the integrity of himself and ministers in his government, and the question went
to integrity. I ask you to bring him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier is not debating the question.
Mr ANDREWS: As I was saying, the Leader of the Opposition likes to confuse and conflate a
whole lot of completely unconnected things. The Minister for Planning—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, no, if the Leader of the Opposition has got an allegation to make—
Mr M O’Brien: You misled the Parliament.
Mr ANDREWS: I did no such thing. If the Leader of the Opposition has got an allegation to make,
then he ought make it.
Mr M O’Brien: I made it.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, you ought make it by substantive motion then. Eddie the Expert over here!
You ought make it by substantive motion.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS: The mayor of Fantasy Island over here cannot get his facts straight—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Just before calling the Leader of The Nationals on a point of order, can I
just ask all members in the house not to shout across the chamber. We need to be able to hear questions
and answers given.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker—and it is a similar point of order to yesterday—it is about
forms of addressing other members in the house. I would ask you to remind the Premier to actually
show courtesy to other members in this house, as would be expected of all of us.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do remind members to refer to other members by their correct titles.
Mr ANDREWS: The honourable Leader of the Opposition needs to be aware of one thing: the
planning minister conducts himself at all times and in all things to the highest of standards. He swore
an oath, and he upholds that oath everyday—as do I.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, this is really where we have arrived at. If you were to pose these questions
to me, as the Leader of the Opposition is entitled to—he is not entitled to create his own facts, but he
is entitled to ask these questions—I am equally entitled and obliged to point out that they are bizarre
and inaccurate. Perhaps the real question here is—well, I wonder if the standards that the current
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Minister for Planning upholds have always been upheld. I wonder whether perhaps on multiple
occasions a former planning minister used to drag public servants to party-political fundraisers—
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr ANDREWS: not probity auditors. They would be required to attend—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, I ask you to bring the Premier back to answering the
question at hand. He has had plenty of time now to answer that question, and he still has not addressed
the issue as to why he misled the Parliament yesterday in his answer to the Leader of the Opposition’s
question.
The SPEAKER: The Premier has been relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr ANDREWS: As I was saying, there is a contrast here—a planning minister who upholds the
oath that he has sworn and others who took senior public servants to penthouse dinners at $10 000 a
plate. You see, that is the real target of these questions. They are questions directed to those behind—
or one person behind—not to anyone on this side of the house. This line of questioning is ridiculous,
and I refute it entirely.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier is clearly debating the question, and I ask
you to bring him back to answering the question that the Leader of the Opposition asked.
The SPEAKER: The Premier has concluded his answer.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:06): Will the Premier immediately
change his government policy and require all of his ministers to cease relying on probity auditors
engaged by Progressive Business at Labor Party fundraising functions?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:06): Perhaps unbeknownst to the Leader of the
Opposition, who did not support the most dramatic, the most significant, the most impactful political
donations reform in the country, for ministers who already held themselves to the highest standards,
this is an irrelevant matter on the basis that we have profoundly changed—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the fact that this Premier regards matters of integrity
and corruption as being irrelevant to his government just shows you that he has got no standards at all,
and I ask you to bring him back to answering the question: will he change policy and refuse
Progressive Business providing probity audits?
The SPEAKER: Order! I heard the question. Points of order are not an opportunity to repeat the
question. The Premier is being relevant to the question.
Mr ANDREWS: We had a budget delivered yesterday, and this confected confusion, conflating
things that are completely irrelevant—not even, frankly, might I submit, matters of government
business—is the best the Leader of the Opposition can come up with. Is it any wonder that he is in
some of the trouble he is quite obviously in? The Minister for Planning and all ministers in this
government hold themselves to the highest of standards. The Leader of the Opposition perhaps doubts
that that has always been the case. ‘My question is to the member for Bulleen’—that is what you
should be asking, because that is what you are asking.
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am going to ask the Leader of the Opposition to cease shouting across
the table at the Premier in that manner.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUDGET 2020–21
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:08): I am delighted to rise to speak about an issue that
may be of no concern to some but is profoundly important to every single Victorian. Yesterday we
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delivered a budget; a budget for the times, a budget to repair and recover, to heal the wounds that this
global pandemic has inflicted on so many of us.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, then you can get up and ask me a question about the budget, if you are so
interested in it.
It was also yesterday the second anniversary of our re-election to this place in, might I add, record
numbers, a humbling endorsement by the Victorian community and one that we have taken seriously
every day that we have been in office. There have been many things exposed in this global pandemic,
and what we are doing is taking account of each of them—social housing, $5.3 billion of investment;
10 000 jobs a year for four years, peaking at 18 000 jobs in just a couple of years. That is a safe, secure
roof over their heads for more than 12 000 families—not something that ever troubled some.
Beyond that, a massive boost to mental health—that system is broken, and we are wasting no time in
making the repair to that that we need to make. Some have not been supportive of that process; we
will implement each and every one of those recommendations.
When it comes to energy, creating a more energy-efficient energy network, helping families with the
cost of living and also making sure that we do the right thing by the planet—unprecedented and
massive investment.
There are many other investments: 400 000 jobs by 2025, 200 000 jobs by the end of 2022, a massive
boost in the new jobs tax credit, $1 billion for skills and training—not cutting TAFE, but in fact making
sure that every Victorian gets the skills they need for the job they want. That is our way, that is what
we promised we would do and that is what we are getting on and delivering. Infrastructure large and
small, city and country, suburbs, the smallest of country towns—this is a massive budget to make
Victoria fairer and stronger for the future.
MINISTERIAL CONDUCT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:10): My question is to the Minister for
Planning. In relation to dodgy property developer John Woodman, on 20 February the minister told
the Parliament:
Mr Woodman has attended a number of functions and forums, and indeed at every one of those I have been
accompanied by a probity auditor.

On 3 March the minister told Parliament that:
… on all occasions when I have been involved in Progressive Business events an independent probity auditor
has been part of all those conversations …

However, the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner has revealed that the minister’s own
planning department advised that the probity auditor referred to by the minister is engaged by
Progressive Business. Does the minister think it is appropriate that the probity auditor overseeing his
meetings with developers at Labor Party fundraisers is engaged by Labor Party fundraisers?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing) (13:11): I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. There are two alternatives that are available to us here.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister should be heard.
Mr WYNNE: Thank you for your advice. The first of course is that you ensure that you have
integrity in terms of decision-making and that the decisions that you make are unfettered by any external
influences. That is exactly as I have conducted myself on all occasions, because that is my sworn
responsibility. I am the person responsible for making decisions in relation to planning matters and
nobody else in this Parliament. So I think it is entirely appropriate that at any point where I may have

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 25 November 2020

Legislative Assembly

3631

attended Progressive Business events—not the big events like what happened this morning, for
example, with the budget breakfast, where there would have been hundreds of people. But where in fact
I may have been at an event where there would have been a round table of people who may have an
interest in planning matters, absolutely there was at every one of those occasions a probity auditor there.
The second thing that I should say is that I have just learned very recently that the probity auditor that
was employed by Progressive Business has been approved by the Department of Treasury and Finance
to be part of their probity audit. So independently and in relation to any other matters pertaining to
Progressive Business I can absolutely assure the house of the integrity of my decision-making, which is
solely my decision-making. And indeed the Leader of the Opposition can pursue as much as he likes the
Premier or any other member of this government; I make the decisions in relation to planning matters.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:14): Dodgy property developer John
Woodman is currently before IBAC accused of corrupt conduct.
Mr Andrews: For bribing all your mates.
Mr M O’BRIEN: The Premier has met with John Woodman—
Mr Andrews: For bribing all your mates.
Mr M O’BRIEN: Well, actually, I think it is one of your former MPs who is in the box today,
mate. The minister has met with John Woodman on a number of occasions. In what circumstances
does the minister choose to rely on a Labor Party-appointed probity auditor for such meetings, instead
of using one appointed by his own department?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing) (13:14): This is the most
extraordinary question by the Leader of the Opposition. His proposition is this: that this government
should be using taxpayers money to in fact go to Labor Party fundraising events. That is the proposition
that is made by the Leader of the Opposition, and I simply draw the attention—
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition!
Mr WYNNE: Well, that is your proposition. I simply draw to the attention of the house the matter
that has already been raised by the Premier on the public record. My predecessor took senior state
government planning bureaucrats to Liberal Party fundraising events, and they were not even sure that
they were meant to be there—and that is on the public record—not once but on many occasions.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUDGET 2020–21
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (13:16): It may have escaped the attention of some, but yesterday I delivered a budget—a
budget that was probably the most important budget in living memory for this state, a budget that is
about creating jobs and is about getting Victorians back to work. A big part of that is rebuilding
confidence in this state, and that is exactly what the budget has done.
The reaction to the budget has been outstanding. Infrastructure Partnerships Australia said that the
budget:
… has delivered a pandemic pincer of infrastructure stimulus and economic reform …

Victorian Council of Social Service CEO Emma King said:
This budget is literally brimming with positive, smart and effective social policy measures that will make real
inroads into poverty and disadvantage …

The Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry CEO, Paul Guerra, said that the budget was:
… putting Victorian business and workers first and backing local business.
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Also we had the Grattan Institute. They, I might say, do not necessarily always agree with us, but those
opposite seem to agree with them. But what they had to say was that:
… the Andrews government has targeted some of the most effective stimulus measures—measures which
most economists support but the federal budget ignored.

It was described as a ‘big and bold’ budget by the Property Council of Australia. The Housing Industry
Association described it as a budget that:
… will provide a much needed stimulus over the next five years for the Victorian economy …

Even the member for Ripon on ABC radio yesterday said that the budget was clearly designed to get
Victorians back to work. We have got fans in all places. The only person who does not see the joy of
this is the former Treasurer, the member for Malvern, who managed to get unemployment to 7 per
cent under his watch.
INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:18): My question is to the Premier.
On 12 November the Premier said:
The budget will be delivered on 24 November and IBAC will receive more funding than it has ever received
before.

Yet the budget papers reveal that the Premier’s government has slashed funding to IBAC by
$4.4 million this financial year. Premier, why have you cut the budget of the anti-corruption
watchdog?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:18): Again the Leader of the Opposition is wrong.
There is a theme.
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, you do not get to ask the question and answer it. Your days of answering
questions are well behind you, I think. It has been a long time since you stood over here and answered
a question, and you were no good at it then. I will do the answering of your questions now if you want
to listen to the answer. IBAC, $49 million—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, first of all, the Premier is debating the question.
Secondly, if there is a need to make available to the house the Treasurer’s own budget paper, budget
paper 3, page 384, he will see that there has been a $4.4 million cut to IBAC this year.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. I would ask again the Leader of the Opposition
to cease interjecting across the table and the Premier to stop taking up those interjections.
Mr ANDREWS: You would think that someone who had the great honour of being Treasurer of
this state would read budget papers a bit more accurately, but then again, when you were such a
miserable Treasurer you probably did not spend much time reading or compiling budget papers. The
facts of the matter are these: $49 million—
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: This is the answer: $49 million and indexation for each of the out years—exactly
what IBAC sought. If in previous years there were moneys that were not expended, instead of recalling
those moneys—as the Treasurer could have done—those moneys were left with the integrity
commission who expended those in out years. The Leader of the Opposition ought to know better, but
of course that would not suit the constantly negative, fictional, fantasy agenda that he runs where any
criticism, no matter how baseless, is better than making any positive comment.
Members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS: The Leader of the Opposition is wrong, wrong and wrong again. You could
barely compile your own budget and you cannot read ours.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! When the Manager of Opposition Business is happy for us to continue,
and the Attorney-General.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:21): I have previously offered to make
available to the house budget paper 3, page 384, which clearly shows a $4.4 million cut this year to
IBAC’s budget. My supplementary question: IBAC is currently conducting major investigations into
branch stacking by Labor Party MPs, the dealings of Labor donor John Woodman and your
government’s association with the United Firefighters Union. Premier, is it a mere coincidence that
the year IBAC is investigating the Labor Party is the same year it is having its budget slashed?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:22): Again the Leader of the Opposition is not great
with a backup supplementary based on the answer to the principal question. He is not listening, cloth
ears over here. Make up your own facts, repeat your own nonsense rubbish again and again and again.
This is the only budget question he can ask. Not about jobs, not about skills, not about hospitals or
schools or transport.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, I suggest the Premier may be debating the question
instead of answering it.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier to come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS: The Leader of the Opposition listed a group of people that IBAC are currently
looking at. He missed one group, and that was members of the Liberal Party who were bribed, it would
seem, by the subject of those investigations. You missed that one out. I wonder why? You are wrong,
Leader of the Opposition, you are wrong. You can say whatever you please but you do not get to create
your own facts—$49 million in indexation for each of the out years. You are wrong. I say to you again:
you are not much good at writing budgets, and you are no better at reading them.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: DISABILITY INCLUSION PACKAGE
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health) (13:23): The
disability inclusion package is a life-changing reform, one that has been years in the making. This goes
back to consultations in opposition when you, Speaker, were in a different role, and with me and the
Premier, then the opposition leader, we met with parents, teachers and students to listen to their
experiences. One outcome was the review of program for students with disabilities funding, which
recommended moving away from the cold, strict medical criteria where kids are either in or out and a
pilot of an approach that puts students at the centre and considers their strengths and the adjustments
that are needed for them to participate in education at the same level as their peers.
This approach was tested and retested over the last couple of years and now it is ready to go. Rolling
out across the state is the almost $1.6 billion disability inclusion initiative, which will double the
number of students with complex and high needs who will receive direct funding, a world-leading
approach and also the first in the Southern Hemisphere. I will read out some comments. From the
Association for Children with Disability:
This is an investment that will improve the education for Victorian students with disability.

The principal at Keelonith Primary School, Loren Peavey, stated:
… this will support all learners so we are a true representation of society.

Children and Young People with Disability Australia:
… welcomes this new approach and looks forward to seeing improved experiences and outcomes for students
with disability.
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Down Syndrome Victoria:
This new approach puts the needs of the student at the heart of the response—focusing on what a child can
achieve rather than what they can’t.

This investment is expected to create up to 1730 additional jobs by 2025, and none of them, I would
say to the Leader of the Opposition, is wearing a hard hat. This will be helping kids with disabilities
get the education they deserve.
ELECTRIC VEHICLES
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (13:25): My question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. Minister, governments around the world are increasing the uptake of electric vehicles
by lowering costs and making them more affordable. Locally new electric vehicles make up less than
1 per cent of car sales, some of the lowest in the developed world. Minister, with Victoria’s transport
emissions rising, to tackle the climate emergency we need to bring them down fast. So why on earth
is the government putting an extra tax on electric vehicles?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (13:26): I thank the member for Prahran for his question, but I do want to contest
the basis of that question. To suggest a tax to the extent that the Treasurer announced a few days ago
will somehow totally undermine our government’s commitment to achieving net zero emissions by
2050 is an absolute untruth, frankly, and it makes light of the seriousness with which our government
is tackling climate change. You only have to look at the fact that this budget is providing a record
$1.6 billion of investment, most of which is over the next three to four years, to absolutely tackle headon the need for us to move to a decarbonised economy. Our government is the only government that
has legislated interim emissions reduction targets in the country. Our government is the only
government in the country to have committed in legislation to establish and release sector pledges,
including for transport, and those will be released in coming months.
There is absolutely no doubt that when it comes to climate change, when it comes to ensuring that our
economic recovery has at its heart the jobs in the new economy and the jobs that come with new
energy technologies, in particular electric vehicles, and when you have a look at the energy innovation
fund—there is more than $100 million dedicated to innovation. It is absolutely chalk and cheese, what
is claimed by the member for Prahran and what the reality is. The reality is that this government is
leading the country when it comes to growing the jobs in a decarbonised economy, and it is not leaving
any Victorian behind by providing the necessary support for them to come along on the journey,
decarbonise our economy and get to net zero emissions by 2050.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (13:28): My supplementary question to the minister: given that the main
barrier to the uptake of EVs is the cost and that the government’s EV tax will actually increase the
annual operation—
Members interjecting.
Mr HIBBINS: If the minister could actually listen to the question, I think that would help question
time. Given that the main barrier to the uptake of EVs is the cost and that the government’s EV tax
will actually increase the actual annual operation cost of an electric vehicle by around 50 per cent at a
time when transport emissions are the fastest rising sector for emissions in Victoria, won’t the
government’s electric vehicle tax actually result in more petrol vehicles on the road and less EVs?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (13:29): I thank the member for the supplementary question, and I reject outright the
assertion there. In fact what I do remind the member and his allies opposite of is that when they had
the opportunity to actually demonstrate national leadership, which would have tackled head-on this
issue of transport emissions, they wimped out and they walked away from Australia’s carbon
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emissions target scheme nationally. They voted against it. So do not lecture us on carbon emissions
reduction strategies.
Mr Hibbins: On a point of order, Speaker, on relevance, I know it is convenient for the minister to
forget the prime ministership of Julia Gillard and the agreement she made with the Greens, but she is
not being relevant to the question. I ask you to bring her back to the point of the question, which was
about electric vehicles.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Government members will come to order. I do ask the minister to come
back to answering the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Thank you, Speaker. Our government’s investment in this budget and, dare
I say, future budgets is absolutely right now casting a massive shadow over what he claims to be a
debilitating policy which will get us nowhere near to decarbonising the transport sector. I reject that
outright. It is this side of the house that has the passion, that has the ambition and that has the plans
and the actions to get this done, and we will deliver.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: GENDER EQUALITY
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (13:30): I rise today on the International Day for the Elimination of
Violence against Women to update the house on the Andrews Labor government’s investment in
Victorian women. This year our state has faced unprecedented challenges. From devastating bushfires
to a global pandemic, 2020 has laid bare gendered inequalities that have existed for far, far too long: a
pay gap that sees women work 59 days for free each year and inequalities that see women overrepresented in low-paid and insecure work, more likely to be unemployed and twice as likely to be
underemployed. Women also do about twice the unpaid care but will retire with around half the
superannuation, and the risk of gendered violence is pervasive.
Despite recent progress, decades of disadvantage and discrimination mean this pandemic was never
going to be felt equally. That is why our budget invests in women. We have invested $435 million to
progress gender equality and end family violence, implement the Gender Equality Act 2020 and
progress Respectful Relationships education, preventing and responding to family violence. And there
is a suite of initiatives to deliver better outcomes for women in our community across a whole range of
areas: free kinder, free TAFE and targeted jobs initiatives for women; and the biggest-ever investment
in social housing, including 1000 units for victim-survivors of family violence. We will not let this year
take us backwards. We will use this opportunity to rebuild a fairer, more equal economy that does not
just affect women but includes us as educators, innovators, carers, tradies, creatives—wherever we are,
we deserve to be there. When you invest in women, everyone benefits. It is ‘inequality crushing’, says
Emma King from the Victorian Council of Social Service. ‘Freakin awesome’, says Sarah Moran of
the Girl Geek Academy. And from Monash academic Jane Bourke, ‘This is what leadership looks like’,
and right she is. But for our government, this is just the beginning.
POLICE RESOURCES
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (13:32): My question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to last
week’s coronial findings report by Coroner Hawkins into the tragic Bourke Street massacre in January
2017, which claimed six lives and injured dozens. Resulting from her findings, Coroner Hawkins
made nine recommendations, which covered Victoria Police’s management of critical incidents, bail
and remand hearings with respect to high-risk recidivist offenders and body-worn cameras to record
all out-of-sessions bail and remand hearings. Will the Premier ensure that all the recommendations
made by Coroner Hawkins will be implemented in full?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:33): I thank the member for Caulfield for his question
and for his interest in these matters. I well remember that terrible day, as I am sure all of us do. When
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you think about the tragedy that occurred that day, it is proper and it is the right thing for us to have a
full and frank coronial inquiry, and we are all grateful to Coroner Hawkins for the work that she has
done. I know that the Chief Commissioner of Police has responded at least initially to the report that
the coroner has laid down—the results of that inquest. I know that the chief commissioner, police
command and every member of police take their responsibilities to do everything they can as
efficiently and as appropriately as they possibly can to always learn, to have a culture of continuous
improvement. I know they take those values and that culture very, very seriously—I have seen that
firsthand. I have seen that at a very personal level, and we are grateful to police for that.
Given that that is their approach and with the comments that I know the chief commissioner has
already made, I am very confident, I can say to the member for Caulfield, that Victoria Police in
partnership with the government will work to implement the recommendations that the coroner has
laid down for us. There is, of course, a proper split between the operational responsibilities of Victoria
Police as a function of law and policy that is set by the government. But as I have always said, and I
think the member for Caulfield would at least credit me with this, whatever the chief commissioner
needs, the chief commissioner will get. And if the chief commissioner needs legislation changed, if
the chief commissioner needs additional resources, if the chief commissioner needs any support to
make sure that Victoria Police remains the best police force in the country with the best equipment,
the best resource and the best chances of fighting crime and keeping us safe, he will get it. If he needs
more, he will get it.
Beyond that I am more than happy, in a spirit of bipartisanship, to engage with the chief commissioner
on behalf of the member for Caulfield. If there is anything that he wants to add in answer to this
question, I am certain that he will be prepared to do that. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services is absent today, but I am also happy to have a conversation with her. She will have, I expect,
a more contemporary understanding of exactly where Victoria Police are up to, but I do know that the
chief commissioner answered to these questions and gave a statement and responded to the coronial
inquiry recently, because I know that Chief Commissioner Patton, police command and every woman
and man of Victoria Police, sworn and unsworn, take their responsibilities to do everything they can
to fight crime and keep us safe extremely seriously.
This year has shown us that. It has been a very difficult year for Victoria Police, a tragic year for
Victoria Police, and yet we have asked a lot of them amidst that tragedy, and they have delivered. I
am very proud of them. I am very grateful to them. And one of the reasons I can say that with great
confidence is that I know them to be an organisation that has embedded within it this culture of
continuous improvement.
It is a good question that the member for Caulfield has asked. If there is anything further I can add or
ask the police minister to add—or indeed the chief commissioner directly—I will pass it on and I will
ask him to come back to you. These are serious matters, and it is encouraging to think that we might be
able to have a debate about these things, or perhaps not. Just agree: let us all back police to keep us safe.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (13:36): The Premier has said many times in this chamber that the
government provides Victoria Police with the resources they need, and the Premier stated that again
today in this chamber. How is it then that Coroner Hawkins found the lack of police resourcing
hampered the response to the Bourke Street attack?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:36): With the greatest of respect to the member for
Caulfield, I had hoped that we could have a debate that was free of partisanship. I will not engage on
that. I do not think that is a fair characterisation of the government’s record, the government’s
commitment.
There has been a bit of talk about budget papers in this last half an hour or so. This budget, like every
budget under our government, supports Victoria Police. The academy is full, subject to COVID. We
have got more police out there. We have got a new police resource allocation model. We have got
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equipment from one end of the state to the other. The very body-worn cameras that the member is
referring to were delivered by this government.
Mr Southwick: On a point of order, Speaker, I am happy to make available the coroner’s findings
to the house in which on two occasions it states that the lack of resources caused huge issues in terms
of not having the people on the ground to do the intelligence gathering prior to Gargasoulas’s attack.
I am happy to provide that to the house if the Premier should require that in terms of the lack of
resources that were needed prior to the Gargasoulas attack—
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the member for Caulfield. There is no point of order.
Mr Southwick: This is very, very important, because those resources were not available.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr ANDREWS: It is disappointing that this might descend into a partisan argument. I have met with
each of the families of those who were lost that day, and I have stayed in touch, to the best of my ability,
with those families. Their dignity, their grace, their sacrifice, the grief and the pain they carry every day
command us to do more. And in the answer to the principal question I have just committed to do that. I
do not think I can be any clearer than that. If the chief commissioner needs more, whatever that might
look like, then the government stands ready to provide that, hopefully in a spirit of bipartisanship.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BIG HOUSING BUILD
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing) (13:38): I rise to update
the house on the Andrews Labor government’s landmark investment in social housing. Victoria’s
$5.3 billion housing build is the single biggest investment in social and affordable housing not just by
any state government but also by any federal government in Australia’s history. Over four years it will
build 12 000 new social and affordable houses, and in the process will generate $6.7 billion in
economic activity and create an average of 10 000 jobs per year. The Housing Industry Association
has welcomed this commitment, saying it will provide homes for many Victorians in need and an
injection into the economy, particularly as the work is set to commence immediately with the Big
Housing Build program and other government infrastructure projects. Our government is making sure
that the impact is felt right across Victoria, with 25 per cent of the investment—$1.25 billion—being
committed to regional and rural Victoria. This will not only provide affordable and secure housing for
growing regional centres, but it will also help boost local economies and help communities recover
from the coronavirus pandemic.
To deliver this historic program we have established a new agency, Homes for Victorians, which will
put in place a 10-year social and affordable housing strategy to see continued growth beyond the life
of this investment. We will commit 2000 homes for those with a mental illness, 1000 homes for the
Aboriginal community and 1000 homes, as my colleague indicated, for women and children escaping
family violence. In the words of Emma King, the CEO of the Victorian Council of Social Service:
This colossal investment will mean fewer people cold, hungry and homeless, and more people in work. It’s
that simple …
It’s a gamechanger.

This is a true Labor budget, and I commend it to the house.
Constituency questions
ROWVILLE ELECTORATE
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (13:41): (4842) My question is to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure.
Minister, given your announcement to build the Suburban Rail Loop from Clayton to Monash
University, when will you give a commitment to prepare the Monash University railway station to
connect to Rowville? The plans are currently to have a heavy rail going through to Monash University.
Logically, it would make sense to continue that rail down to Rowville. The constituents in my
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electorate have made it very clear they do not want a light rail substitute. The light rail design is still
not even complete even though it was supposed to have been a 12-month design project that started
back in April 2018. Despite the federal government’s offer of $475 million for a proposed rail line to
Rowville to be built, the Andrews Labor government continues to ignore the needs and wants of my
constituents. It is about time the people of Rowville’s voices were heard and respected.
NARRE WARREN SOUTH ELECTORATE
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (13:42): (4843) My question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change regarding the recently announced household energy efficiency
package in the state budget 2020–21. Minister, how will this household energy efficiency package
benefit my constituents in Narre Warren South? The $797 million package includes various initiatives
to support low-income households, social housing upgrades, solar panel installations and improved
energy efficiency to tackle climate change. Many in my community need help with their energy bills
and with the upgrading of their homes to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. I would appreciate any
information on how this household energy efficiency package will support my constituents and as
always look forward to sharing the minister’s response with my community.
GIPPSLAND EAST ELECTORATE
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (13:42): (4844) My question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, who I am pleased to see is at the table, and it is on behalf of the
Save Our Pool community group in Buchan. The information I seek is when the Buchan pool will be
reopened. It was closed last year prior to summer due to concerns with the water quality. I was told by
Parks Victoria some months ago that it would be open for this summer. As all members of the house
would be aware, that community was ravaged by fires earlier this year. This is a major piece of tourism
infrastructure in the town—apart from being very popular with locals. We are now one week away
from summer starting. We were told that the pool would be open by summer. The information I seek
from the minister is when indeed that pool will be opened.
PASCOE VALE ELECTORATE
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (13:43): (4845) My constituency question is for the Minister
for Employment in the other place, and the question I ask is: what opportunities are Pascoe Vale creative
workers and schools able to access through the launch of the Andrews Labor government Creative
Workers in Schools program? No-one could have predicted the global pandemic we have endured, and
the experiences and the challenges of this year again were unpredictable. Victorian creative industry
workers have been particularly impacted. These workers work hard day in, day out, often in very
casualised and contracted work, creating the unique and iconic arts and performance culture that is so
important to what we identify as being Victorian. We know what a fantastic role a broad artistic education
can play in inspiring our next generation of creatives. Therefore I am keen to learn more about our launch
of this program, including what opportunities local creatives and schools can access.
CROYDON ELECTORATE
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (13:44): (4846) My constituency question is to the Minister for Creative
Industries. Many community bands have not been able to rehearse since March due to COVID
restrictions. The latest easing of restrictions was announced on Sunday, yet community bands and choirs
have not had their restrictions eased to reflect the easing of most other sectors. For example, sex workers
are allowed to return, cheerleaders can stunt and catch flyers and indoor exercise is allowed for groups
of 20. And yet six singers or blowing instrumentalists are considered too large a group. Community
bands need to be able to rehearse in a COVID-safe manner and to be able to perform. This is paramount
for band members’ social, emotional and mental health and wellbeing. Minister, can you please tell
my constituents how the government is going to support community music and community groups
and bands in terms of gathering sizes, rehearsals and performance?
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ELTHAM ELECTORATE
Ms WARD (Eltham) (13:45): (4847) My constituency question is to the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure. In my community we are happy to see the second stage of the Hurstbridge line upgrade
continuing to track well, and I thank the minister for her support of this incredible job-creating project.
Locals have appreciated the opportunity to participate in recent conversations with the Level Crossing
Removal Project through surveys and online information and feedback sessions. While this project
will create much-needed change to the frequency of trains in our community, residents would like to
understand better the need for change of the configuration of Montmorency station. Minister, what
options were considered for Montmorency station in incorporating a platform to serve the new track
that will be built?
MILDURA ELECTORATE
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (13:46): (4848) My constituency question is for the Minister for Education.
Could the minister provide an update about when infrastructure upgrade work will start at Hopetoun P–
12 and Merbein P–10 colleges, which each received a substantial funding boost in this week’s budget?
It would be an understatement to say the school communities were thrilled to hear they will finally be
able to complete much-needed and much-deserved upgrades thanks to the Victorian government’s
investment of $9.5 million for Hopetoun and $5.93 million for Merbein P–10. Investing in school
infrastructure is an investment in the future of our young people. Students in my electorate deserve
world-class facilities—facilities that will give them the best chance of a quality education and a
successful future in an increasingly complex world. I am grateful to the Minister for Education and
the Victorian government for recognising the needs of these schools through this budget and look
forward to hearing when the work will begin.
BASS ELECTORATE
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (13:47): (4849) My question is to the Minister for Housing. How will the
$5.3 billion big social housing build program support people living in Casey, Cardinia and Bass Coast,
providing them with the security and safety of a place to call home? Casey and Cardinia are identified
in the top 21 priority areas, and Bass Coast was allocated $25 million. In our area the number of people
reaching out to homelessness services, financial services and support services is just too high. The
number of women and children experiencing family violence is just too high, and the number of young
people couch surfing is too high. We have a growing number of single older women at risk of
homelessness. We have people dealing with mental health challenges and people living with a disability
that need suitable accommodation. This significant investment is in them because they are worth it, they
are part of our community. Thank you, Minister, for your lifetime’s work and commitment.
BRIGHTON ELECTORATE
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (13:48): (4850) My constituency question is to the Premier, and I ask:
can the Premier advise me how the government intends to balance the new outdoor dining permit
system with any effects it may have on residential amenity or the potential to reduce trade to
surrounding businesses? Victorian hospitality businesses have it done tough; our community wants to
help them. Elwood traders have raised their concerns that whilst outdoor hospitality trading is
important, it has come at the expense of trade to those businesses. As an Elwood business owner said:
The impact … reducing the carparking by … 600 visits … per day or 4200 visits by customers per week.

Similarly, residents near to a hospitality business in Brighton have raised concerns about the business’s
new car park space, saying:
I am unable to believe that the intent of the State of Emergency and Recovery Exemptions is to support
businesses at the cost of destroying the surrounding neighbourhoods.

Supporting small business is essential, but the government must get the balance right. I look forward
to the Premier’s response.
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NORTHCOTE ELECTORATE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (13:49): (4851) My question is to the Minister for Youth. I
ask: what is the Andrews government doing to ensure that creating opportunities for young people in
Victoria is a focus of our pandemic recovery? Our young people have shown incredible resilience
throughout this shocking year, adapting to remote learning, being separated from their friends and in
many cases their family, not being able to play the sports they love and putting on hold plans for travel,
training or work, and we know that young people are amongst the hardest hit by this pandemic. They
are the most likely to have insecure jobs, to find it hard getting into the workforce, to be renting. They
have been really brave, but many feel deeply uncertain about the future. In Northcote one in five people
is aged between 15 and 29. I will soon be setting up a youth advisory council to hear directly from
them about their hopes and ideas. I want to ensure we are doing everything we can to give them a leg
up in these challenging times.
Bills
STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:50): I return to my remarks on the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2020. I was beginning to talk about the provisions of the bill and in particular the number of
technical amendments that are included in this bill, some of which exist to fix previous technical
amendments that caused problems. While I will not cover all of the technical amendments, some of
which are very, very small and just change definitions or in fact get rid of provisions that are used
hardly at all, there are a few that I think require some comment.
The one I want to start with is the corporate reconstruction concession. Now, this is a change that was
made a couple of years ago. The government at the time brought in amendments that were to their mind
and by their description designed to make it easier for when there has been a merger of corporates and
they end up having two sets of BAS and two sets of income tax and all of those things and they want to
reorganise their corporate structure so that they do not face that regulatory burden of two sets of
everything. The idea was that there would be concessions created that would allow that to occur. Now,
at the time we noted that there was a substantial amount of revenue attached to these measures and
therefore there was no way they could be considered merely an administrative change or in fact a change
that was to do with just making it easier. If it was making it easier, it would not make it more expensive.
While that aspect I unfortunately cannot say has been changed, there were also serious problems with
particularly property investment such that when people were doing a reconstruction and they were also
bringing in partners that was triggering taxation measures in a way that was actually not intended. I
understand that the government has had consultation not on the specifics of what is in the bill but around
this section of the act, particularly with the accounting firms, and this is something that had been asked
for by them. I note that we had concerns about this at the time it originally came in, and because of the
way that this bill has been brought forth this week we have not had an opportunity to consult with
anybody and not in this particular case with the accountants associations. We will be doing that as the
bill sits between the houses, and no doubt the lead speaker for the opposition, my colleague Mr RichPhillips, will have more to say about these provisions once we have done that consultation.
I also want to talk about what the government somewhat cutely—perhaps that might be the nicest way
to put it—are saying. They are saying that they have got provisions to introduce more consistent
restrictions on deriving income from principal place of residence for land tax purposes and to fix
various administration issues. In the briefing this morning I asked extensively about what this meant.
The provisions seek to change that if you have a property attached to your principal place of residence
or on the same land, the same block, that is leased out and there is a lease, that currently is subject to
removing the principal place of residence exemption for land tax from that section of your property.
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What the government is now choosing to do is to extend that requirement to pay land tax to when the
tenant of such a property does not have a lease. Now, when we think about what kind of tenant might
not have a lease but might be paying income, it is likely to be a granny flat.
So what this tax is is the government having another go at the principal place of residence exemptions
within the Land Tax Act 2005. They are constantly tightening it. They tighten it at every budget, and
this time around they are seeking to force grandparents to make their children liable for land tax if they
are helping them out by paying rent when they are living in a granny flat out the back. There are two
problems with this. The first is, really? Informal family arrangements like this where somebody is
paying an income but it is within effectively a whole household in that sense, that does not seem to me
to be a worthy taxation goal and is overreach by the government.
In its briefing today the government did note that it is not intended that where there is somebody paying
expenses that be captured by this, and that is a good thing. However, when questioned further as to
how expenses are defined, we ended up in a bit of a morass. The government was asked: if somebody
is paying expenses—for example, they are paying the school fees of one of their grandchildren—and
that could be a substantial amount of money, does that count as expenses, or because it is more than
the running costs of the house, so it is not an outgoing of the house, how would the taxation
commissioner see that? We did not get clarity on that. There is no clarity.
That brings me to the second problem with this section of the bill, and that is how is the government
going to enforce this? How on earth is the government going to enforce having grandparents out in
the granny flat who are paying some income to their kids—how are they going to enforce that those
children then lose part of their principal place of residence exemption for land tax? Again we asked in
the briefing today, and the only answer we got was, ‘Well, their neighbours might dob them in’.
A fundamental principle of taxation is it has to be enforceable. In fact a fundamental principle of any
law is that it must be known and it must be enforceable. This one fails on both counts. I cannot see
that the government is about to do a mass mail-out to all the residents of Victoria telling them that they
are now going to tax their granny flat. I really suspect that is not the case. Therefore we are going to
be left with a situation where most people do not know that the law has changed, and of course
ignorance of the law is not an excuse.
Mr R Smith: We might mail them.
Ms STALEY: Indeed, member for Warrandyte. There may be others who might mail them to let
them know of this change to the law, because I cannot imagine it would be a very popular change out
there in the suburbs where people have chosen to have multigenerational households with a granny
flat out the back and have that granny pay some rent. So this is, I think, a flawed provision and an
overreach caused by a government that really does seem to have something against the principal place
of residence exemption for land tax purposes.
This part of the bill also changes the principal place of residence exemptions for temporary absences.
Now, there are many people in our society who are absent from their principal place of residence—I
am particularly thinking of those in the armed forces—who may rent that out for a period while they
are away. If this is done on a lease basis, they lose their principal place of residence exemption. But
now even the shortest renting out will make them liable. I do think that this is another burden on people
who are overseas serving our country, for which there is very little reason to go there. I do not think it
has been demonstrated that there is a massive industry in people who have moved overseas trying to
somehow get around, with short-term leases, their principal place of residence exemption.
Sitting suspended 2.00 pm until 3.01 pm.
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 24 November.
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Matters of public importance
BUDGET 2020–21
The SPEAKER (15:01): Order! I have accepted a statement from the member for Mill Park
proposing the following matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house notes the Andrews Labor government’s strong path forward towards the recovery of the
Victorian community and economy following the impacts of the global coronavirus pandemic, including:
(1) a jobs plan for rebuilding Victoria’s economy;
(2) a resilient health and mental health system that delivers for all Victorians;
(3) education and training for all Victorians, including building 11 new schools and investing in hundreds
more;
(4) an investment of $5.3 billion for social housing and $870 million to mental health to support strong and
safe communities;
(5) continuing Victoria’s Big Build and local infrastructure stimulus, with a commitment of $2.2 billion for
initial works of the Suburban Rail Loop; and
(6) keeping the cost of living down with an investment of $797 million for household energy efficiency and
fairness.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (15:02): I am absolutely delighted to rise to support the matter of public importance
that is before the house today and to reflect on the absolutely profound investment that has been
delivered for Victoria and every Victorian in the state budget this year. Firstly, I would like to
acknowledge that this has been a really, really difficult year for all Victorians. We know how hard it
has been, and for me to give it justice I would need to speak for far longer than what I have available
to me, but we do know of course that the global pandemic came on the back of one of the worst
bushfire seasons we have ever experienced. We have made significant sacrifices and worked very,
very hard as a community to overcome the challenges in the face of a global health pandemic. This
state budget addresses those challenges, and it does that for every single Victorian. We are using
environmentally sustainable investment to drive Victoria’s recovery from the economic impacts of
COVID and last summer’s bushfires. By investing in renewable energy and energy efficiency,
protecting our unique biodiversity, addressing the impacts of climate change and more we are
protecting Victoria and its environments for future generations, and we know that, any walk of life
that we are from, we all want to leave the planet much better off than how we found it. That I think
speaks to everyone and this budget speaks to everyone in those terms.
I am very proud of this government’s commitment to fairness and commitment to equality and our
resolve to deliver a stronger, more sustainable future. Through this budget this government has
unleashed the biggest economic stimulus package in this state’s history. Through ambition, through
action and record funding we will power the state’s post-COVID economic recovery. I am proud to
have announced the largest household energy package of any state in Australia’s history. It will provide
$797 million to help more Victorians slash their energy bills, and it will reduce emissions while creating
thousands of jobs. The package focuses on low-income households, which reflects a core principle of
our government—that as we make our energy system cleaner and more reliable, we will also make it
fairer, not leaving anyone behind. Our package will create more than 1500 new jobs and support a total
of 4500 jobs ongoing, making a critically important contribution to our state’s economic recovery.
The package will also cut emissions by a massive 22 million tonnes. That is the equivalent of taking
6.8 million cars off our roads for a whole year. That is more than the Victorian fleet of cars as we
speak now—that is more than every single car in the state.
We will provide $35 million to support 250 000 low-income and vulnerable households to upgrade
inefficient heaters to reverse cycle air conditioners, electric air conditioners, to provide lower cost
heating and cooling. So not only are we going to give them greater efficiency and reduce power bills,
we will actually give them cooling as well as heating, and that is going to be a fantastic uplift for
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Victorians that need it the most—250 000 low-income and vulnerable households. That will directly
support more than 950 000 Victorians.
Victorians who take part in the program can expect to save between $300 and $900 on their heating
costs each year ongoing, and $112 million will be spent on energy efficiency upgrades for
35 000 social housing properties. This will provide bill savings of up to $440 a year and vastly improve
the comfort of homes for those living in social housing. I must say that the Minister for Housing is
absolutely delighted with the opportunity that this presents, really targeting energy efficiency, social
housing and benefiting so many vulnerable communities and community members. This will make a
massive difference to the quality of their lives, the comfort that they have in their own homes and of
course will make it far easier for them to be able to manage their power bills. This is really going to
be a life-changing initiative.
In terms of eligibility, concession card holders, including anyone receiving JobSeeker payments, will
soon be eligible for a one-off $250 payment per household. That is our Power Saving Bonus
program—a $250 one-off payment for those households, and that is backed by a $127.9 million boost
to that really popular Power Saving Bonus program. This comes at a time when we know that with
families having been required to spend more time at home during the COVID period it has meant that
there has been a greater consumption of power and gas, so this money comes at a really important time
for them to be able to really take the edge off and make that difference between being able to choose
to meet the payment of a utility bill and put money towards something that would support the family
in other ways. We do not want families to have to make that choice, and this goes to that very point.
The Victorian Energy Upgrades program will also be expanded. This will incentivise new
technologies and create more jobs. This program delivers an average annual bill saving of $110 for
households and $3700 for businesses, and it supports more than 2200 jobs in the energy sector each
and every year. When you start to actually unpack the wealth of programs and support activities that
this government has backed and created it is a massive ecosystem that speaks to really good jobs,
skilled jobs, driving home improvements for families and businesses in terms of energy savings, and
of course doing some significant cut-through in terms of reducing emissions. All of this makes sense,
and it is the way of the future; it is the way of today.
To make sure new homes are energy efficient we are providing funding to shift to a 7-star standard for
new homes by the end of 2022. I am really delighted that the planning minister, with other planning
ministers across the country, made a decision some months ago that we needed to improve the
efficiency of new-build homes. Energy ministers also approved this policy, and we want to make sure
that Victoria is in the drivers seat and to take full advantage of that as we go towards meeting the start
of that 7-star system around about September in 2022. So by making sure that homes are energy
efficient and providing funding to shift us to that we will have ourselves well and truly ready so that
supply chains and the whole development of the sector is able to rise to the challenge.
To protect renters we are going to be setting minimum energy-efficiency standards for rental properties
that will reduce energy costs and improve comfort. I do want to give a shout-out to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, who is a real champion in this space. I know that
she is absolutely delighted to take this policy through its paces and get those fantastic minimum
standards for renters, who really do not have much control at all in terms of the environment in which
they are living and the quality of the environment in terms of energy efficiency, which goes to
questions of comfort in summer or winter and goes to questions of affordability. Rental costs are one
thing, but in actually being able to live in a place, whether it is your own home or a rental property, it
is also an undue pressure that we want to relieve.
We will also make major investments in our Solar Homes program, which is going from strength to
strength. We have just installed our 100 000th rebated solar photovoltaic system. That is more than
100 000 Victorian households that are now saving money from day one, playing their part to tackle
climate change and creating thousands of jobs too. So we are making an extra 42 000 solar PV rebates
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available to households over the next two financial years, part of our election commitment to ensure
that over a 10-year period we will have delivered either solar panels, batteries or hot-water systems to
770 000 Victorian homes. These additional 42 000 rebates for solar PV systems available over the next
two financial years will bring the total to 140 000; by the end of those two years we will be celebrating
140 000 installations. We will also increase the number of battery rebates available, with the Victorian
government now providing up to 17 500 households with battery rebates over the next three years. Also
we have already, as of last week, removed the postcode restrictions that did apply to the previous
iteration of the battery program, which means that now no matter where you live across Victoria,
providing you meet all the other criteria, postcode will not be a barrier to you being able to apply for a
battery rebate.
We are also introducing a brand new rebate scheme for small businesses. We absolutely know how
tough it has been for small businesses during COVID—we absolutely know that—and not just during
COVID of course. Predating that, many small businesses in bushfire-affected areas have also struggled
and have not had the opportunity to recover. So we are going to be now making available, just for small
businesses, 15 000 solar PV rebates over the next three years. This will come as a really welcome, easy
way for small businesses really doing it tough to save money on their energy bills ongoing.
This is a historic commitment to reducing energy bills, delivering better housing and ensuring energy
fairness. Unequivocally it is clear that Victoria is leading the country in this respect. What I would say
is that I would hope that other states follow the lead. We want to make sure that these benefits are
enjoyed. These fantastic ideas and this level of investment are also something that can benefit people,
businesses and households in other states. We have now shown what is possible when you make major
investments in energy efficiency and drive down household bills. We will not only rebuild our economy
but facilitate access for all Victorians to affordable, reliable and clean energy now and into the future.
This package has been warmly 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 Clean Energy Council have said:
This sort of activity is critical in moving Victoria towards a Clean Recovery.

They also pointed out that this package:
… allows energy users … to reap the benefits immediately …

The Energy Savings Industry Association have said:
Victoria’s jump on energy efficiency COVID-19 recovery policy addresses a myriad of reasons why people
don’t prioritise energy upgrades, as well as a much-needed cash injection for short-term bill stress in very
challenging times …

And the Victorian Council of Social Service of course have summed it up as:
… good for people, good for the economy and good for the planet.

I could not agree more with those sentiments, each and every one of them. I can go on for a long time
on this, but the message to Victorians is clear. To the people of Victoria: as a state we will rebuild
from the COVID pandemic. But importantly we will rebuild fairer and stronger as a community. Noone is to be left behind. Only a Labor government will build strong and safe communities, with our
$5.3 billion social housing package, the largest in our history.
This budget is about looking after people—looking after families, taking care of the people we love
the most and helping more Victorians get back into work. The budget will change lives, giving
thousands of Victorians the security and the stability of a home and tens of thousands of Victorians a
job. It will also allow us to live and breathe and know that we are all doing our part to leave this planet
in a much better state than how we found it, and that is a sentiment that is shared, regardless of political
persuasion, by anyone who understands that we tread on this planet in a way that has meaning and has
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a lasting legacy. I think the security and stability of a home and tens of thousands of Victorian jobs for
Victorians and, of course, better environmental outcomes are things that are truly full of Labor values.
Only a Labor government has the ambition and drive to create sustainable economic opportunities to
support Victoria’s economic recovery following the COVID health pandemic. The vulnerable will not
be left behind. No-one will be left behind. This budget will support those Victorians facing financial
insecurity in 2020, saving them money, creating jobs and reducing emissions.
This is a budget like no other because we are living in times like no other. But the fact is this: where
there is a great challenge there is also a great opportunity for governments of great leadership to step
up and take full advantage of that. So we have actually set the scene and set the course for all Victorians
to be able to enjoy better times, when they have got greater opportunity for jobs, employment,
education and health and a more sustainable environment.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (15:17): Well, wasn’t that an interesting self-discussion around the matter of
public importance (MPI), where the member for Mill Park actually supported a matter, which is her
own matter—she did not move the matter—and then proceeded to speak for 15 minutes on only one of
her six points? In fact I do not even think she mentioned education, health or mental health once through
the whole presentation apart from reading it out. But this is just a misrepresentation of what is happening
in real life versus what is going on behind the scenes. It is what we have seen so many times. When you
read through this matter of public importance proposed by the member for Mill Park you just get the
feeling that Labor are taking the opportunity to congratulate themselves on what a great job they have
done in letting coronavirus loose across the state. I just think it is absolutely appalling.
This is my first week back after a period of maternity leave. You get an ability to step back from the
bubble and some of the things that happen in here and understand what it is like in the real world. I
can tell you from a real-world perspective that this government has mishandled hotel quarantine and
has allowed the virus to get out into communities that do not speak English. They did not have any
information available for non-English-speaking people, which was one of the reasons that it broke out
for so long. We had our first case here in January, do not forget. It was only in late May that we had
translated materials available for people to get information about coronavirus. It was not available
beforehand. The government was just so slow to react, over and over again. But we would see the
Premier stand up every day and pat himself on the back: ‘Jeez, I’m a good bloke, aren’t I? I’m saving
all of you’. But in the meantime behind the scenes contact tracing was an absolute debacle. I have
spoken to so many people who have had coronavirus themselves—they have tested positive—and
they are just appalled by the way that contact tracing has been operated. We had a situation in western
Victoria where we had two cases attributed to a postcode that does not even exist. The 3399 postcode
does not even exist, and this was given as a key reason why South Australia shut its border with
Victoria—because our contact tracers were not given the materials in the first instance, as they should
have been, to be able to trace where people actually had the virus, where they might have lived and
where they had been in the two weeks during the infectious period, informing a localised response.
We did not have local contact-tracing teams. We had people who were calling from all over the state
to try and track down where people might have been. We had somebody in our region who is
immunocompromised. They had regular testing and it was found that they were one of these lingering
cases of COVID and they actually had COVID for 51 days. For weeks and weeks they would get
another test and it would come back positive. It was getting to the point of harassment from the contacttracing team, who were saying, ‘No, you’re clear now. It is two weeks since your first positive. You’re
clear to go into the community’. It was actually that diligent community member who said, ‘No, I’m
going to stay at home. I’m going to look after my community until I get my two negative test results’.
They actually did that themselves. Despite all of the government resources thrown at contact tracing,
despite all of the money that has been put towards it and despite so many hundreds of people who
have been working on it, we still had a system where it was more of an honesty situation with someone
trying to look after their community than the government having an ability to step up and actually
manage this as a public health response.
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If we want to compare what has happened in Victoria with what has happened in other states—and I
note that in the member for Mill Park’s matter of public importance she has referred to the ‘global
coronavirus pandemic’—if we look at this from an Australian perspective, it is only Victoria that has
massively mismanaged coronavirus, allowing it to enter the state and be easily transmitted throughout
the community without rapid responses, without proper contact tracing and without making sure that
simple things are got right from the get-go.
You look at what has happened recently in South Australia. We had this farcical situation locally
where on the day that South Australia was under harsh lockdowns we were not going to let anybody
into Victoria. Too bad if you live in South Australia and you can actually see the border from your
house. Apsley Primary School had nine students that could not attend school that day because they
happen to live on the other side of the border. They might live their whole lives in Victoria apart from
the time that they sleep at night, and it is really unlikely that they would catch coronavirus from the
sheep around or maybe have it drop from the gum trees—maybe it is drop bears in our part of the
state—but they come here for school and they were not able to do that. This government actually
denied school students their right to an education. Three-quarters of the teachers at Apsley Primary
School live on the other side of the border. Despite there being absolutely no cases within hundreds of
kilometres of that area, those teachers were denied the ability to teach students in Victoria.
On the same day that all of this happened South Australia announced, ‘We’ve got the virus under
control. We’ve got all of the cases to a known origin. We’re going to lift the lockdown a couple of
days early’. So South Australia was moving towards ending their statewide lockdown while Victoria
was looking at how we could develop a permit system and how we could stop this virus—which is
now under control—getting into our state.
Now while I understand absolutely at certain times there need to be those control measures to stop the
spread of the virus, let us make it localised. We have got council areas that have never had a positive
coronavirus test and yet they have been wearing masks for months. Parents have had to homeschool
their children. We have had babies born in hospitals and not be able to see their siblings for up to a
week while someone has been in hospital. The impact on single women in particular has been
absolutely horrific. I was speaking to a single mum in Horsham who was having her second child. She
had to travel to Ballarat to deliver this child, and she could not leave her first child at home because
she did not have any family in Horsham. She could not take her child with her to Ballarat because kids
were not allowed to go into hospital even though there were no positive cases locally. This was so
traumatic at a time of life when this woman should have been very excited to be welcoming a beautiful
new life into her family.
Throughout these lockdowns we have had people dying alone—dying alone in hospital with nobody
able to come in and hold their hand and look in their eyes and make sure they know that it is okay, it
is okay that they go. You have taken that right away from that individual. You have taken the right
away from their family to be with their loved ones at a time when they know they have to be there
most. And then of course the next stage of the grieving cycle after somebody passes away is a funeral.
Funerals have been extraordinarily limited, and there have been so many really, really lovely people
who have passed away over the last nine months in Victoria who have not been able to have their
friends and family around them to send them off and to give them the proper acknowledgement of
their life that they should have received. There have been ingenious things happen around my region
where there have been ideas of projecting photos onto silos and having a drive-by with people safely
contained in their cars. They have not been able to even do that.
The government has been so unreasonable in trying to stop people from doing anything in the everyday
life that there is no reason that we have to have some of the elements raised in the MPI by the member
for Mill Park around mental health support, because we have not had that support when we most
needed it. Throughout this whole coronavirus pandemic there has only been the sole management of
risk around the spread of a virus. There has been no consideration of the impacts on individuals’ mental
health, on mental health harms in the community and what that might mean not just for that individual
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through this period of lockdown but also for that individual in the years going ahead. Particularly it
just breaks my heart around those kids that have been homeschooled. They are in a situation where
sometimes they have got learning difficulties or behavioural issues and are to be locked up in home
with mostly one parent most of the time, not being able to play with their mates, not being able to get
out and about and be a kid, not even able to go to the playground or the skate park. All of those supports
for individuals—whether you are five, whether you are 50 or whether you are 98, your mental health
supports were taken away. At no point was there any consideration about what impact that may have,
the short- and the long-term impacts on those individuals.
I found that most astonishing when I was sitting at home watching these daily press conferences,
because apparently in Victoria we needed to have a royal commission into mental health to find out
what was going on. I think everyone in Victoria knew Victoria’s mental health system was broken. To
have a government that needed to call a royal commission into their own mental health system shows
that there is a complete disconnect, there is no understanding of just being able to get on with it and
provide the desperately needed supports. And look, there are fantastic organisations who have been
singing from the same hymn book from the get-go. It is not like in mental health there are different
people asking for different things and there is a really blurred view. They need to have a big injection
of funding. They need to have a huge amount of effort put into getting a new and bigger workforce
out there because we simply do not have enough mental health workers. We need to make sure that
we can keep people well and stop them falling off the cliff rather than just constantly sticking
ambulances at the bottom of the cliff.
I have looked through some of the figures in the budget papers around the statistics in terms of the 8-hour
wait at an emergency department for somebody to get a mental health bed. It is kicking around the 54 per
cent mark. It is so low, and it is not good enough. And then to come out and celebrate and have this sort
of scenario where we have an MPI patting ourselves on the back again because we are putting money
into mental health. It is too late. It is too late for so many people. Self-harm is through the roof. We will
not see the suicide rate for an extended period of time because unfortunately that is how the statistics are
recorded. I believe we should have real-time reporting of any death that is suspected to be suicide so that
we can have a rapid response, so that we can have early identification of any clusters in communities or
in specific groups and we can actually stop that, we can do some intervention.
But just announcing more money over things and planning and another royal commission and another
report does not make any sense to me, and it does not make any sense to the mental health sector who
just want to get on with making people better, with helping to support their mental wellness and with
making sure that they can get in touch with a psychologist if they need to. Postnatal depression is
through the roof, family violence is through the roof, and talking to local people in my region, you
cannot get in touch with a psychologist. I have been speaking to GPs and when somebody needs to be
referred for mental health support the response is, ‘Well, unless you can get some support through
your workplace, if they have got an employee assistance scheme, you will not be able to speak to a
psychologist’. That is an enormous issue, and this is not something that has happened overnight.
This government is celebrating six years this week—six years in government—and if you look at all
the statistics, we are just getting worse and worse when it comes to mental health supports in the
community. And I do not think we are learning, because I know that Pat McGorry provided some
modelling about what the impacts of lockdowns over coronavirus might be. It is not just lockdowns,
mind you. It is the job losses, it is the economic impact, it is businesses that are going bust after running
for generations. We are not yet seeing the harms because of the federal support which is flowing at the
moment, but gee, it is going to hit a lot of people really, really hard. And imagine if you guys had got
going—you guys being the government—and addressed the mental health workforce and continued
with the great supports that had been put in place by the Honourable Mary Wooldridge, who was
putting great investments into the mental health workforce which were undone as soon as this
government was put into place. They undid that and went back to nothing, to the point where they had
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to call a royal commission into their own mental health system. We are in such a difficult position
here, but to have a matter of public importance—
Ms Green interjected.
Ms KEALY: I recommend that the member for Yan Yean shows mental health the respect that it
deserves, because interjections from the chamber trying to say that mental health is not a priority or
has never been a priority are quite frankly just a blatant lie. It is disgraceful to even try and misrepresent
what has happened in the past, because that is not correct.
Ms Green: On a point of order, Speaker, if the member for Lowan was making a reference to me
telling a lie, I ask her to withdraw, because that is not the case. I ask her to withdraw.
The SPEAKER: Order! The use of that word is unparliamentary. I cannot ask the member to
withdraw it, but I just warn the member that that term is unparliamentary.
Ms KEALY: So when we refer to this matter of public importance, when Labor wants to pat
themselves on the back on how they are saving the state, let us never, ever forget how we got here.
Ms Green interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Yan Yean!
Ms KEALY: Compare the reaction to what has happened in other states in Australia in relation to
the issues. We know that hotel quarantine is a problem, but the Ruby Princess outbreak was controlled
quickly, the outbreak in Adelaide was controlled quickly and the outbreak in Queensland was
controlled quickly. In Victoria we have got 800 dead. We have got so many businesses that are going
under. We have got people who have lost their lives and lost their livelihoods, loved ones who have
died alone. We should hang our heads in shame. We should not be celebrating this budget.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (15:32): I am pleased to rise to speak on the matter of public importance
moved by the member for Mill Park and Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I
think it is important not only to reflect on the year that we have just had but also to reflect on the
conditions that saw in this year. We had a budget that was in surplus with surpluses forecast into the
forward estimates. Since the Andrews government came to office 523 000 jobs had been created, and
most of them were full-time jobs. That is more people getting a fulfilling job, a stable income and the
dignity that comes with that. Our unemployment rate had fallen to 4.6 per cent, which was an 11-year
low. As a government, over five years we had embarked on a very, very ambitious program of
infrastructure, whether that was the 75 level crossing removals—and my electorate was a very early
beneficiary of that program; the metro rail tunnel, which at the time was Victoria’s largest public
transport infrastructure project ever, now dwarfed of course by the Suburban Rail Loop; the North
East Link; the West Gate Tunnel; so many school capital projects, including many in my electorate
and 100 new schools, including the new McKinnon Secondary College campus. Across all of these
major projects we had apprentices, trainees and engineering cadets working on them, getting their start
in the workforce because we had introduced the Major Project Skills Guarantee.
But then of course the pandemic came upon us. Like all economies across the world, ours took a
battering, and one that is not over yet. Gross state product in Victoria is forecast to contract by 4 per
cent over this financial year. Employment between the March and September quarters fell by 180 000,
and the unemployment rate is expected to peak at 8.25 per cent in the December quarter. These are
devastating numbers. When you are faced with the biggest public health challenge in 100 years you
have very, very few options, and not all jurisdictions around the world responded to the pandemic in
the same way. Some chose the economy over public health, and in the end they did not achieve either
of them. The member for Kew has made very, very public his obsessive fandom of Boris Johnson, but
if you look at how they handled the pandemic, Boris Johnson at the beginning of the pandemic was
saying that he would shake the hand of a coronavirus patient. It is fair to say he did not take it seriously,
and then he ended up in ICU. They did not take it seriously, they have had more than
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55 000 coronavirus deaths and their economy is 10 per cent smaller now than it was at the beginning
of the pandemic, so anybody who says that we had other choices in this is just wrong.
And I am not saying mistakes were not made; clearly mistakes have been made, and it is important to
acknowledge that there were mistakes. But what I do say is that this has been a very difficult time for
everyone. It has not been easy on anyone. I just heard the contribution from the member for Lowan.
The member for Lowan rightly pointed out that the mental health of many Victorians, many
Australians and indeed many people around the world has taken a hit, and I grieve every day for that.
I also grieve every day for people whose livelihoods have been impacted, for people in small business
who have struggled to hold their heads above water. I certainly grieve every day for the loved ones of
people who have lost their lives. This has been a difficult year for everyone, but I again say there were
very few choices in this. We had to crush the virus first before we could start the recovery, and we are
starting the recovery.
That started with making sure that despite how harsh this lockdown was, it worked, and there were
people, including many of those opposite, who said that the milestones in the road map, as we called
it, were unachievable. Well, here we are: 26 days of zero infections and zero deaths, and zero active
cases in Victoria. Because we got through what was a very hard lockdown, what was a very, very
challenging time, we can now start the process of recovery, and even though it has been a very, very
difficult year, Victorians can have every confidence, every optimism about the future. What I am very
proud of is that this government has set itself an ambitious target of creating an extra 400 000 jobs by
2025—200 000 of them by 2022—and Victorians can trust that we will achieve this. Why? Because
we have done it before. We did it in our first term.
There are a number of pillars to this recovery in terms of jobs, and one of those of course was to as
much as we can support business and support jobs during the lockdown. In my role as Parliamentary
Secretary to the Treasurer I held a number of consultations—in my own electorate with traders groups
and chambers of commerce, in the member for Eltham’s electorate, in the member for Geelong’s
electorate, in the member for Footscray’s electorate, in the Northcote electorate, with the Benalla
chamber of commerce—and I am really, really proud that a lot of the feedback we received from those
consultations was reflected in a lot of the business support that was announced: things like support for
sole traders, for traders associations and for licensed venues and some digital and ecommerce grants
for businesses as well. All of those things made a difference. Of course, to be fair, the commonwealth’s
JobKeeper program, though it was not perfect, made a difference and certainly did ensure that many
businesses stayed afloat and many people kept their jobs, and we acknowledge them for that.
But what we are doing now is starting Victoria’s recovery. As I said, there are a number of pillars to
our jobs plan, and one of them is getting more Victorians in work. That really does start with a $1 billion
investment in TAFE and training, and this government has a proud record in TAFE and training. We
have a free TAFE policy that is giving people opportunities that they would not otherwise have had. In
my own electorate at the Holmesglen TAFE campus in Moorabbin thousands of people have
graduated with a diploma of nursing for free, thanks to this government, and saved around $13 000,
which they would otherwise have had to pay to have graduated with a diploma of nursing. After that
they have the option of either working as an enrolled nurse or of course transferring to the bachelor of
nursing that is also provided at that campus of Holmesglen TAFE. It is providing opportunities like
that, I think, that really, really does matter.
What I really like about this jobs plan is that we are also expanding support for apprentices and trainees
to work on the government’s Big Build agenda and making sure that that is done in a more coordinated
way. All of these things are going to be very important, because it is young people and it is women who
have been disproportionately impacted by the coronavirus. And we are going to continue building. We
have an ambitious infrastructure agenda that will average over $19 billion of investment a year, and that
includes a historic investment in social housing. I do certainly appreciate the opposition’s support for
that historic investment in social housing. What I would appeal to the opposition to do is not only to
support the investment but also to support the implementation of it. It is a big program, and I certainly
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recall in my electorate, back when Rob Hudson was the Labor member for Bentleigh, there were two
major social housing developments in the Bentleigh electorate and they came under significant
opposition attack. We do not want to repeat that. Let us be bipartisan in delivering this key pillar of the
budget handed down by the Treasurer, because when we talk about jobs it is not only the construction
jobs in that program. The fact is you cannot lift yourself out of poverty unless you have a roof over your
head. You cannot attain skills if you are homeless. You cannot get a job if you are homeless. As the
Victorian Council of Social Service said, this is an inequality-busting budget. I am so proud—so
proud—to be a member of the Andrews Labor government.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (15:42): I am very pleased to rise today to make a contribution in relation
to the matter of public importance (MPI) as submitted by the member for Mill Park. Doing so provides
me with an opportunity to look at the incompetence and the financial mismanagement of the
government. I want to start off by setting some context in relation to how we got into the financial
mess that we are currently in and the mess that we have got in the broader community. We can go
back to two pivotal events, and those are the hotel quarantine failure and the contact-tracing failure.
Those two gross systemic failures of the Andrews Labor government here in Victoria have had
catastrophic implications for the broader community. We have had almost 800 Victorians that have
lost their lives, which is incredibly tragic for them, of course, and for their families and friends. We
have got thousands of small businesses that have gone under. We have got hundreds of thousands of
people that have lost their jobs through no fault of their own. We have got untold mental health issues,
and I will come back to that a little bit later. We have got school students with a compromised year of
learning. Amongst all that we have got the Coate inquiry going on.
I want to refer to the front page of the Herald Sun of Tuesday, 13 October 2020. It has got a table there
entitled ‘The Shady Bunch’, and it goes through a number of people that were involved in the
aforementioned mess-ups that I have just described and the fact that when they appeared as witnesses
they could not remember anything and they all just stood in a circle pointing the finger at each other.
What a shambolic situation that is, with nobody prepared to step up and to take responsibility. But that
really sums it up. Three of those eight cited on that front page are gone, and hopefully there will be a
few more that will go too as they take responsibility for the reckless and negligent actions that they took.
The first point of the MPI refers to a jobs plan. Seeing the context regarding that, we note that in Victoria
we have got currently about a 7.4 per cent unemployment level and we have got around 13 per cent of
people that are underemployed. So that results in effectively one in five people either being unemployed
or not having as much work as they want, and we have got hundreds of thousands of people that have
lost their jobs. It is just a complete disaster for them, for all those people, and for their families. And
there are implications that I think we are yet to see because of the insulation received as a result of the
federal government’s programs to support people in the community that have suffered in that way by
losing their jobs. We have not seen the start of that yet, I do not think, in terms of what that is going to
mean when the federal government programs are wound back even further.
If we look at budget paper 4, page 17, we can see under the ‘Key economic assumptions’ table what
the government is really thinking in relation to unemployment. We have got the forecast for the current
year, the 2020–21 forecast, of 7.75 per cent; for the next year, 7 per cent; for the next year after that,
2022–23, 6.25 per cent; and for 2023–24, 5.75 per cent. Despite what they are saying, that shows that
the unemployment rate, as expected and as tabled in the budget papers, is going to remain significantly
high. That is a huge problem obviously for those people caught up in that.
In relation to that as well the line above it talks about employment, and we have got the forecast for
the 2020–21 year being negative 3.25 per cent and then for the next year, the 2021–22 year, growing
by 3.5 per cent. That is a huge turnaround, and I think history will show how accurate that particular
forecast is. I mean, I hope it is, but I will be very surprised because I am yet to see a Labor government
forecast of anything of this nature that is anywhere near accurate once we see in the fullness of time
what actually happens.
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The second point in the MPI refers to mental health. That is a key area, and the member for Lowan
very eloquently made a substantial contribution in relation to that and various matters regarding that.
But I think there is no doubt that all of us here in Victoria need to hope and to pray that the mental
health system is adequate to pick up the pieces of the mental health issues that are evident in our
community. I am probably very typical of the members in this place and in the other place that have
had coming through our front doors and on our telephones people that have been suffering
horrendously as a result of the events that I have just described and the overall pandemic and that have
had very significant and adverse mental health issues. We have all done our very best as local members
of Parliament to try to help those people to pick up the pieces and to do what we can to support them,
but there is no doubt that mental health issues are running rampant in the community. In my view they
were running rampant well before this, and I think that is well evidenced, but certainly as a result of
what we have experienced for the bulk of this year they are running even higher.
Even as I look back at the last couple of years I personally have known of numbers of people that have
taken their own lives—young men particularly—because of the mental health issues that they have
had, and they were unable to get the support that they desperately needed. The warnings were there.
They had reached out, they had cried out, and the system had let them down. That is just incredibly
tragic obviously for them and for their families and friends. I certainly encourage and implore the
government to make sure that they are getting resources at the delivery end so that they are not funding
people sitting in tall buildings in town but funding people at the delivery end, providing the resources
on the ground that will support people that are going through these incredibly difficult times. As I said,
we have constituents that have lost their businesses. We have constituents that are hoping not to lose
their homes. We have constituents that have just had incredible loneliness. And we are just starting to
see, as the barriers come down, the outworking of that as they readjust back into the community. So
there is a lot of work to do in that area, and I trust that the money gets to where it needs to get to.
The third point of the MPI refers to schools. I note that the Forest Hill district did receive some funding
for schools. But it is extremely disappointing for a number of schools that I have been advocating for
many, many years to get vital funding for. Schools such as Vermont Primary School, Orchard Grove
Primary School, Livingstone Primary School, Camelot Rise Primary School—we have been
advocating for them for years and years and they have all missed out. It is just incredibly disappointing.
We have got other schools in my patch that have received some funds, and they were a surprise to
those schools. What the logic of the government is, is yet to be determined as far as I am concerned,
but it is very, very disappointing that they have neglected schools that have got significant needs and
facilities that need to be fixed up.
The fifth point on the MPI relates to infrastructure stimulus. It is very, very well documented and
historically correct that Labor governments cannot manage infrastructure projects. We can look to
countless examples in relation to that, and I want to cite one in my concluding couple of minutes. I
refer to the Grattan Institute report of November 2020 The Rise of Megaprojects, which was published
just recently. Page 32 of that refers to one project that I want to highlight, Melbourne’s Suburban Rail
Loop. It talks about that being promised without appropriate scrutiny. It is a particularly egregious
example of a large project being announced without appropriate scrutiny. In August 2018, three
months before the state election, the Victorian government promised to build that loop. It came up
with that. I quote:
The project did not appear on Infrastructure Australia’s priority list. Infrastructure Victoria did not
recommend the project, and was not consulted before the Government’s announcement. Neither was Cabinet,
nor the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport, and Resources. Instead the project had been
worked on by Development Victoria, reportedly with the knowledge of only four ministers.

That is a summary of how Labor in Victoria does major projects. We can see the list. I have not got
time to even start on it, but we can see on the list that I have, with 26 projects, that we have got a
blowout of $25 billion, and that is what we are ending up doing here with the borrowings that we are
experiencing here in Victoria. We have got the Labor government backfilling blowouts in various
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major projects, and that stands to the government’s absolute shame—that that is the way they spend
hard-earned taxpayers money here in Victoria.
There are a range of those things. Point (6) deals with the cost of living. I have not got time to go into
the more than 28 new or increased taxes that this government has foisted on all Victorians, but suffice
it to say that it has impacted them negatively.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (15:52): It is a pleasure to speak on this matter of public
importance and to follow such excellent contributions from the side of the house, because we have
excellent contributions when we have got excellent content to talk about. It is no accident. It is not just
because we are all fantastically gifted speakers—well, we are that too—but because we have very,
very good things to talk about. I just want to focus my contribution on this part of the MPI:
That this house notes the Andrews Labor government’s strong path forward towards the recovery of the
Victorian community and economy following the impacts of the global coronavirus pandemic, including:
… education and training …

Specifically my focus will be on our response, not just in the pandemic but overall in terms of
education and training—but more so in the pandemic. There are enormous investments across the
board. We are so, so adept at making investments that are true to the values that we hold dear across a
range of areas—health, jobs, education, transport, the environment, treaty and a whole range of areas.
I think there is something very special about education, and I will get back to that in a moment.
But I do not think it is appropriate for anyone—not those on the other side and not commentators
outside this place—to talk about this government’s handling of the pandemic without talking about
what came after. I know that we are still part way through it and we cannot take things for granted, but
in a sense of the movement of people and the restrictions being largely lifted, this is the after. Yes, we
supported the economy and people as best we could, noting that no chequebook is big enough to cover
the losses of this pandemic globally, not just here in Victoria. We supported people and businesses to
try and come through this pandemic, to survive, but now our investment is far, far more focused on a
growth strategy, to come out strongly and, as the Premier says, better than before.
This unprecedented investment in the economy and people lands very much, in this year’s budget at
least and in many budgets before, on education. As I said, all investments matter but there is something
very special about education. It is the concept of you give someone an education and you give them a
huge boost to their life chances. Many other things matter, but education is something extraordinarily
special. You will not see the dividends of that for many years, but many, many bits of research from
around the world from many years of longitudinal studies and a whole range of other research have
tracked people based on education attainment earlier in life, and their life chances are strongly and
directly correlated. The Premier and others have talked about ‘oak tree projects’, whether that be the
Suburban Rail Loop or other projects that this government has funded, but there is no better oak tree
project than giving a young person a good education. There is no better oak tree project than that,
because you will not see the fruits of that for many, many years to come.
Education has a very special place for a couple of reasons for me. Individually, absolutely. It improves
the life chances of that individual child getting that better education. It improves their chance of getting
a better job, and a higher earning job as well. It improves their ability to form relationships with people
around them. Fancy that—something as personal and as intimate as the relationships around you is
enhanced by the education that you have had. It produces better citizens. It is so important to engage
as much as you want, but I think it is important to engage at least a little bit with the civic space that
you live in, whether it be your neighbour, the council, state government or federal government policy,
an opinion piece in the paper, contributions on social media—active citizenship is important and
education is key to active citizenship.
But education spending and investment has a far greater impact than on the individual and that is
effectively on the broader society. It has a huge impact on the broader society not just in terms of the
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things I mentioned about better citizenship—but where does innovation come from? It does not come
from a lack of education or life chances. It comes from educated Victorians and Australians who
actually apply their training and their education and their logic and their entrepreneurial spirit to a
problem or a contest and come up with a solution, something that you can potentially commercialise,
but even if you cannot, intellectual property and innovation come from investment in education.
Economic wealth comes from investment in education. That is why the biggest lie in politics is that
Labor governments are not interested in economic wealth. We are. Do you know how you prove that?
Because we are interested in education investment. There is a direct correlation between investment
in education and economic wealth and prosperity, high-paying jobs, export industries and a range of
other economic imperatives for any sort of society that wants to have a continuous high level of
income. That is why education matters way beyond the individual.
I think the investments we have made coming out of this pandemic are, as the Premier has said multiple
times, not just going back to a pre-COVID normal. They are going to some profound new place, a
better place than ever before. Look at the housing announcement. Look at the other announcements,
as the member for Bentleigh and the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change talked
about—going to a far better place. If this pandemic has not given us a licence to rewrite the social
contract between government and its people, if this pandemic has not given us the licence to do
something uniquely different, I do not know what will give us that licence to be bold, to show
leadership and to go beyond what we have ever been comfortable with going to before.
Our education investment would be the most profound investment not just in terms of quantum but
also in terms of depth and nuance and scope. For example, in terms of just meeting demand we have
created over the last six years of government, since 2015, over 47 500 new places in Victorian
government schools. That is not an Australian figure, that is a Victorian figure: 47 500. This is in
addition to the 70 000 places provided by the portable building program. We are talking about billions
of dollars of investment—in excess of $9 billion—but we have also got nuances around support for
vulnerable kids and vulnerable families. We do not want any child to be left behind, as the Minister
for Education and Deputy Premier and others have said, particularly with this pandemic. Of course
the innovation in that policy response is the tutoring program. The $250 million for the tutor learning
initiative in this most recent investment includes not only $240 million for the learning program but
also $8.6 million for 60 additional multicultural education aids. It does not matter your cultural or
linguistic background, you will not fall behind with this government’s interest in care and investment
post pandemic.
Of course we have got what I call the economic empowerment element of the education spend and
investment. We have got the outside school hours care program. Forever and a day that has been a
pretty fixed program. In 2020, this year, 62 per cent of Victorian government primary schools offered
an outside school hours care program. Now, I have not done the stats on this, but I reckon it has been
about the same for a long time. This investment will see 95 per cent of Victorian government primary
schools able to access outside school hours care programs. It would not happen without government
intervention. It would not happen. And why is that important? It is important not just for those kids
and the socialisation and the other benefits they get, but it is important for women. Despite the
advances in equality, women are still primarily the ones that stay at home looking after the kids, so if
they have to go and do the school pick-up and drop-off, that completely changes their landscape and
opportunities for professional or other employment.
We have got the early intervention stuff—and I think the member for Carrum is in the chamber—the
three-year-old kinder universal access, which is a profound investment when you talk about life
chances and the fact that the human brain is 90 per cent developed before the age of five. This is not
just meeting demand, this is completely changing the game in education and reform. Then you have
got the continual life learning, the investment in TAFE. It does not matter whether you are 20, 30, 40
or 50—if you are retraining, you have access to a quality TAFE system but also one that is affordable
and for many courses, free. This is the kind of investment that governments who value education and
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value a better society make pre pandemic but also redouble their efforts post pandemic, and that is
why it is a pleasure to speak on this MPI.
Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (16:02): Well, I have been observing the government members and
the Premier over the course of the last few months, and frankly the self-congratulation makes me sick
to my stomach, when I look at the trail of destruction behind this government’s actions, the 800 deaths,
the inability for people to see their loved ones off at their deathbed, the transmission of cases of
coronavirus and the businesses that have been lost. And those opposite can characterise our feelings
over here about the businesses lost being about money, but the reality is it has a direct impact on mental
health issues. If you want to listen to Professor Ian Hickie of the University of Sydney, he will tell you
that the best way to deal with those mental health cases is to provide jobs and education and training.
So when I look at this matter of public importance (MPI) and I listen to the member for Mill Park,
who moved it, and hear those opposite congratulating themselves and patting themselves on the back,
it does make me sick to my stomach.
Let us look at the budget that has been referred to by members during this debate. You know, you
cannot say you manage a budget when you are just borrowing $155 billion and spraying the money
anywhere. That is not managing a budget. That is not managing a budget, and that is not using the
resources of the government in a managed way. Anyone could do that. And if you look at the jobs
plan for building Victoria’s economy, point (1) of the MPI, the government themselves are forecasting
unemployment to be higher than the national average. That is on the government’s own forecast. Such
is the destruction they have wrought over the last six months that we are still going to have
unemployment. Despite throwing literally billions of dollars at the problem they created themselves,
we are going to have unemployment higher than the national average.
Point (2)—a resilient mental health system. Well, the government themselves say the mental health
system is broken. Now, I find it bizarre, and I cannot be any clearer than this: there has been one bloke
who has been looking after the mental health portfolio for six years. The member for Albert Park has
been looking after that portfolio for six years. He has done such a poor job that not only he himself but
his leader has been saying the mental health system is broken. He has had the responsibility to make
it operative for six years. In any other government the guy would be taken out of cabinet. What happens
with the Andrews government? He gets promoted. He gets promoted, for goodness sake. He has
presided over a mental health system that is now broken and now he has been given the responsibility
to look after the pandemic. It just defies belief.
Let me talk about mental health issues. I refer to an article. I kind of went through this and highlighted
all of the salient points, and I ended up highlighting a great deal of it. I just want to go through it. I
think members should understand the mental health issues that are so prevalent, particularly around
our young children. I am sure it is not just Liberal electorates where people are sending stories that are
so incredibly sad and heartbreaking. I am sure all members have seen the issues that are so prevalent
now. I have had a case of a 12-year-old cutting herself because she wants to get back to school. I have
got a 16-year-old who did not get out of bed for two weeks because she just wanted to see her friends.
I have got another 15-year-old who is not going back to school this year. He is in a mental health
facility because he has been deprived of sport for the last six months, and that sport and that interaction
with his friends is such an important part of his life. They are just three examples, and I am sure
members in the house would understand that these issues are going on throughout the entire state. So
do not for a moment congratulate yourselves and pat yourselves on the back, because Victorians want
to see you actually show some empathy and understanding for those people.
Let me speak to this article:
The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the mental health of young Victorians was exacerbated by the
state’s hard lockdown according to an internal government report which reveals a sharp rise in the number of
teenagers seeking emergency care during stage four restrictions.
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The report by the Victorian Agency for Health Information shows a 72 per cent increase compared with last
year in the number of serious self-harm and suicidal-ideation presentations in emergency departments for
those aged under-18 during the final six weeks of lockdown.
Over a six-week period in September and October about 23 young people a week on average required
resuscitation or emergency treatment for self-harm or suicidal ideation, compared with about 13 a week over
the same time period last year.
…
The number of young people admitted to mental health services soared by 47 per cent, while “triage episodes”
for young people requiring urgent care increased by 35 per cent compared with the same period last year.
Eating disorders among teenagers … on a steep upward trajectory during lockdown …
Calls to Lifeline … spiked each time new lockdown restrictions have been announced …

So while you are all clapping the Premier and his 100 press conferences in a row—wow, how
amazing—you want to also observe that the impacts of those lockdowns, the impacts of those
restrictions, had real effects on so many people. So, again, to come in and congratulate yourselves on
the great job you do—
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr R SMITH: You know, Minister for Planning, that these government members and the Premier
himself—eating doughnuts and drinking whisky. How empathetic is that to these people we are talking
about—real families!
A member: Shame on you.
Mr R SMITH: Shame on you—real families with real concerns, with teenagers who are selfharming and trying to commit suicide because of the depression that has been wrought—as this paper
said and as we have seen from many experts in the papers and in the media commentating on these
issues—because of the lockdowns. The lockdowns would not have happened if the government had
not been so lackadaisical in its approach to hotel quarantine and contact tracing. We have not just had
the deaths that are on the hands of the government from the appalling way that they conducted
themselves during this pandemic. It is not just those 800 people who have died from coronavirus, it is
so many more of our young kids that the government should be far, far more empathetic towards.
Any mention of the government’s response to the pandemic and any mention of their response during
the recovery should be tempered by the memory of those kids who are going to continue to present in
these extreme cases for months and months to come. People will not draw the strands together to say
it is from the coronavirus period and the restrictions that were put on these poor young teenagers, but
it is a real issue, and the government really needs to, as I said, show far, far more empathy than they
have throughout this whole conversation that we have been having—through the whole debate. Even
when I hear the budget replies, seriously, if you guys think you can congratulate yourselves during
this—it is an economic and mental health crisis that has been brought on by the government itself.
There is no bigger example of public policy failure in this country’s history.
Can I look at other parts of this matter of public importance. Education and training—the member for
Oakleigh spoke about that at length. If the Labor Party is so concerned about education, why can literacy
and numeracy over the last 20 years at best be described as having flatlined? There has been no
improvement in numeracy and literacy over the course of the last 20 years. It is no good having ‘The
Education State’ written on your licence plates when half the kids cannot read it. So stop the platitudes
and stop the rhetoric and actually do something about the real issues that are concerning families.
During the lockdown the Labor party was so concerned about education. We had so many examples
of kids logging off from their Zoom meetings for school, and we have seen Victorian education
officials concede that the decision to close schools for most of term 2 and all of term 3 has had an
impact on student engagement. Of course attendance data for term 3 has not been publicly released—
why would the government be transparent about any of this stuff? The Department of Education and
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Training said there is strong demand for the Navigator service, which is used to support young people
in schools, but declined to say how many students have been referred and how long they will have to
wait before being given a caseworker. So again the government talks big, but the material impacts on
our young people have been huge—they have been incredibly negative—and the impact on families
has been just terrible.
I can talk about the Big Build that the government talks about.
Mr Wynne: Yes, please do.
Mr R SMITH: Yes, and I will talk about the $25 billion in waste. I am sure part of the $155 billion
burden that you are going to put on our kids and our grandkids is to pay for $25 billion worth of cost
overruns. Seriously, can you guys manage just one project decently? And fancy not presenting a capital
works paper in your budget papers. What are you hiding? Such papers have been coming out for years
and years and years with the Treasury documents, but you are hiding it because you do not want us to
see how these projects are just overrunning by an enormous amount—billions and billions and billions
of dollars. But it just does not matter to the Labor Party, because this is how Labor governments operate.
In all, to sum up, this self-congratulatory matter of public importance, as I said, makes me sick to my
stomach. Those opposite should take a moment to empathise with those who have been affected so
badly by the public policy failure of this government.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (16:12): Before I do get started on my contribution to today’s matter of public
importance I would like to say to anybody who is listening or anybody who is reading the transcript
from today and who might find what the previous member had to say distressing, who might be
concerned about their own mental health, that they can call Lifeline on 13 11 14. I would encourage
them to do so, to reach out and to get support, because mental health is something that is incredibly
important. The leadership that this government has shown in tackling mental health has never been seen
before. It is unprecedented, the work that we have done over six years to address the challenges in
mental health that this government has actually identified. I credit the minister for the work that he has
done, the honourable work that he has done, in making sure that this is actually an issue that we continue
to discuss every day—that it is not an issue that is at the back of the couch, that is hidden in dark rooms,
that is in places where no-one will discuss it. This government has shone the light on challenges in
mental health, and this government is to be applauded for it. Shame on those who cannot see that.
On the matter of public importance, to follow on from the previous member, I do wish to talk about
Victoria’s Big Build, because, I tell you what, we are building a lot. This is not a matter of selfcongratulation; this is actually just putting forward the facts. This is actually just explaining the
landscape and talking about the vision that we have got for this state, because we have got an
extraordinary vision for this state. What we have done in our six years of government and what we
have done after some terrible, terrible months that we have all experienced in this state is dare to dream
of the fantastic things that we can build and the amazing things that we can create and how we can
transform this state—how we can create a state that is actually glowing with equality, because that is
what we strive for on this side of the house. We are not here to push people down. We are not here to
encourage a gig economy which leaves people behind, which puts them in precarious work, where
they go to work when they are ill because they are too afraid that if they do not, they will not be able
to feed their kids. That is not what this government is about. This government is about stamping that
stuff out and making sure that those workers are protected. Our Big Build agenda goes a long way
towards achieving that, because what is the main platform of our Big Build agenda? It is jobs. It is
jobs for Victorians. It is tens of thousands of jobs that will be created across this state as we continue
to roll out our Big Build agenda.
And there are a lot of things that we want to build. We know we are getting rid of 75 level crossings, and
while the member opposite may have forgotten this, there is actually a number of those that have been
delivered not just on time and budget but actually ahead of time. Plenty of those projects have been
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delivered ahead of time, and they have transformed communities. I see the member for Carrum here, and
I know that her community is ecstatic about the transformation that has occurred in her community and
the economic growth that that has given, the community connectedness that that has given. And I would
argue—I would suspect the member for Carrum would agree with me—that that is a big part of the
significant margin that she now holds the seat of Carrum by, the once-marginal seat of Carrum.
It is a credit to the Minister for Public Transport and the Minister for Transport Infrastructure and the
work that they have done leading up to this week and the work that they will continue to do over the
next few years as we transform transport and how we move around in the state. We have got the Metro
Tunnel continuing to go ahead, pushing ahead, ploughing ahead. Those tunnels have been bored, there
are new tunnels being bored—and we are not bored talking about trains, we are not bored talking
public transport, we are excited to be talking about it because it is doing good stuff. It is transforming
the way we will move. Imagine getting on your train, not having to get out at Flinders Street, not
having to get out in the loop, not having to go up countless thousands of stairs to here, there and
everywhere. You can just go all the way through. It is fantastic. For my own community we can get
on the train at Eltham, we can change trains in the loop and go to Parkville. We do not have to get the
tram to Melbourne Uni; we can get the train. Oh my god, it is amazing! Who would have thought?
We are making it happen.
And with that will come the Suburban Rail Loop. The Suburban Rail Loop is an amazing project. The
member for Oakleigh was absolutely right when he was talking about oak tree projects. We will not
be here to see the completion of that in this place, those of us who are standing here. I know there are
some younger than me and you may be here, but I suspect maybe not. You might have moved on. But
the way that we can move around this city, the fact that I could get the train from Eltham to the beach,
I could get the train from Eltham to the airport by connecting through the Suburban Rail Loop—it will
be quicker and cheaper than a taxi. It will be amazing, transformative, and it is this government that
has that vision.
It is this government that has allowed imagination to tell us what we can be, what we can achieve, and
this is what we are here to talk about today. This is what we are here to talk about. We are not
congratulating ourselves. And it interesting that the member opposite should think that we are, because
clearly he thinks perhaps there is some congratulating to be done. We are actually here just talking
about this being what we want to build. This is what we want to make. This is the society and the
community that we want to see. This is what we are investing in. We are investing in people. We are,
as the Premier has said, putting people first, and our Big Build agenda is a huge part of that.
The Suburban Rail Loop will take you from Frankston to Werribee on a train in no time at all. It is
fantastic. The airport link, to be able to get the train from the airport all around the city is fantastic. And
I do recall—I know the member for Richmond will remember this—there were some flags that were at
Spencer Street station for a period, and they made a commitment. They made a promise, didn’t they?
Mr Wynne: A bit of signage.
Ms WARD: A bit of signage. When was this? This was around 2010, member for Richmond?
Mr Wynne: That’s it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Through the Chair, member for Eltham.
Ms WARD: Through the Chair, it was 2010, and what happened in that four-year period? The flags
just fell down and got swept away. They got swept away. Nothing happened. Nothing happened to
build an airport link, to plan for an airport link, to create a train that would get people around this city.
We are doing more than investing in trains to help people move around the city—regional trains. I see
the member for South Barwon here and I know he is thrilled about the work that will happen on his
train line from Geelong to the city that will give us the fast rail that is needed. So many people from
Geelong commute to the city—
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Mr Wynne: 45 minutes.
Ms WARD: Forty-five minutes, member for Richmond; that is exactly right. This is just one
example of how we are going to continue to transform regional rail. We are doing good work here.
We are doing important work, and again it is work that will continue to create jobs on the project but
also help people get to their jobs and get home from their jobs, to not have to spend so much time in
traffic and to save money. This is transformative stuff. This is what we are talking about. It is not us
congratulating ourselves; it is us telling the story of a government that dares to dream big and will
build big. This is what we are doing. This is what we are talking about.
It is quite interesting that those opposite want to talk about self-congratulations, that they keep going
back to this theme. Have they not got anything else to talk about? Have they not got their own vision?
Have they not got their own dreams of where they see this state being—of where they see they can take
this state? I do not think they do; I really do not think they do. We certainly have not seen it. What we
have seen is $660 million to deliver the next stages of the Shepparton and Warrnambool train line
upgrades. This is fantastic stuff for these communities. Those opposite like to talk about how many
regional MPs we have got, and thanks to the member for Buninyong’s contribution yesterday, we
learned about the 18 regional MPs on the side of the house and the less than one hand—I think four—
regional MPs that the Liberal Party has got. So maybe it is not a surprise that they do not talk about the
investments that we have got in regional Victoria, because possibly they do not have enough MPs in
regional Victoria to help them understand the investment that we are actually putting into regional
Victoria. Stage 3 of the Shepparton line upgrade will allow trains to travel up to 130 kilometres an hour
to enable nine weekday return services to and from Melbourne, while stage 2 of the Warrnambool line
upgrade will upgrade the track to enable VLocity trains to the state’s south-west for the very first time.
In creating jobs, what are we doing? We are building trams. We are assembling trains. We are
manufacturing. We are the party that believes in manufacturing, believes in the honesty of the
manufacturing and believes in the integrity of manufacturing, and we are investing in jobs that create
even more manufacturing. We are not like the ideologues over there who think that it is great just to
import everything and not make it. We want to make it, and it will be made in Melbourne.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (16:22): I am happy today to contribute on behalf of the Victorian Greens
to the matter of public importance debate regarding the government’s strategy for the recovery of the
economy in the wake of yesterday’s budget. The Greens welcome most of the government’s
announcements yesterday. Perhaps this is unsurprising, given most of the headline items—social
housing, a Big Battery, energy efficiency upgrades, environmental restoration, jobs in the caring
economy—are policies that the times call for. In fact the Greens like these policies so much we took
many of them to the 2018 election, and we have spent much time in the last nine months advocating
for some of them as part of a Green New Deal. In fact it is not original; these are things that have been
pushed around the world. The idea or the concept of this kind of budget has been promoted as a way
of not just creating jobs but tackling some of the big problems that the world faces—rising inequality
and climate change, just to pick two of the biggest examples.
These are important because right now unemployment levels are tipped to peak this quarter at above
8 per cent, but that obscures the impacts that certain industries and groups have faced with this
pandemic. The hospitality industry, arts and creative industries and service industries have been
devastated, while women, younger Victorians and part-time and insecure workers have
disproportionately lost jobs. This budget addresses a good deal of this, but the budget and the road to
recovery outlined also reflect the merit of borrowing to fund major infrastructure projects when needed.
With interest rates this low the government is right to provide targeted stimulus to arrest joblessness.
Up until now there has been no greater failure in social policy from this Labor government than in
providing public housing for the most vulnerable, and now with more than 100 000 people, many of
them children, on the public housing waiting list this investment could not have come at a better time.
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The Greens have long called for a big public housing building program to end homelessness, to cut
the public housing waiting list and to create jobs, and we are relieved that the government has finally
prioritised this issue. We are concerned that the waiting list could grow faster than these new homes
are built. The emphasis on rapidly building them is reassuring, but relying on the private sector to build
so many of them is a risk, so this must be part of the start of a long-term commitment from the
government to this issue, remembering that every dollar invested in public housing will repay itself
several times over in the coming decades.
However, we have a long way to go. The University of Melbourne estimated a couple of years ago
that Victoria had a shortfall of 164 000 houses in terms of social and affordable housing. After this
building program, that will bring Victoria up to about 3.5 per cent of all homes in public ownership
compared to the national average of 4.2 per cent or the OECD average of 6 per cent. Again, we have
got a long way to go.
The other point that we are concerned about and that is important to raise is the government is moving
away from public ownership and particularly management of housing by having more community
rather than public housing. However, we are very encouraged by the fact that a significant number of
these houses will be reserved for the mentally ill. This is critically important because one of the key
risk factors for readmission after discharge from psychiatric wards is in fact homelessness.
This budget has also revealed something even more amazing than the size of the deficit: prisoner
numbers have fallen significantly, by over 10 per cent, this year in the first time for many decades, and
more incredible in fact is that imprisonment of women has fallen by 25 per cent in a single year. So
we need to ask the question now: how can a quarter of women prisoners be free now compared to last
year? Could it be that this government has up until now pursued law and order policies that lock people
up for reasons relating to their disadvantage, their vulnerability and homelessness, characteristics that
are often more strongly associated with women prisoners? Could it be that in providing temporary
accommodation and support due to COVID, the government has effectively prevented crime and
offending? And why then are we told that we need to continue to increase prison capacity to keep us
safe? Have we experienced a wave of lawlessness when our prisons have effectively been empty?
While $5.3 billion in public housing may be an unprecedented spend, it actually represents less than
the additional funding provided for running and expanding prisons over the period of this Labor
government. So something amazing has happened, but we are not seeing any recognition yet,
officially, from the government. Now the budget papers appear to be targeting a quick bounce in terms
of refilling our prisons back to pre-COVID levels by next year, it would be a tragedy if we were to
refill our prisons with vulnerable women. The budget showed for the first time in memory that we
were able to operate our prisons with a small financial surplus in the last year, and if we are really
going to continue to fund social housing, mental health and employment at unprecedented levels, the
previously allocated billions of dollars for bigger prisons may no longer be needed.
Also important is the continuing investment in this budget in railways, and that makes sense given that
traffic congestion has already returned in the last few days. Nevertheless, this still leaves many outer
suburbs with little or no public transport, and as recently pointed out by the Minister for Public
Transport and Minister for Roads and Road Safety, investment in buses gives you the best return for
dollar invested of any public transport investment. There was very little in the budget for buses. I want
to single out in particular the 505 bus route serving Parkville Gardens, which is an area that is unique,
this former Commonwealth Games village, for being so close to the CBD and yet so poorly served by
public transport. I want to make a particular plug here—while this blowfly has somehow managed to
get into the Legislative Assembly—for the 505 bus because one bus an hour to this area, stuck in a
traffic jam as it is, is insufficient.
However, there was some money set aside for buses, specifically for electric buses, and that is really
encouraging because while Wellington has about 100 and China has about 500 000, so far Melbourne
has one electric bus. It is good to see some investment in electric buses, which can be made in Victoria.
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However, things are not all great on electric vehicles. Electric vehicles are worth investing in, and indeed
when someone switches from a petrol or diesel vehicle to an electric vehicle they actually save the
government money in terms of reduced air pollution, reduced health expenditure and reduced emissions,
so introducing a per-kilometre tax on electric vehicles may indeed cost us money depending on how
much that discourages the uptake of electric vehicles. They are well below 1 per cent of new vehicle
purchases at the moment in Australia, and we need to reverse that. Because the transport sector is the
sector of the economy with the greatest increase in greenhouse gas emissions, the best way to address
that is to move people on to public transport, move people on to active transport and move people who
still need to use cars on to electric vehicles. Rather than penalising that, we should be encouraging it. We
know we are going to have cars for a long time. We cannot get rid of them all, but we can get them onto
electric. Soon it is going to happen, but penalising it right now is the wrong thing to do.
I do note with approval in the budget the almost $800 million to be spent on household energy
efficiency. Household energy efficiency is kind of like a hidden power station in terms of the reduction
in energy demand from the grid that it can yield. In addition to that, the government is going to be
sourcing an additional 600 megawatts of renewable energy from wind and solar. It is investing in a
450-megawatt-hour battery to go somewhere near Geelong and a new transmission line to connect
Victoria to New South Wales and bring down a lot of renewable energy from the New South Wales
government’s big investment in renewables.
We are well on the way to more than 50 per cent renewables by 2030, and this highlights the real
challenge now facing Victoria and indeed the rest of Australia, which is to take active steps to reduce
our consumption of fossil fuels. The investment in household energy efficiency will go some of the
way to reducing household gas consumption, but the onus really now is on the government to start
actively reducing the use of gas in Victoria, encouraging people to switch to electric heating rather
than gas, and to heat pumps. Nevertheless, the budget has invested in not just creating jobs but also
tackling our biggest challenges— (Time expired)
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (16:32): First of all I would like to say that I think some congratulations
are actually due. I would like to congratulate every single Victorian for the incredible effort they have
made over the months of this year to help us get the coronavirus pandemic under control and to get us
to where we are today. It is the 26th day of no new cases, no deaths and no active cases at all. It is an
extraordinary achievement. To our incredible healthcare sector, what can we say? They have been
truly inspirational, working so hard this year to protect Victorians, to support Victorians and to save
lives, often sacrificing their own health to do that.
As we emerge from the single biggest health crisis ever to hit our state, health and wellbeing must
feature at the very centre of any discussion, any plan, any path forward on our road to recovery for the
Victorian community and the Victorian economy. My contribution to today’s matter of public
importance will focus on that element of health and wellbeing—that is, our own health and wellbeing
and of course the health of our families and our loved ones, our neighbours and our communities. I
think if we can take anything from this pandemic, it is this: we live in a great state, a state where
Victorians—all of us—worked together in the single biggest collective effort to keep each other safe
and to save lives. Now having addressed the health crisis, having achieved what we have achieved to
date, we really do have the most extraordinary, the most remarkable opportunity to reset and to build
back better and fairer than ever. I could not be more excited or more proud to be part of this
government, the Andrews Labor government, and making it our single most important goal to now
get on and rebuild our economy and to not leave anyone behind. I would like to acknowledge the
Treasurer, the Premier and the teams behind them for the work they have done and their resolute
commitment to putting us on a strong path forward towards the recovery of the Victorian community
and our economy following the impacts of coronavirus, which without doubt has been one of the
biggest disruptors in this state’s and this nation’s history.
We know that a resilient health and mental health system that delivers for all Victorians is going to
play an absolutely crucial role in this state’s recovery. This is because ours will be a health system and
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a mental health system that are not only world class and responsive to the needs of all Victorians but
major contributors to this state’s economy and this state’s economic recovery, with employment
opportunities; scientific and medical research and development; new constructions, builds and
redevelopments of hospitals and community healthcare centres right across the state; education;
healthcare exports; medical equipment and biotechnology. There are so many opportunities, and it is
about grasping those opportunities and providing for all Victorians. That is exactly the path forward
for us now.
This year has shown us—in fact has reminded us—that nothing matters more than our health and the
health of the people we love. That is why this government, the Andrews Labor government, has always
prioritised health and continues to make health an absolute priority. It is why we have already done so
much to make our health system better and fairer. Let us not forget it was the Andrews Labor
government that ended the war on paramedics. It was the Andrews Labor government that introduced
into law nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios and, as a consequence we have seen an increase
in the number of nurses and midwives in the Victorian public hospital system. This has meant better
care for all Victorians—in maternity wards, acute stroke wards, haematology and cancer wards. It has
meant better care in general medical and surgical wards, postnatal wards, geriatric wards and shortstay wards. We have funded the Nursing and Midwifery Workforce Development Fund and we have
made the TAFE diploma of nursing one of this government’s free priority TAFE courses.
We were of course the first state to introduce voluntary assisted dying laws—profound changes,
compassionate changes, giving Victorians control and choice. We have invested in women’s health,
including through the introduction of safe access zones for women seeking access to health clinics,
and we have made access to assisted reproductive treatment easier and fairer for women. We have
recently introduced laws to denounce and prohibit so-called conversion therapy. We have funded
improvements to and the delivery of new, state-of-the-art public aged-care facilities. And of course
we have held the first royal commissions in this nation’s history into mental health and family violence,
and we have committed to implementing every single recommendation from those royal commissions,
something those opposite have failed to commit to.
Up until this year’s budget we had committed a record $7 billion in health infrastructure, an
extraordinary figure in its own right. But as we know from the budget speech yesterday and the
delivery of this year’s state budget, it is an extraordinary budget for health and for mental health in this
state, the likes of which we have never seen before. It is a budget full of optimism. It is full of ambition.
It is full of forward momentum, and it is a budget that all Victorians can be proud of. It is a budget that
puts people first and puts people at the very heart of our economic recovery. It is a budget that is going
to build an even better health system and a budget that puts the mental health of Victorians first.
This is about delivering for every single Victorian in every suburb, in every community, in every rural
area right across Victoria. We are going to be measured not by the wealth of our economy but by the
wellbeing and health of our people. What we are seeing is a complete investment in the redevelopment
of hospitals right across this state. I am so proud to see that there will be the redevelopment of the
Frankston Hospital—something we took to the election in 2018, which was for a half-billion-dollar
investment to expand the hospital, to deliver acute mental health beds, to deliver dedicated maternity
wards, to support cancer patients, to provide so many more jobs for my local community and to
provide the best health care for members of my community. We know that—
Ms McLeish: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I believe that the member on her feet is actually
anticipating debate and speaking about the budget, which is not scheduled until tomorrow. Her entire
MPI has been basically her budget reply, and I think that is out of order.
Ms KILKENNY: On the point of order, Deputy Speaker, I was referring to an election
commitment, which was the redevelopment of the Frankston Hospital, which is something very
important to me.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will rule on this. Members are reminded not to pre-empt the budget
debate in their contributions to the MPI. Pre-election commitments are fine, but I ask the member not
to pre-empt the budget debate.
Ms KILKENNY: Thank you. As I was saying, we took a commitment to the election in 2018 to
redevelop the Frankston Hospital and to provide a world-class healthcare system for my local
community. It is something that we will be doing in the months and years ahead, redeveloping
hospitals and building a world-class hospital and healthcare system for all Victorians.
Of course a very major part of our recovery will be to address the mental health of Victorians, and that
is why we undertook the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System. We knew that the
system was broken and, as the member for Eltham highlighted, we have been the ones—this
government, the Andrews Labor government—to shine a light on the cracks in the system, on the
issues that need to be fixed, because every Victorian deserves access to world-class health and mental
health systems to ensure that they get the best support, the best care and the best opportunities. It is
about delivering that for all Victorians and ensuring that no Victorians are left behind and that we
bring everyone and we provide opportunities for all Victorians on our road to recovery for Victoria’s
community and our economy.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (16:42): I am going to comment on the matter of public importance (MPI)
now, and I am actually going to make sure that I do focus on the recovery post COVID. I will not be
doing my budget reply speech today, as the member for Carrum has done. I want to put some context
around the MPI that we have today because we have seen a lot of challenges in the year 2020,
particularly in relation to COVID. In Victoria the challenges have been a bit different but handled very
differently to other states around Australia, and that has created new challenges. I want to have a think
about the context first of all in which we find ourselves in today where we need to have such a
determined plan for recovery.
We could have managed quite well in Victoria at the onset of COVID because Victoria is part of
Australia, which is an island, and it is easier to protect borders when you are on an island, as we are.
But the Andrews Labor government failed miserably at hotel quarantine and failed miserably on
contact tracing, and we ended up with COVID absolutely creating havoc within the state. We saw
many, many people infected, and we saw some 800 people very, very sadly lose their lives. The impact
of COVID and the response to COVID cannot be underestimated even a little bit—the impact on
families who had to do things differently with the stresses and strain of being locked up and of trying
to school children at home. Or perhaps they were older people who missed their families, who were
unable to see their families, or people who like many others are single and live on their own and missed
other people desperately. We had so many impacts with people working from home, and I can see that
even today with the Treasurer talking about budget papers not being properly prepared because the
public sector working at home had an impact on that. We know that COVID has impacted greatly on
us. It has impacted on jobs, it has impacted on mental health and it has certainly impacted on education.
It has impacted differently in metropolitan and regional areas in terms of the restrictions, the
lockdowns and certainly the number of cases.
I have touched on families, but I am going to actually move now to jobs and to what we have found
in Victoria. At the moment we have unemployment at 7.4 per cent and underemployment at 13 per
cent, so combined it is about 20 per cent—one in five people who are effectively unemployed or not
getting the hours they want. This puts enormous financial stress on them. In some instances people are
able to get JobSeeker or JobKeeper, but it impacts everybody quite differently. The unemployment
levels in Victoria are above the national average. Actually we have a record number—the highest
number ever of women who are unemployed, at 146 500. If we have a look, that is 55 000 unemployed
in the last few months since the pandemic began.
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In terms of jobs, we need to have a look at the way the government is managing and the ideas they are
putting forward, because one of the ideas they have put forward is about an employment tax. This is
certainly not a solution. If there are issues with the casualisation of the workforce, then they need to be
addressed at the federal level, but certainly not here, not now. What industries rely on casual workers—
Mr Fowles: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, despite the member for Eildon’s promise not to
stray into budget territory, I think she has in fact done that and she has done it in a way that is
mischaracterising the measure in any event. Nonetheless, I ask you to bring her back to the MPI.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for Eildon, to continue. It is not a point of order.
Ms McLEISH: A frivolous waste of time from the member for Burwood there. Anyway, if we have
a look at where casual workers are employed, typically they are in hospitality and some of the agedcare sectors, and a lot of women are employed there. We need to have incentives for people to keep
workers rather than putting on extra taxes so they cannot afford them. At the minute so many small
businesses are on their knees, and it is exceptionally difficult for them. We have seen small business
owners speak out. You only have to walk down so many shopping strips—in fact even in the city last
night I was walking home and I was shocked at the number of shops that have actually closed up.
In September the ABC reported that based on a City of Melbourne report Victoria is projected to lose
up to 325 000 jobs this year because of the pandemic, and the modelling which the City of Melbourne
and the Victorian government commissioned from PwC forecasts the economic impact over a fiveyear period, so we know that there is a long haul here.
The impact on people’s mental health should not be underestimated either. I am sure that I am not the
only member of Parliament who has had so many people contact their office to tell heart-wrenching
stories. I have heard from so many parents whose children have not left their room—I know for parents
of teenagers that is probably not a real surprise, but to that extent it is very, very unhealthy—and they
have not been able to access the support they need.
In question time today the Premier said that the mental health system is broken. Labor has been in
government for the majority of the last two decades, including six years consecutively, and has not
tackled that appropriately. The issues are here and now. The issues cannot wait for an outcome from
the royal commission. There are things that need to be done in the short term, and I think more can be
done here.
With regard to education, there have been so many stresses for families in Victoria in this field. We
have seen that kids have missed the best part of six months of face-to-face learning. We know parents
have done a great job. Teachers did a remarkable job in trying to change the way that they delivered
their classes, and I think that had you spoken to any teacher last year and said, ‘You’ll be delivering
the majority of your classes next year from your lounge room or your dining room’, they would have
thought that would not be the case. It was something that at teacher training they would never have
covered. But people had to learn how to do things differently. This created a whole lot of stress and
impacts in different ways. There were some kids who did exceptionally well, some kids who devoured
books and leapt ahead in their reading. There were other kids that just did not engage, that were logged
in playing computer games against their classmates in another place. There were kids who just did not
get out of bed. I heard so many stories of teenagers from parents who were really upset that their
children just did not engage with that online learning, and it was really, really difficult for them.
Families were also juggling work. They were juggling their jobs, trying to get two or three kids
organised with their schooling whilst trying to do their own work. There were stories of people who
were getting up really early, doing a couple of hours of work before school and then logging in again
once the kids had gone to bed to get to their own jobs. They needed their own jobs done because they
needed to produce something as well to maintain their employment.
We have so many issues with international students as well. I want to touch on those because
sometimes they are forgotten, because I guess most people do not see them. School was not happening.
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Some kids did go home and cannot get back, some kids could not get home, and in fact now what we
have got happening is stressors on the education system next year with the numbers of international
students who may not be able to get here. I think people tend to think that international students are
typically at private schools, but that is not the case at all. If we have a look at the numbers of
international students in government schools, it is 4410 this year, compared to those in private schools,
which is only 2613. There are a lot of schools that have relied on the fabric and the nature of their
school offering that have been really left in the lurch, and a lot of those kids have had it really difficult,
especially if they have not been able to get home.
The Liberals, being on the front foot, put out our Back to Work and Back in Business plan which
outlined a number of positive ideas that we had to get Victoria absolutely moving forward. I want to
put an idea that I put forward last week, which was working with outdoor education, camp providers
and even alpine resorts to offer three-to-five-day camps in January. This is something that could be
done now because we have had so many children who have missed the opportunity of doing something
different, learning new skills, taking risks and challenges and being with friends or different people—
and having that opportunity. Also I think that the government could really provide incentives for
schools to book camps in term 1 next year to help the outdoor education providers get back on their
feet. There is certainly a lot that the government could be doing, and they need to be showing a lot of
empathy on the way.
Ms HALL (Footscray) (16:52): I am really pleased to be contributing to this matter of public
importance that highlights the life-changing importance of investment in social housing, and I am so
pleased that the Minister for Housing is in here at the table. I have been fortunate enough to represent my
community of Footscray for two years, but I am absolutely in awe of the decades of commitment that
the minister has made to public housing, from working on the ground in the flats to making a commitment
to the largest investment in social housing in the nation’s history. I am absolutely proud to be part of this
government, and I know I speak on behalf of all of our colleagues here in the government in saying that
we are very proud of the minister and the commitment that the government has made to social housing.
Further to that I would also like to acknowledge the minister’s staff, including a former colleague of
mine, Sarah Toohey, who is an absolute advocate for the life-changing benefits of high-quality social
housing. So thank you to Sarah as well and the dedicated team in your office.
I believe that it is a fundamental right for people to have the safety and security of a place to call home,
because on this side of the chamber we understand that life does not always issue people with good
fortune or health. It is impossible to comprehend how someone could possibly attend to their mental
health needs or the education of their children or their safety from family violence or escaping
entrenched disadvantage if they do not have a place to call home. In my first speech in this place I said
that I would always fight for more social, public and crisis housing, and like many of my colleagues I
know that it is not just a provider of basic human dignity but a test of a civil society. This is truly a
Labor investment. Only a Labor government would deliver or have the imagination to understand that
this sort of commitment to social housing is the ultimate investment in productivity for so many
reasons, and I will get to those opposite and the member for Brunswick’s contribution in a moment.
But I am very proud of this Labor investment. I feel like this is something that will transform the lives
of many thousands of people for decades to come.
When my electorate office first opened, we quickly realised that public housing waiting list queries
were a constant, and unfortunately we also dealt with people experiencing homelessness. Celil, one of
my dedicated electorate staff—he did not mind me raising this today—is someone whose family spent
a number of years on a public housing waiting list. Celil went to Braybrook College, he studied hard
and he completed a law degree, and now I am very fortunate to have him providing assistance to the
constituents who need help with public housing in my office. The very first meeting I had with a local
organisation was with the Melbourne City Mission, who shared with me a report that the Northern and
Western Homelessness Networks were releasing called A Crisis in Crisis.
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The report was difficult to read because it focused on what happened to people when they fell through
the cracks and when they were experiencing the crisis of not having stable housing. Of the people that
they interviewed for this report, 80 per cent said that they had been experiencing mental health issues,
a quarter had two or more disabilities and a quarter were under the age of 25. It was pretty shocking
reading. They explained that the exploding population growth in the western suburbs in recent years
had imposed a massive amount of strain on their services, and recognising this, the organisation
examined how the increased demand had caused growth in rental costs. It included shocking stories
of exploitation of rooming houses by unscrupulous and dodgy landlords and of people who were
seeking refuge in motels that did not have kitchens. Unfortunately this is where many people end up
living day to day in an unimaginable predicament, especially for people caring for children.
Doors down from my office, the terrific people at the Asylum Seeker Resource Centre have for years
been supporting people to find rental properties when their supports from the federal government have
been continually slashed. Many of these people have experienced horrors that are hard to describe. They
have travelled a lifetime away to seek asylum when the odds have always been stacked against them.
They have had to compete for rental properties, and the Asylum Seeker Resource Centre finds affordable
rentals and supports the application process. Then there is also Westjustice, our fearless community legal
service who focus on rental and mortgage stress in the western suburbs, helping to secure a fair go for
people who need it in the toughest of circumstances, along with Unison, Wombat, Launch Housing, the
Salvation Army and McAuley House for women who are escaping family violence.
We are blessed with organisations who provide a helping hand. From the tiny homes that we were
able to open with the minister in my electorate for people at risk of homelessness to the new builds
that are happening in the renewal of housing in Braybrook, we have started a lot. But there is a lot
more to be done, and I know that the truly exceptional people who work at these organisations are
absolutely delighted with the commitments from this government. Together with my colleagues the
member for Melton, the member for Tarneit and Minister Stitt in the other place, we formed a working
group with these local organisations to see how we can help. We have hosted them here at Parliament
House to discuss issues within the system and how they can be resolved, and the hope and happiness
that a $5.3 billion package has delivered for this sector is so overwhelming it is hard to explain. It is
an absolute game changer.
Stop to imagine, though, the possibilities if the federal government had chipped in and done their bit,
if they had matched this funding or if they had used some of the $60 billion that the Treasurer lost in
his rounding error to build even more. Neither here nor in Canberra could they ever bring themselves
to lift people up in that sort of basic human way. They operate on a false economy that insecure work
and an unlivable Newstart payment is somehow the only safety net people need to help themselves
out of poverty, who are living from pay cheque to pay cheque, and we know that that is reflected here
too with comments from the member for Brighton, who actively campaigned against homelessness
facilities in his electorate.
My respect to the member for Brunswick, but often I feel like the Greens take credit for Labor
initiatives. It is almost like they are a marketing machine or a marketing bot that takes credit for every
Labor initiative. I noticed before I walked in here that they were taking credit for our work on
conversion therapy, and I will never forget Clifton Hill, where the Greens voted to oppose an agedcare facility for some of the most vulnerable people in Melbourne. Often the Greens do a lot of talking
but not a lot of actual doing.
I am not going to have time to conclude with the case study of Judy, a family violence victim, from
that report I spoke about, but she spoke about her public housing unit as a palace.
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STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (17:02): I rise for the third time to have what I hope is my final go at the
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020. Before the break I was talking about the changes to the
principal place of residence for land tax purposes and in particular the changes for people who are
overseas and let out their property but not for a lease and not long term. Now, those people are already
captured by losing their principal place of residence exemption for land tax, if they have a long-term
lease, and that makes some sense—they will be earning income. But this bill will extend it to if a house
is empty for the short term. Now, this has some negative implications for people serving placements
in the armed forces and other short-term occurrences where previously they have not had to worry
about the land tax exemption removal being an issue. I do think that this is just another extension of
the government’s relentless march against the principal place of residence exemptions; they seem to
find a new one or two to have a go at every time.
As I said in one of my earlier goes at this bill, I am not going to go through every single one of the
technical amendments. However, there is another one which I feel we do need to mention, and that
makes changes to the point-of-consumption tax, the wagering and betting tax provisions. I have been
assured in the briefings that these are changes that are in concordance with the current practice of the
State Revenue Office, and in particular these changes relate to setting the foreign exchange date for
betting transactions and a number of other technical matters. Now, as is the case with all of these other
technical changes, I have not had the opportunity to have any consultation with the industry. We will
be doing that between the houses to ensure that the government has in fact just made technical changes
in line with their current practice, because, as I have said previously in my contributions on this bill,
there are other changes in these technical amendments that are there for the government to get things
right that they got wrong previously and are now having to change again. So it would be, I think,
prudent for us to go and check with industry that the government is now getting this right.
The final part of the list of provisions that I want to talk about are the actual tax changes. Compared
to the 17 amendments which are regarded as technical in nature, there are only three highlighted by
the government as actual tax bill changes. The one I want to talk about particularly is the landfill levy
changes. These were announced last year and then they were deferred due to COVID. The government
is now bringing them back.
Here is where we have over $600 million in additional tax revenue being put into the tax take of the
government. And the way they describe these landfill levies changes in the briefing note to me—and
in fact in the second-reading speech—is to better align them with neighbouring states. That brings me
to the issue of alignment with neighbouring states. The way this government thinks about that is you
bring up Victoria’s tax rates to wherever they are the highest anywhere else. This is unlike New South
Wales, which has just reduced the payroll tax rate so that Melbourne and Sydney now have the same
payroll tax rate. But New South Wales has taken on some substantial tax reform. They increased their
tax-free threshold to $1.2 million. The Victorian equivalent is now $675 000, leaving a very large gap
and a big incentive for those smallish to medium-sized businesses to move to Sydney. That is not
where we want to be as a state. That is just not where Victoria wants to be, and yet that is where our
taxation regime here is taking us.
If we compare on one another thing, in the New South Wales budget, Dom Perrottet, the Treasurer there,
took a decision that this is the time to do major structural reform to their tax base. They have announced
a consultation process. We do not have the exact detail, so I am not going to be able to give a ‘we think
this is the way to go’ or not the way to go, but they are having a go. They are absolutely having a go at
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structural tax reform, and yet this government’s idea of anything to do with taxes is to put them up. We
are seeing that with the landfill levy—an additional $600 million tipping in because of that.
Of course this government has either expanded or created 29 taxes since coming to office. Some might
say, ‘Well, of course they have. That’s Labor. That’s what they do’, but at various points the Treasurer
has been at pains to say that is not the Labor way, that it is not the Labor way to just jack up taxes. He
told us it was all there in black and white that we were not getting any more taxes, and the Premier
promised us that prior to the 2014 election. And yet 29, with another one today, which I am sure the
member for Forest Hill will cover off in more detail in his contribution.
Here we have a State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill and 17 of the 20 measures that the government
identifies in this bill are technical changes that have nothing at all to do with the budget. There is no
need for us to be debating those changes today. There is no need for this bill to have come to us today,
because there is nothing in this bill that kicks in tomorrow, shall we say. It could well have been done
next sitting week or could have been done in fact early next year and it would make no difference,
because these are measures that the government is taking that are not aligned with their budget in
particular. There is very little in this bill that is to do with the budget, despite it being brought in in
budget week and treated as a budget bill. Normally we would see the kind of technical amendments
that make up the bulk of this bill in a state taxation acts further amendment bill that we would get
midway through—
Mr Angus: An omnibus bill.
Ms STALEY: Yes. Thank you, member for Forest Hill, an omnibus bill. But we have not got that
this time. We have got them put in here in budget week, and I think that is because there is a real
paucity of any other tax reform other than of course to jack up these environmental levies. So with
that, and having had perhaps the most disjointed and false-started contribution on a bill that I have ever
had, I would thereby commend the bill to the house.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (17:11): What a pleasure on two fronts: to speak on this very
important bill but also to see you, Acting Speaker Taylor, in the chair, to admire the progress of the cohort
of 2018. What an extraordinary talent pool we and the Victorian community have benefited from.
Ms Richards: Yes, a deep talent pool.
Mr DIMOPOULOS: A deep talent pool, says the member for Cranbourne, absolutely, very deep
and such a contrast to the other side. I wish the member for Warrandyte was here, because he likes us
talking about the contrast between us and that side.
This is an important bill because, apart from the politics of envy expressed by the member for Ripon
in her contribution, the state taxation bill at every budget time effectively supports the delivery of the
appropriation bill. This is the revenue side, so to speak, and the appropriation bill is the investment
and spending side. At the heart of this budget is economic recovery and jobs, and it is an extraordinary
tale to tell. It is an extraordinary expression of our values and our commitment to the cause that we
have before us, which is to help rebuild the Victorian economy and people’s lives. This budget was
extra special in some respects because it was delivered yesterday, which was two years to the day of
the election of this government.
One of the key centrepieces of the budget is the jobs plan dedicated to giving more Victorians the
opportunity to get back to work.
Mr Angus: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I am loathe to interrupt the member for Oakleigh,
but I do remind him that the bill before the house is the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 and
not the budget. We will be debating the budget tomorrow so, Acting Speaker, I ask that you draw him
back to the bill that we are debating at the moment.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Taylor): The debate has been somewhat wideranging. The
member for Oakleigh has only just started his contribution. I would remind the member to remember
the context of the debate, but there is no point of order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS: Thank you, Acting Speaker. How uncharitable; I was just talking about the
fact that these two bills work hand-in-hand in terms of delivering the budget. You cannot deliver the
budget without the state taxation bill and you cannot deliver the budget without the appropriation bill.
Nonetheless, just to underscore the importance of the state taxation bill in terms of the delivery of the
budget and the jobs plan within it, 400 000 new jobs were committed to by 2025 and 200 000 by 2022.
That is nearly the population of Canberra. That is an extraordinary commitment to the rebuild after the
pandemic and really such a contrast to the lacklustre performance of the federal budget and the federal
appropriations bill. And in fact, can I tell you, it is a contrast to those on that side. In the four years
they were in power zero major projects were delivered. There have been zero constructive
contributions to the government to help respond to this one-in-100-year pandemic—
Mr Angus: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I have just heard the member misleading this
house, because he said in four years there were no major projects delivered. That is a completely false
statement, and he is misleading the house. Maybe he has forgotten about Box Hill Hospital, which we
did a storey higher, on time and under budget. So that is just one example. There is a range of other
examples. Can I just encourage you, please, first of all, to get him to not mislead the house, and,
secondly, to get back on the bill?
Ms Spence: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, there is no point of order. That is a point of
debate, not a point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Taylor): There is no point of order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS: Look, I think the point I am conveying is a contrast in leadership, but I will
stick to the leadership on this side rather than reflecting any further at this point on the other side. The
legacy of this Treasurer and this Premier and this entire cabinet and government is to put people first
day after day, to front up day after day. If you remember where we started this year, we started with
bushfires ravaging Victoria. We started with the Premier and the health minster at the time fronting up
from day one. The Premier and the leadership team have continued to front up every day since. This
budget is a centrepiece and emblematic of that style of leadership.
The strength of our balance sheet to repair the hardship caused by COVID to families and business is
a well-worn path across other jurisdictions. We have to use the state’s balance sheet to help repair the
balance sheets of small business and the economy and the balance sheets of families. This is probably
the number one role of a government in normal times, let alone in pandemic times. We have always
said, ‘You can’t fix the economy until you’ve addressed the public health crisis’.
In terms of the revenue and deficit aspect of these two bills and the debt aspect, Victoria’s debt as a
share of the economy will grow by the same amount as the commonwealth government’s, so roughly
20 percentage points. So with a conservative national government in Canberra the proportionality that
we have stuck to is roughly the same as theirs. This has a lot of support, not just from industry. There
are some incredible endorsements from the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry and others,
but also the deputy governor of the Reserve Bank said, and I quote:
Absent the fiscal support, the Australian economy would be much weaker with the consequent economic and
social damage. This would have materially worsened the fiscal position. I don’t see there is a trade-off
between fiscal sustainability and fiscal support in the current circumstance. The cost of borrowing is at
historically low levels for Australian governments. Borrowing costs are likely to remain very low for quite
some time, and almost certainly until the economy is considerably stronger. This means that the debt
dynamics for the Australian Government and the states and territories are absolutely sustainable.
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The member for Malvern in his press release yesterday said:
Over the next four years, interest payments alone will blow out to $4 billion a year—equivalent to building
four Royal Children’s Hospitals every year.

Tone-deaf and economically and fiscally illiterate—who is this person who wants to run this state? He
goes against every responsible government’s endeavour around the world, let alone his own party’s
endeavour in Canberra and the endeavour of the Reserve Bank of Australia. When he was referring to
the Royal Children’s Hospital, he was using 2007 dollars—13 years ago. Why stop at hospitals? On
this logic the Sydney Opera House only cost $102 million in 1973, so perhaps the member for Malvern
would like us to build 40 opera houses a year and make Melbourne more homely to his mates in the
north of the country. There is no doubt, though, this opposition has no sense of proportionality when it
comes to what the pandemic has forced on the community and the government and no sense of
imagination when it comes to the ideas required to get us out of it in a way that is far stronger and better.
It has been a tough year. This budget and the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 match the
resilience and the sacrifices of the Victorian people—and it must. It has to. You cannot rebuild with a
meek and mild approach to these interventions. They must be unprecedented interventions to match
the unprecedented times. You know, we have to help businesses and the economy and households
recover in a way that is profoundly better than we have ever done previously. In order to help
businesses we have already provided $4.1 billion in taxes and charges relief and tax deferrals. We have
provided $1 billion in payroll tax refunds and waivers for small and medium businesses with payrolls
up to $3 million in 2019–20, and businesses with payrolls of up to $10 million can also defer their
2020–21 payroll tax for up to 12 months, providing $1.7 billion in cash flow support. We have
provided land tax relief and a whole range of supports.
I am not saying it is easy. Absolutely there is no chequebook big enough to cover the losses of
businesses and families during this pandemic, but we have made every endeavour, including in the
bush—including the support we have provided in the bush. The total investment in regional Victoria
in this budget alone is $8 billion on top of the $18.2 billion already invested by this government since
we came to office.
Just in the final few moments, it is customary to applaud and thank the Treasurer after a budget, but it
is so, so important that we do, because this is a profoundly important budget. With his steady hand,
his hard work and his sense of responsibility he is a stalwart of the government. But equally I want to
acknowledge the Premier. Without his intellect, without his determination and without his imagination
and his delivery we would never have been so bold. I commend the state taxation bill to the Parliament,
and it will be a pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020 tomorrow.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (17:21): I am pleased to be able to rise and make a contribution in relation
to the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020. I can assure the house I will be speaking on the bill
rather than just free-ranging all over the budget, as other speakers have.
Mr D O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANGUS: Yes, that is right, talking about the opposition. If we look at this, I think it is
interesting to see how this has progressed. It has been an absolute farce what has happened in relation
to this bill, and it epitomises just how out of control the government is. I spoke about this last sitting
week in relation to a bill that came under my purview under consumer affairs, where we had
amendments to acts that had been repealed, where we had the Attorney-General not knowing what
was going on. Today we have seen again the government running around like headless chooks after
this bill that was introduced yesterday, second read today and adjourned for two weeks. So we had to
have all that debate this morning.
The point that it brings out very clearly to anybody that is taking an interest in these sorts of matters is
the fact that the government does not know what it is doing. It is out of control. What we have ended
up with is, in relation to the bill, we had to get a briefing because it was introduced yesterday. There
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was a panic that it had to be debated this week. As the Shadow Treasurer well outlined in her
contribution, there was absolutely no need for that to happen. So we had a briefing at 8.30 this morning.
On the top of the notes in relation to that it says ‘Embargoed until the second reading’. We have got
everything back to front, and it just shows what a mess the government is in. They are scrambling
around and just losing control. To see this happening for the second consecutive sitting week I think
is quite concerning for the people of Victoria.
In relation to the bill itself, we can see that its purpose is to amend eight other acts, and they are 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. It is effectively
an omnibus bill in relation to various taxation matters. Not having had a proper briefing until this
morning and only receiving the second-reading speech also this morning, I was reading that this
afternoon, and I was particularly interested to see that within this we have got more revenue initiatives.
The Shadow Treasurer touched on a number of those, and I just want to go over them again. We can
see in the midst of the second-reading speech the increase in the metropolitan municipal industrial
landfill levy and the landfill levy for hazardous waste. That is going up. It is going to reap more than
$600 million for the state’s coffers over the forward estimates period, so we have got that increasing.
The second increment there is in relation to the rate of duty charged on the sale of sheep and goats and
their carcasses. We can see there the DNA of the Labor Party coming out, because we can see that we
have got a 184 per cent increase in that. It is not just a 5 per cent or 10 per cent increase; it is a massive
increase. Despite the fact that that has not increased for a number of years, it has nevertheless gone
astronomically high in relation to where it was. That would sit well with the government, I know,
because that is what they love doing.
The third aspect that I want to touch on particularly is in relation to the concessional rate of motor
vehicle duty for electric, hybrid or low-emission diesel or petrol passenger vehicles, and that is through
a definitional change in this particular bill so that the tax that is going to be foisted on these vehicles
will be picked up in the actual budget bill, the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020, that we will
debate tomorrow. This is changing the definition as a prelude to that happening.
Then we see that the bill amends the principal place of residence definitions in the Land Tax Act 2005.
The way that it is described is that it is, to quote, ‘improve equity in their application and address
inconsistencies or omissions’. Basically that is a tax grab from the Labor Party again. So we can see
that, and the Shadow Treasurer has talked about that in her earlier contributions. It talks about, in
particular, separate residences in relation to PPR land where they are being used to derive income from
the provision of accommodation.
Those are just a couple of the tax initiatives that I wanted to talk about, because one thing we know
for sure is that this government is addicted to taxation revenue. We know that since the fateful night
in November 2014, when the Premier promised all Victorians as he looked down the Channel 7
camera, speaking live to Peter Mitchell, that there would be no new taxes or charges, that the list now
has gone up to 30 increased or new taxes since this government has come to office, in the last six years.
So there are just countless numbers of them. They are addicted to it. There is no area where they will
not go in terms of wanting to tax Victorian residents.
The bill basically has 20 areas of change, 17 of those which are effectively described as minor and
technical amendments. Some of them, as we heard in the briefing this morning, are indeed quite
complicated, but they are nevertheless, as described, minor and technical—some are not so. There are
three that are in fact 2020–21 budget measures, which I have touched on in relation to those particular
matters. So there is a range of issues in there, and there is going to be quite a bit of debate in relation
to some of those components even though they are described as minor and technical, and particularly
the initiatives that I just talked about a moment ago.
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We have had this more-or-less omnibus bill coming in. We have seen the way that it has been managed
in Parliament, which is symptomatic of this government. They are thrashing around, they are confused
as to what they are to be doing, and I think it reflects very poorly on them.
In relation to the other issues relating to the bill itself, the Shadow Treasurer touched on a number of
those, as I said, in her three contributions that she had on this bill due to numerous interruptions earlier
in the day. She went into some of the issues in relation to those.
In conclusion, we see more taxes, increased taxes. We see a government that is addicted to taxing
Victorians. We see that this takes the number of new or increased taxes up to over 30 just in those six
years. It is a frightening impost on the cost of living for all Victorians. We wonder where it is going to
end in terms of the way that they just continue to want to squeeze the Victorian taxpayers harder and
harder to get every last drop. Earlier today when we had the matter of public importance one of the
points related to the cost-of-living issues here in Victoria, and one thing is absolutely crystal clear: that
is the fact that this government by its own hand has contributed enormously to the cost-of-living
pressures that all Victorians are facing, whether it is in utility prices or whether it is in countless other
ways through the range of taxes and charges that they have introduced or increased. It is just putting a
continual impost on all Victorians and making it harder and harder. So for them to come in and to try
to say that they are alleviating cost-of-living pressures is just a nonsense. It is not true, and anybody
that cares to look at it in any detail in relation to, certainly, this bill and to go back and reflect on the
last six years of those increased taxes and charges will see that for themselves.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (17:31): Oh, that passionate contribution to the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2020 from the member for Forest Hill—he could not even make it to 10 minutes on
it, he was so passionate in his contribution.
I listened to the member for Ripon, actually. I have not seen all three iterations of her contribution, but
I did watch the last one from my office, and I have got to say I was disappointed. I do not know whether
other members in this place heard the member for Ripon be interviewed by Virginia Trioli yesterday
morning on ABC Melbourne. I thought for the first time the member for Ripon sounded eminently
reasonable, and I thought, ‘This member is actually leadership material’. I thought, ‘But she’s not
going to get a chance at that. She’s not going to get a chance at that—(a) they’re never going to support
a woman, and they’re certainly not going to support a woman from regional Victoria’.
Mr D O’Brien: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I always appreciate the member for Yan
Yean’s contributions, but I did not think within 1 minute I would be getting up and asking her to come
back to speaking on the bill and not about the opposition.
Ms Spence: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, the first 2 minutes of the previous speaker’s
contribution went nowhere near the bill, and the member for Yan Yean is no doubt speaking on the
broad range of issues that have been canvassed in this particular contribution.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Taylor): There is no point of order. It has been a wideranging
debate. The member was discussing the context of the bill in her first comments. I would, however,
remind the member for Yan Yean to come back to the bill.
Ms GREEN: What I heard the member for Ripon say yesterday was that she was acknowledging
to the interviewer, Virginia Trioli, that there needed to be a completely different approach to budget and
taxation matters to respond to a pandemic. Like most women MPs, she sounded really reasonable and
sensible, and she resonated, but I think she has now been pulled back into line. From that contribution
I saw from the chamber on this bill, she has now been pulled back into line by her leader, by the
frontbench—by her leader, the former Treasurer of this state. She has been pulled back into that old
Kennettesque way of presenting things and of not actually acknowledging what Victoria faces—that
there must be a different approach to taxation and to budget matters in response to a pandemic.
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In particular I wanted to go to a measure that is in the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill which I
thought the member for Ripon would be absolutely all over and supportive of, which is bringing
forward the 50 per cent land transfer duty concession for transfers of commercial and industrial land
in regional Victoria for contracts and arrangements or agreements entered into from 1 January 2021.
This will be an absolute boon for the economy of regional Victoria, and I think you have got to do
things differently after a pandemic.
What is happening in regional Victoria at the moment is that, if you look at house prices, they have
actually held up quite well. There has been no reduction—unlike Melbourne, where there has been a
reduction in value. I think that this will be the opportunity for regional Victoria to shine, and we as a
government recognise that. We recognise that this pandemic can be an opportunity like no other for
regional Victoria, and that is why bringing forward taxation changes like those is absolutely what
regional Victoria needs. It is funny; I always seem to upset the National Party and the Greens, so when
I do that I think I am probably doing quite well and being positioned exactly where I want to be.
I have had a few emails from people absolutely irate that we would tax electric vehicles—absolutely
irate. Well, for people who do not understand, the way roads are funded is through a fuel excise, so if
your vehicle is not using fuel but is still going to be driving on a road, you are getting an unfair
advantage ahead of those other vehicles. But when the fleet transitions, governments will not actually
have an ability to fund roads, and those electric vehicles are still going to need roads to travel on. So I
think that this is absolutely the right setting, and it will be good for regional Victoria too because we
need to ensure that visitation is kept up in regional Victoria.
We have made a really big effort in the time we have been in government in investing in regional
Victoria but also in reducing the taxes in regional Victoria—and none more than payroll tax. Payroll
tax is at the lowest rate anywhere in the country in regional Victoria. So it is that measure and the
measures around first home owners grants and reductions in stamp duty that are being paid on home
purchases across the board but particularly in regional Victoria that are going to be magnificent for
our regional cities, our towns and smaller than that and will also be good for the outer suburbs and
smoothing out some of the growth pressures in the outer suburbs. As someone who represents regional
Victoria and the outer suburbs and having been raised in regional Victoria, I absolutely understand
those pressures.
People always talk about jobs growth in Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo, and the Latrobe Valley
sometimes. But let me add some more to the list: Seymour—what a gem Seymour is; all the towns in
Mitchell—Seymour, Kilmore, Wallan, Beveridge, Wandong, Heathcote Junction; then around into
Moorabool shire—places like Bacchus Marsh and the Macedon Ranges; and all the way around that
circle around Melbourne, and West Gippsland in particular. To actually have people travel outwards
to work, have local jobs for people that live in those areas, have access to cheaper housing in those
areas so people do not have to travel but also to have people who live in outer metropolitan Melbourne
be able to travel out to jobs outside the metropolitan growth boundary will mean an effective use of
our assets, and that is something that those on the other side have never thought about. They have
never thought: how do we use the counter-peak—the other side of the freeway or the highway, the
trains travelling empty, often, in the other direction? Well, this is a government that will be filling up
the other side of the highway and the freeway and the trains going in the opposite direction, because
we are a government that has always been about jobs.
That is what the measures in this taxation bill before the house do, and that is because we have had to
use our imagination and think: how can we make a difference and how can we minimise the pain that
has occurred through this worldwide pandemic? The member for Ripon and the member for Forest
Hill talked about taxes being increased. When we adjust our taxation measures, we actually adjust
them where that can make the most difference. We reduce taxes on those that need a leg-up. We make
no apology for redistribution. That is what the job of government should be. It is not just about
rewarding the big end of town, and if the big end of town can afford to pay a bit more tax to help those
small businesses in the outer suburbs, in the regions, then that is what we will jolly well do.
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You have got an outfit across the other side, and may they stay on the other side for a very long time.
I have been in this place for 18 years now, and I saw no level of imagination between 2010 and 2014.
When they were on the government benches, when the member for Malvern was the Treasurer of the
state, there was no imagination and there was no delivery on projects, and we are now spending three
and half times more in regional Victoria than what those opposite did. This is a great bill. It is part of
a great package of budget measures, and I commend it to the house.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (17:41): It is always a pleasure to stand up and follow the
member for Yan Yean, particularly when she started her contribution by criticising previous
opposition speakers for not focusing on the bill. She and the member for Oakleigh spent about 40 per
cent or 50 per cent of their contributions attacking the opposition, which perhaps says something about
this legislation and the depth of the tax reform and the innovation that the member for Yan Yean was
just talking about. Perhaps this bill does not necessarily have that.
We can see that because if you look at the briefing provided to the opposition this morning, there are
three main points and then it goes from A to Q in terms of the miscellaneous amendments that this bill
makes. So I do laugh at some of the language of the member for Yan Yean when she responds to the
member for Ripon and the member for Forest Hill about tax increases that we have seen under this
government—and there have been numerous, despite the promises of the Premier in 2014. She refers
to them as just adjusting taxes—‘We just adjust taxes’—and on the redistribution of wealth she says
that there is never any discussion from the opposition about the creation of wealth and how we could
make the pie bigger and share it with more people.
I might just mention that she says this government has always been all about jobs. It is not in this
legislation, but we have seen the announcement about sick leave for casuals, which at the exact wrong
time will be a tax on small and medium enterprises. That is perhaps the difference between our side
and that side—we all support jobs, but you do not create more jobs by taxing further the people that
create jobs. It may also come as a surprise to the member for Yan Yean and others that governments
do not create jobs. They can pay additional public servants, but they do not create jobs. They can only
create the environment for jobs, and putting another tax on them is not great.
I see this legislation does include changes to concessions for stamp duty on commercial and industrial
property in regional Victoria, and of course that in principle is something I support. The member for
Yan Yean referred to that policy. It is a 50 per cent concession on land transfer duty, or stamp duty,
for commercial and industrial property transactions in regional Victoria. She referred to it as an
‘absolute boon’ for regional Victoria. I am sure regional Victoria will be absolutely delighted about
an estimated $39.7 million of additional duty relief over the next few years—in fact over the forward
estimates, so over four years it is $39.7 million. For anyone who is listening and thinking, ‘Well, that
sounds like a big figure’, by contrast the revenue in this budget alone is $66 billion, so that is an extra
three zeros on top of that, and the taxation revenue is $20 billion. I am not knocking the government
for trying, but let us not kid anyone that $39 million over four years is going to be an absolute boon
for regional Victoria.
I am genuinely interested in this, and I would like the government to provide to the community some
assessment of some of these measures. Over the last couple of years it has introduced a couple of
measures with respect to payroll tax and this one with respect to stamp duty for regional Victoria. It
has had similar measures specifically for the Latrobe Valley area through the Latrobe Valley
Authority, where there have been concessions and rebates on various state government charges for
businesses that are creating jobs, expanding or relocating. I genuinely would like to see some
assessment of the success or otherwise of these policies. For a number of years in the previous
Parliament I was on the opposition’s population policy task force, and we went around the regional
and metropolitan areas of the state looking at how we could incentivise businesses in particular but
people more broadly to be better distributed around the state—to have decentralisation—and if it did
not come up, I always asked the question myself: what is it that the state government can do to
encourage you or your business to move to the regions? Very rarely was it things like stamp duty,
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payroll tax and the like that would actually make a business change its decision or incentivise it to
actually move from Melbourne to the regions or to expand in the regions. It generally came back to
issues like electricity costs, labour availability, transport and telecommunications. So I think our ability
at a state level to put these sorts of measures in is limited, and I genuinely would like to see the
government actually report back to the Parliament and the community on the success or otherwise of
these measures and to actually see whether they do make a difference, whether they do help create
jobs in regional areas, as those opposite have been claiming through this, or not.
More broadly I think that would feed into a debate that would be relevant to this piece of legislation
about tax reform in general. I did hear the member for Ripon talk about the New South Wales example
and the lead that has been shown by the Treasurer in New South Wales with respect to stamp duty and
land tax, and I think that is something that we obviously should be seriously looking at. Thanks to the
New South Wales government we will have at least a year’s break in looking at how successful or
otherwise that has been. Certainly stamp duty is a brake on the property sector. Going back to the jobs
question, what I think is the major brake is payroll tax. And I emphasise I am not announcing coalition
policy or anything at this point, but I think we can probably all agree that payroll tax is one of the worst
taxes we can have because it is a tax on jobs, and that is one that as we go forward with tax reform in
future we should be seeking to reduce or eliminate. As is the case with a footy club when the coach is
not performing, you cannot just get rid of the coach unless you have got an alternative. Likewise we
would love to get rid of payroll tax. I get a lot of businesses saying to me, ‘Why can’t you just abolish
it?’. We do have to have the revenue, and state governments have limited opportunity to have that
revenue, but I think it is something that I would like to look more at.
I just want to take up that this whole budget and this State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 is of
course in large part a response to the COVID pandemic. I regularly hear those opposite, particularly
the members who came in in 2018, praising the government and praising their ‘dear leader’. I do find
it a little bit icky sometimes hearing from the member for Oakleigh the way he praises the ‘dear leader’.
He does not use that term, but he talked about this bill and some of the actions in the budget being
‘unprecedented interventions for unprecedented times’. He failed to mention the unprecedented stuffup that brought Victoria the second wave of COVID. We have got a massive challenge in our economy
way, way, way in advance of any of the other states in Australia because of the mistakes of this
government, and it galls me to constantly hear people saying what a great job the government has done
and how good Victorians have been to get us to 26 days—I think it is now—of zero cases. Yes, that
is right, but it has done massive damage in the meantime to our economy and to many people. So,
member for Oakleigh, when you are talking about unprecedented interventions, how about you
acknowledge the unprecedented mistakes that this government has made that led to that second wave?
It has had huge impacts. Yes, we have almost eliminated the virus here, which incidentally, we have
been told time and time again was not the aim, but it certainly appears to have been with the length
and extremity of the lockdown that we have had. I still think there is very little acknowledgement or
indeed contrition from the government that it caused the second wave—a second wave that no other
state had—and that is why we are facing a far greater economic challenge than other states in Australia.
So with this legislation, as I said, I will be looking forward to seeing whether these discounts for
regional Victoria actually do make a difference in a regional development sense. There are numerous
minor and technical amendments in the bill. The opposition is not opposing it, and I look forward to
its speedy passage.
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (17:51): We have sparked a bit of life on the government benches. It is
always good to see as we while our way towards an 8.00 pm finish here on the middle day of budget
week when it is glorious sunshine outside and a gorgeous day and there is a real sense of optimism,
can I say, now on the part of the Victorian community. There is a real sense of excitement about
everything that is ahead, not least because of some of the matters that have been canvassed in this
place and near this place over the course of this week.
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Well, if only the member for Gippsland South was as excited about his leader as we are about ours.
You know, he has had a crack at the member for Oakleigh. He has described it as ‘icky’, the member
for Oakleigh’s entirely correct analysis of the—
Mr D O’Brien: Have you listened to him?
Mr FOWLES: I have. I sat here and listened to him as you did, and I think his analysis of the
Premier’s outstanding leadership in relation to the budget and in relation to the very many challenges
we have faced this year is an accurate assessment. What I do not often hear in this place is a whole lot
of love being dished the way of the Leader of The Nationals from his party room, but there you go.
What I will agree with the member for Gippsland South on, though, is payroll tax. I made some
comments about this in my inaugural speech, and I would like to think this might be an opportunity
where we can perhaps reach across the political divide and have a genuine discussion about some of
those things, because it is a very, very difficult tax to replace and the paradox is it is kind of a difficult
tax to justify at the same time. It would be wonderful if there were a magic panacea, but of course if
there was, it would be in place in all likelihood. I think it is going to take some hard work. I do have
some sympathy for the member for Gippsland South on the principle, but I certainly would not be
viewing it through a revenue reduction prism so much as a prism of revenue neutrality.
I was disappointed that the member for Gippsland South sniffed at the land transfer duty concession
which is contemplated by the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020. Yes, it might not be a huge
amount of money over the forward estimates, but in my submission these are good reforms. We should
always encourage reforms that in turn encourage eligible commercial and industrial properties to be
transacted, because the transaction of those properties, the taking up of new property, the expansion
of businesses, the retooling of businesses to better fit the times—these are all important goals and I
think goals perhaps everyone in this place might share. Notwithstanding it is, no, not a massive impact
to the revenue line, I think it is really important for regional businesses to be able to attract those
concessions when dealing with commercial and industrial properties. Under this act that full 50 per
cent concession that was originally contemplated to tick in in the middle of 2023 will in fact become
available for contracts entered into on or after 1 January 2021.
That is a really good thing for those businesses seeking to expand, seeking to retool, seeking to rightsize assets as they move into a post-COVID environment and what of course we all hope will be a
much, much better 2021.
It is fair to say that there are some provisions in this bill that are at the lower end of the excitement
schedule or scale. There are some things in here that are very much technical in nature, and we
acknowledge that absolutely, so it is with much humility and regret that I express to whomever might
be listening that this is not necessarily going to be the most exciting contribution of the day, or indeed
of the session.
One of the things we do under this bill is allow the commissioner to specify which documents fall
within the legislative definition of ‘return’ and therefore which ones the commissioner’s general
discretion attach to. I did work on a transaction at one point where this became relevant. It is frustrating
to many who are involved in the transaction of businesses, not transactions within businesses, that
when you are involved in the sale or purchase of a business there are various taxable events that occur
as part of that. In a complicated business sale you might have some chattels or some fixtures that may
or may not be dutiable, you might have some land that is dutiable, and I absolutely accept that we need
to have those elements in place. But when it comes to the filling in of the forms it is not that difficult
to find yourself having missed one on the way through, and by broadening the commissioner’s
discretion we in turn make it easier for people to engage in these sorts of transactions. These sorts of
transactions in many cases, perhaps in most cases, are the sorts of transactions that help grow our
economy, and that is of course a very, very important priority right now at the moment in time we find
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ourselves in, and of course for this government, which had a proud record of economic growth and
jobs growth right up until the start of this pandemic.
There is a further change contemplated in this bill around land valuations. I do not know that the link
has been made yet in any of the submissions, but it is about councils requesting supplementary
valuations from the valuer-general to reflect changes in the condition of a property. In one of the early
hearings of the Environment and Planning Committee we did receive some evidence, which I think
was in error, from a regional council that they had because of rate capping been unable to effectively
rate properties that were new built. Whilst I think that was in error, this is an important measure
because it draws the distinction between the rate cap, which applies to the rate of taxation, and the rate
base, which is what is being rated.
In the case of plenty of expanding housing estates and the like it is very important that councils can
capture—because of the demands on infrastructure, because of the demands on services—and capture
in a timely fashion the change of a property from being perhaps broadacre farmland ultimately through
to being a residential dwelling, because obviously more dwellings means more people and more
people means more demand for council services. It is very important to be able to give councils that
trigger, that ability to act on those things smartly rather than just on an annual cycle.
The bill also amends the Land Tax Act 2005 to clarify the inclusion of unpaid interest and penalty tax
in the first charge. This is another one of these more technical amendments, an anomaly in those
charges, in the case of that first ranking statutory charge when it comes to transferring land and the
clearance certificate in particular, to just make sure that we can get all of the potential charges into the
clearance certificate so that it is clear to the vendor, it is clear to the purchaser and everyone knows
where they stand. The risk otherwise is that a purchaser might find themselves liable for unpaid
charges of which no disclosure was made and then having to rely on make-good clauses in the contract
of sale, which in many cases is going to be difficult or expensive to enforce. And whilst unpaid charges
might be $1000, $2000 or perhaps $5000, these are real chunks of money for people, and to not have
that disclosed and to be contemplating perhaps $10 000 to litigate to retrieve $2000 or something is
obviously uncommercial, and that would present a great deal of difficulty. So this is a classic reduction
in red tape. It improves transactional efficiency, and I think transactional efficiency is going to be
really important as we build the recovery through 2021.
There are a range of amendments in this bill in relation to equity release products. These are the
products that enable existing home owners to obtain a financial benefit—that is, release equity, get
money out of their home, in either a lump-sum payment or an income stream. This was described
accurately by a former prime minister, Mr Keating, on 7.30 earlier this week when he described it as
‘eating your house’. As much as I have enormous difficulty with equity release products, as much as
I think it is terrible that these are the decisions that people have to face, as much as I would much
prefer to see the federal government prioritise superannuation for workers in this country rather than
forcing people to eat their houses, it is important that we have a proper licensing framework around
these providers and make sure that those who do need to access these products can do so easily but in
a manner that protects the interests of elderly Victorians.
I could go on, but I will not as my time is up. I do commend this state taxation bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (18:01): I am pleased to have the opportunity to join this debate on
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020, which of course is an annual event. We do one of these
every year, and every year it has something slightly different in it. It is part of the budget process, and
yes, this year this bill does have some components that are budget related. But I do stress ‘some’,
because the reality is that the overwhelming bulk of the bill is about technical reform, technical change,
technical update. It is making the bill consistent with other legislation with minor changes that are in
no way time sensitive. So you do have to wonder why the government could not have been more
reasonable in the approach they took to this bill. God knows the legislative agenda of this Parliament
is not exactly overloaded. These technical changes could have been dealt with at any time. They could
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have been dealt with in the normal way—brought in, adjourned for two weeks, giving everyone the
opportunity to consult, and then in all probability dealt with very, very speedily. But for some reason
best known to themselves the government chose to roll the budget changes in with these technical
changes. Now, most of the budget changes were announced last week or in earlier weeks. We knew
they were coming; there is not a difficulty with those. But we do not know about these other changes.
Now, in my view there are only two reasons to rush a bill through in the way this bill is being rushed
through—either the government have something to hide or they are incompetent. Now, experience
would suggest the former; the track record of the government would suggest the latter. But whichever
it is, the state of Victoria is worse off, because when you do this sort of thing it is not the Parliament
that suffers, it is the legislation that suffers. It is the interests of the people of Victoria that come off
second best. I make the point that, unlike the Labor Party, the opposition—the National Party and the
Liberal Party—are always prepared to work constructively to deal with these issues, and we certainly
recognise the need to get the budget changes through this week. We do not, however, accept holding
the second reading off until today, allowing about 3 hours for debate and expecting it to be effectively
passed the same day, because that is the effect of the guillotine. We will be talking about the budget
tomorrow, which means we have had since the briefing at 8.30 this morning, and the bill will be gone
by 7.30 tonight—and of course most of the day has been taken up on other issues.
So you have to ask: why was it second read today? Why was it hidden from the public and from the
opposition until today? You have to ask also: why isn’t the Treasurer handling the bill himself? If he
had been handling the bill, we probably would not have had that fiasco that happened before lunch
when the government had to wind back a decision of the house to adjourn the bill for two weeks. I am
sure if the Treasurer had been handling the bill he would have at least known that the bill was on the
guillotine. Now, that is not being critical of the Attorney-General. It is not her bill; she was just lumped
with handling it. But he would have at least known. So where is he? Is it an RDO today? He had a big
day yesterday; he has got to take the day off. He should be in this house. He should be handling this
bill. He should be here to answer questions about the bill. Now, I am sure the minister at the table, the
Assistant Treasurer, will not believe me when I say this, but there was a time, even in my parliamentary
career, when ministers who had carriage of a bill would come into the house, they would be here for
the debate and they would be a available to answer questions when we got to the consideration-indetail stage. Where is the Treasurer? Not here. Not to be seen.
A member interjected.
Mr MORRIS: Exactly right—out increasing taxes. He should have made himself available. Now,
if the Liberal and National parties had done that to the Labor party in government, the Labor Party
would have been screaming from the rooftops—and rightly so, because it is an affront to the
Parliament, but more importantly it is an affront to the people.
Now, eight acts are being amended. I will not go through the detail, but the member for Gippsland
South and others have made the point, as I made earlier, that this is a mix of budget measures and
technical changes. The budget measures we know; the technical changes we do not. And I do want to
acknowledge the briefing. It was thorough. We got the bill 5 minutes before the briefing, so it was
good to have the bill, but of course you do not have the opportunity to do any preparation for the
briefing, let alone to speak on it. And of course the efficacy of the briefing is somewhat diminished
when you have not seen the bill ahead of time.
Now, the Shadow Treasurer has outlined some of the concerns of the opposition, particularly around
principal place of residence and the government’s form on narrowing and continuing to narrow the
scope of those exemptions. Year after year the same thing occurs. Since 2014 we know we have had
29, I think it is, new increases despite that now, I suggest, infamous Premier’s promise that, no, he
would not raise taxes—29 times since December 2014, and they are at it again this year. This year it
is not as blatant, but they are still doing it.
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This is not the time to be imposing extra burdens on families of any form, yet we have got this hidden
away in the bill: an attack on families who are helping elderly residents living in the granny flat out
the back. Now, it is entirely reasonable that in return for the support an older family member might
receive, and the social aspect and everything else, from being able to live in a family’s backyard that
they make a contribution to household expenses. But this bill will in return slap land tax on that aspect
of the family home. This is now not the time to be doing it.
The other point I want to make is that the Treasurer says this is not a time for tax reform. If this is not
a time for tax reform, then frankly, when the hell is? We have the example in other states, and of course
Victoria is the highest-taxing state, but we are going nowhere near reform. When you look at what we
have got coming, when you look at the RBA Statement on Monetary Policy from earlier this month,
they make the point:
… 200,000 people who left the labour force early in the pandemic and are yet to return, most of whom are in
Victoria.

The government’s own documents talk about unemployment at 8.25 per cent. We need to be doing
things that will take the pressure off business—not, as the member for Yan Yean talked about, looking
after the big end of town but giving the opportunity for businesses to hire people, to give them jobs, to
assist the recovery. But no, there is no serious attempt at tax reform in this bill. If there was ever a time
when you should be taking up that challenge—when we as a state should be taking up that challenge—
now is the time. I again make the point that the manner in which this legislation is being rushed through
without even the courtesy of releasing it to the house yesterday and giving everyone the opportunity
to at least digest it overnight is an affront, in my view, to the system. You do wonder what the
government has to hide. Clearly one of the things they are not doing is grasping the nettle and
undertaking serious taxation reform. And I make the point again: if ever there was a time for serious
taxation reform, it is now.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (18:11): It is my pleasure to rise and speak on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2020. We have heard many a good story told this afternoon. Some members
from the opposition seem to always wish to apportion blame about this pandemic or just think that we
have not been through anything as a state, as a nation. I am here to remind them that it is a global
pandemic and there are people still suffering from this. The latest I read was that in the state of Iowa
in the USA 50 per cent of the people being tested are testing positive, and there are nearly 12 million
people infected in the United States, which is about half the population of Australia. I am not standing
up here saying mistakes were not made. Mistakes will always be made in crises that we have never
faced before, whether that be certain-scale fires or whether that be other incidents. We have to learn
from those experiences and improve them as well. But the thing that we do not see from the opposition
is that willingness to move forward from a plan that they had, because no-one on that side is standing
up today saying, ‘Oh, we had a plan’, apart from not eradicating the virus but eradicating bats or, ‘Let’s
just open everything up’. I think we are done with that. I think we have heard enough. It is time to
move on and stop apportioning blame. It is time to move on and bring out a hell of a good budget, as
the Treasurer did yesterday. And this bill supports many of the great policies in that budget.
Of course the budget is about looking after people, looking after families and taking care of people
and not just building what we had and coming back and recovering but building better and stronger
economically and socially as well. It has been a tough year, it is fair to say, and this budget matches
the resilience and sacrifice of the Victorian community with a plan to rebuild that is very ambitious.
We will put some perspective out there though. Prior to COVID we were looking very healthy
economically. We had a surplus forecast into forward estimates, we had a very ambitious infrastructure
plan and pipeline, and 500 000 people who were formerly unemployed were employed—and most of
them in full-time jobs. We were fairly stable economically and looking very promising. Of course a
crisis hits and you have to react, and that is what this budget is all about.
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The state tax bill supports the budget in the way that there are many minor amendments that need to be
made to support what we are doing in Victoria to heal from this terrible crisis. Now, some of the
measures in the budget that are supported by this bill are the new jobs tax credit; the jobs plan, which is
bringing forward a 50 per cent concession on commercial and industry property—well, that is part of
the jobs plan; the land tax exemption for certain clubs; the deferred increase of the landfill levy; and
also there is the aligning of the Victorian definition of a ‘green car’ with the commonwealth standard.
I just want to touch on that for 1 minute because the member for Forest Hill falsely claimed that this
change of the definition of ‘green car’ was related to the new electric vehicle charge, which it is not. That
is wrong. It supports the duty concession that was legislated last year and is purely a beneficial change.
The 2019–20 budget introduced a concessional rate of motor vehicle duty for electric, hybrid or lowemission diesel or petrol passenger vehicles classified as green cars under commonwealth standards.
This bill amends the definition of ‘green car’ in the Duties Act 2000 to confirm that low-emission
vehicles with carbon dioxide emissions of exactly 120 grams per kilometre are considered green cars,
consistent with the commonwealth definition and the original intent.
This bill also supports expanding the types of equity released or release providers who can access a
duty exemption, which, as the member for Burwood went into, is very positive. It expands that duty
exemption available for certain equity release products. These products enable existing home owners,
usually older Australians that want to do something with their equity, to obtain a financial benefit by
releasing equity in a home for a lump sum payment or income stream. The amendments in this bill
will allow the commissioner of state revenue to approve additional providers for the purposes of this
exemption—in accordance with guidelines issued by the Treasurer, of course.
This bill also enables the exclusion of security interest in fixtures from the definition of ‘dutiable
property’. It also assists in ensuring the partnership provision applies correctly to multiple-layer
partnerships. Corporate reconstruction consolidation measures are contained as well in this bill, and it
assists the rollout of the first home owner grant and first home buyer duty concession as well.
As I said from the outset, we heard some good storytelling today. I heard one opposition member say
that it is very ambitious but there is no way that this government will create 400 000 new jobs by 2025
and 200 000 at the subgoal, I guess, of 2022. But the fact is we have done it before. We did it in our
first term, and we can certainly do that again.
I was amused, as I am often, watching the news with the opposition leader, but I think his statement
of the week, if anyone was watching, was, ‘This budget does nothing unless you wear a helmet or a
fluoro vest’. Now, I think the cameraman might have been bored and they might have switched off,
because I think the Leader of the Opposition missed out, ‘If you teach in a school, this budget’s great.
If you go to a school, if you go to TAFE, if you’re affected by family violence, if you’re buying a
home, if you need a home because you’re homeless, if you have a disability or a learning issue, if you
care about the environment and the future of the environment, if you are suffering from inequality, if
you need a job, if you need to use a road or indeed public transport, if you need good health care, if
you need kinder or out-of-hours school care, if you’re a healthcare worker, if you own a business, if
you participate in a sporting club, if you’re a woman, if you’re a veteran, if you’re a traditional owner,
if you’re a musician or an artist, if you’re a parent, if you’re a regional community member, if you
want to see a secure work pilot scheme or if you think that the mental health system is broken and in
line with the mental health royal commission recommendations want to see it reformed, well, this is
not exclusive to those people, but if you are affected by any of those issues, this budget is for you’.
It is a magnificent budget. A lot of thought has gone into it. It is extraordinary for extraordinary times,
as people say. But this is what is needed. As we saw last night, again on the news and various social
media channels, there is not much bad that people are saying about this budget. Whether it be the
Victorian Council of Social Service, whether it be the chamber of commerce, they are all very positive.
There is only one group of people who seem bereft or indeed a little bit grumpy about this budget, and
that is those opposite—those people that did not have a plan at all when it came to dealing with a
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pandemic, those people that did not have a plan at all for helping our community get through a
pandemic. They had complaints, they had issues, they made up silly stories, but they did not have an
alternate plan, which was required. They are the ones that today are sitting here when everybody is
saying, ‘Gee, yeah, it was a bit rough’. That pandemic was very rough, it affected a lot of people, it
was sad and people did die. But what we are seeing now is a bunch of people in our community, as
we have heard other people say, that realise now that some of the major steps that we took, some of
those dramatic steps we took, are working.
Indeed Ireland is basically using the Victorian model right now to deal with the coronavirus in their
country. But there are a lot of people in my community who are saying, ‘Well, I didn’t quite get how
this would work. It was a huge issue. It was very hard and technical at times, but I see now that he’s a
leader that has led us through to the other side’. That is the great thing about leaders like the Premier.
You can say you are a leader and it does not mean much. Leaders only shine and leaders only truly
embrace leadership when there is a crisis. They are the people that will step up. They make hard
decisions. They make decisions that people do not like for the benefit of everybody, and that is what
has happened. Historically that is what makes good leaders. We have got a Premier here who will see
us through to the other side, and this budget is the foundation stone, the keystone, for seeing us through
to that other side. I commend this bill to the house. This bill is a great support for that budget. It does
great things for my community and for Victoria. Again I commend the bill to the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (18:21): It is great to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2020. Sorry, I thought the member for Essendon was going first, and I thought I
would just get into his—
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON: He has been done—get into his slipstream and I thought I would be up and
running. But I am very happy to give an account of this bill and the measures that we are delivering
and providing to the state of Victoria during an unprecedented pandemic.
Like every budget, when we come into this place and we speak about the taxation bill or speak on the
budget, I am always struck by the comments of those opposite. It was evident during the matter of
public importance (MPI) debate—this notion that the impact of the pandemic is through the prism of
a balance sheet, taking some of the unprecedented challenges that we are facing and trivialising them
and making them seem quite diminished. This is an unprecedented crisis. It is a one-in-100-year event
requiring us, as the Treasurer says, to maximise and leverage the AAA credit rating that our state
enjoys and to make sure that we do not leave any Victorian behind in this effort of recovery. That is
underpinned by the investments that we make now to make sure that we live those values and achieve
those outcomes. To hear some of those opposite talk about some of the savings—they go close to
talking about things they might cut and the savings that they might make in relation to taxation. They
do not talk about investment; they talk about spending. It might be just a very subtle thing, but it tells
a very big story about the values that we have and that those opposite have.
Mr Morris: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member seems to be anticipating debate on
the budget, which will occur tomorrow. This is the state taxation bill, and it would be more appropriate
for him to confine his remarks to the state taxation bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Can I remind all members to just focus on the bill
that is before us.
Mr RICHARDSON: I think we have got the member for Mornington fired up now. It is hard to
get a pulse over there, but we have got him paying attention right now because we are talking about
taxation and values. The MPI was a particular debate—he might have been tuning in—where it might
have been the lunch break. There is a big crew behind the member. For those who are tuning in at
home right now, if you get a pan across the chamber, that is the investment from those opposite in this
bill and their commitment to this bill right now; the member for Mornington is the Lone Ranger here.
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They have tapped the mat at 6.24 pm. They have given up on debating in this Parliament. They whinge
all week and all Parliament about not being able to sit or to go into committees, but none of them are
representing their communities right now in talking about this important bill.
Thinking about some of the taxation measures that we are taking through and the support that we are
providing to businesses that have done it tough, it has been a significant and unprecedented time with
an impact upon our local communities. There are substantial challenges that our communities are
facing with a global pandemic that we have not seen before. I have been really concerned about the
trivialisation of the impact on our communities and the notion that we could just open back up and
that we would walk away from some of the substantial challenges that we have faced. It undermines
some of the advice and the public health advice. Something that the member for Bentleigh said today
that I think strikes a chord is that we could not deal with all of the economic challenges unless we deal
with the health challenges that we face as well.
All of these taxation measures now are about ensuring that we supercharge the Victorian economy
and that the taxation arrangements that we have in place and the relief that we provide maximise the
outcomes for all Victorians to get back on track, because indeed when we think about Victoria before
the pandemic, there were more than 500 000 jobs created. Indeed it is the engine room of the national
economy. The recipe for success is built in Victoria. Confidence is coming back. We have seen that
as we have got underway with the recovery effort as we have come out of this pandemic. We can see
hope and confidence coming back into our state, and we need to make sure that we supercharge that
and support people into the future as well.
There might be some technical amendments in this bill, but some of them are very important. I want
to touch on some of those as well: bringing forward the 50 per cent concession on commercial and
industrial property. We have seen in certain areas of Victoria an unprecedented impact from earlier in
the year with the bushfires through East Gippsland and the impacts that they had on those
communities. I know that my local CFA communities responded to those communities as well and
talked about the devastation that would be felt for a generation—and that was before the pandemic.
To bring forward some of those concessions and duties will have a disproportionate impact and
provide disproportionate support for those communities that need that care and support right now.
Travelling through our regional communities, we say to Victorians now, ‘If you’re planning a trip
away, go into regional Victoria during this Christmas and New Year period as we head towards school
holidays, because those communities, your fellow Victorians, need that support more than ever and
we need to get around our fellow Victorians right now’.
Also as a general overview the government is providing significant tax and charges relief and tax
deferrals. We have seen that relief in terms of trying to stimulate and support employment in our state
as well. That is about making sure that those industries that have been disproportionately impacted get
that support, and we incentivise job creation into the future as we come through that recovery phase.
That is about making sure that every element of the work that we do in taxation policy and investment
is supercharging our recovery effort and our support into the future.
The other key element I want to touch on is some of the changes to first home buyer grants. The
government has supported first home buyers across budgets, and further taxation measures in this bill
highlight the values and the support that we provide to make sure that for those first home buyers the
Victorian dream—the Australian dream—of having a roof over your head is realised through some of
those concessions and that support as well.
It would be remiss of me not to mention as well our significant investment in housing that has been
recently announced. That is about supporting people who are doing it tough and are vulnerable in our
communities into the future. Some of those concession changes to make sure that we maximise those
that are accessing first home buyer grants, concessions and support are so very critical into the future.
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There are deferrals of levies as well. Obviously the landfill levy and the disproportionate charging of
levies across the state as well has been highlighted by others in previous discussions and debates. We
know that the impact of this pandemic requires us to defer certain charges and certain impacts for
another day while we hold the line and start to recover as a community more broadly.
I heard the member for Mornington talk about tax increases. It is a hobbyhorse that those opposite,
some particularly in the eastern seats, go back to. In the former Parliament there were members of
Parliament—I will not name them out of respect because they are no longer members of Parliament—
who would consistently come into this place on a budget or tax bill and all they would talk about was
taxes and charges, taxes and charges. They would not talk about the investments and the outcomes
that those investments derived. So if you are saying that you would forgo certain revenue, you need to
also think about the cost. What is the opportunity cost of changing those arrangements? What are the
opportunity costs of taking away certain levies or charges as well? That is never talked about in that,
because it comes down to the crude, hard nature of balance sheets rather than investment and outcomes
for our community into the future.
I know the member for Mornington likes to get immersed in that detail, and I am looking forward to
Friday. I am sure that of the millions that will tune in for the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearing this coming Friday, the member for Mornington will be one of the first that logs on. But we
will be talking about budget. We will be talking about investment. We will be talking about taxation
and investment rather than the costs and impacts that we hear from those opposite. As I was saying
before the member for Mornington raised a point of order, that is a clear values thing. When you are
talking about investment, when you are talking about some of the taxation arrangements, it is
underpinned by the decisions you make on a balance sheet and in the budget—whether you are making
those decisions for fairness or whether you are trying to supercharge your economy with some of the
taxation arrangements and relief measures that have been outlined as well.
When you are talking about the costs or taxation increases you have got to also have that conversation
about what you would cut and what you would strip back if you were opposed to some of those
measures. That is always lacking, and that is always what the Victorian people hear when they hear
some of those conversations and some of those things put forward.
But as members have said, these arrangements and this week are significant for a number of reasons.
The taxation arrangements to make sure that we are supporting and incentivising employment and jobcreating policies are so very critical in this once-in-100-year pandemic. We need to be acting in the
interests of all Victorians in everything that we do, and these arrangements and some of the tax relief
to the tune of $1.5 billion are so very critical in that support as well. They are a part of a range of
measures as we come out stronger and we build better post a significant global pandemic and we make
sure that we are even better into the future. These are important measures, and they get my and my
community’s full support and endorsement. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon—Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Regulatory Reform, Minister for
Government Services, Minister for Creative Industries) (18:31): It is a great pleasure and honour to be
able to speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020. This bill is an important bill. It forms
part of the great triumvirate—the Appropriation (2020–2021) Bill 2020, which appropriates funds for
the state in order for the state to deliver the essential services that we need; the Appropriation
(Parliament 2020–2021) Bill 2020, because the Parliament does such important work; and then you
have got the state taxation bill. All three bills were introduced and are being debated this week.
Now, this bill is really important, because it gives effect to many of the measures which were
foreshadowed yesterday in the Treasurer’s speech. The budget is about making sure that we are
looking after people, and the taxation measures that are announced in this bill form a vital part of that.
The government has provided almost $4.1 billion in taxes and charges relief and tax deferrals. We
have provided $1 billion in payroll tax refunds and waivers for small and medium businesses with
payrolls of up to $3 million in the 2019–20 year. Businesses with payrolls of up to $10 million can
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now also defer their 2020–21 payroll tax for up to 12 months, and that provides $1.7 billion in cash
flow relief as a boost. We have provided land tax relief as well. We have waived the residential land
tax for vacancies this year, we have provided a 25 per cent waiver of the congestion levy and we have
frozen a range of taxes and charges. But we are going to build on this by providing $1.5 billion in
taxation relief through this bill.
Particularly I point to the $836 million in tax credits, which will encourage small- and medium-sized
businesses to increase employment by rehiring staff, restoring staff hours or supporting new jobs as
they recover from the effects of this dreadful pandemic. Not only will eligible businesses pay no payroll
tax on these increased wages, they will get a refund on tax already paid, and the more they increase
wages and employment in Victoria, the less payroll tax they will pay. This is a really important measure,
because we want to get more money circulating in the economy. We want to stimulate the economy as
we come out of this recession. These measures will be delivered using the emergency tax relief powers
approved by Parliament in April 2020 and will complement the revenue measures in this bill.
One of the key drivers for the government is about getting people back to work. It is about making
sure that we can get people back into work, back working, earning money, spending money and
investing. I think that if you look at some of the modelling, we have demonstrated the fact that we look
like having a very strong rebound, because the reality is that the savings rate is the highest it has been
since 1974—so there is enormous pent-up demand. I am sure that members on both sides of the house
would acknowledge the way Melbourne has been transformed in recent weeks since the lockdown has
been relaxed. When you start to see restaurants open and you start to see the bars and the pubs open,
people are up and about, people are active and people are celebrating. People are enjoying Melbourne.
Melbourne is coming back to life—and with that level of heightened economic activity you will see
that recovery start to emerge. That is why we are confident that the economy will rebound by 7.75 per
cent in the 2021–22 financial year. Why this is important is that a bill like this ensures that we have
got the capacity to stimulate the economy so that we can build on those early gains.
The tax bill before the house will bring forward the full 50 per cent stamp duty concession for
commercial and industrial property transactions in regional Victoria to contracts entered into from
1 January 2021, and that is more than two years earlier than announced in the 2019–20 budget. This
is going to save businesses a further $39.7 million in addition to the relief in last year’s budget. We
recognise the fact that regional Victoria plays a really important role in our society and in our
community. Having these levels of targeted investments, these targeted approaches, is vital to
providing regional Victoria with the support it needs.
I am drawn back to the press conference Steve Bracks had when he retired as Premier in 2007. When
asked the question, ‘What was your proudest achievement in office?’, he pointed to the regional rail
project. Having reliable, safe and fast rail to the regions was Steve’s proudest achievement as Premier.
Thinking about what that led to, we started to see regional Victoria really become alive and really
vibrant. It is not to say that it was not vibrant before fast rail, but that level of investment, with some
specific targeted support around payroll tax exemptions and other investments, like in the Bendigo
Base Hospital, started to see regional Victoria come into its own.
I was down in Geelong on Saturday night. The waterfront was just booming, and it was alive.
Mr Cheeseman: It’s a beautiful spot.
Mr PEARSON: It’s a beautiful spot. I am reminded of the last recession in the 1990s and just how
dreadful that was for a community like Geelong, how it struggled so much through those years. These
sorts of investments are important because they mean that those regions are coming alive and people
can live there, people can see that there is that level of economic activity. They can start to see that
there are jobs there, that there are good hospitals, that there are good schools and that there are
universities—so a vibrant and dynamic environment. Since the Bendigo Base Hospital project was
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concluded, more people go to Bendigo during peak hour than leave to come to Melbourne. Now, that
is really important.
A bill like this, with these taxation measures that we are talking about, is a policy lever that the state
has available to it to drive those sorts of initiatives and drive those sorts of changes. I think that is
indeed vitally important, because the reality is this recession is unlike any other we have seen. In
previous recessions monetary policy had a role to play, because interest rates were always quite high—
well, traditionally they were high. The Reserve Bank of Australia had the capacity to—if instructed,
or on its own once it had independence granted to it in the 1990s—use monetary policy to drive down
interest rates, to provide more liquidity into the economy and to create that level of growth and
development. We just do not have that available to us now. The cash rate is at 0.1 per cent, so monetary
policy as a tool to stimulate the economy is gone. There is only fiscal policy. Fiscal policy is the only
thing that is available to us and governments around the country—and indeed, I suspect, around the
world. It is the only tool available for us to try and stimulate the economy. So you need to try and
ensure that you have got appropriate taxation measures in place to make those necessary investments
to stimulate growth and stimulate demand.
I did listen to the member for Mornington’s contribution. He talked about the timing around tax
reform. Look, it was an interesting contribution. I note the member for Mornington always does his
homework; he always comes to a debate well prepared. He did not talk about the sort of tax reform he
wanted to see. Now, it is kind of curious: if you talk about tax reform you are either talking about
raising taxes at one level—and he did not indicate what taxes he would like to see raised—or you want
to see a reduction in taxes. I suspect that is probably where he would want to go. But I think one of the
challenges we have as a society, for the reasons I have previously outlined, is that fiscal policy is the
only tool available in our arsenal to stimulate the economy. The member opposite might be a devotee
of supply-side economics. He never struck me as a devotee of that particular ill-informed philosophy
in the time I have known him. But supply-side economics is pure bunkum. It just makes no sense. If
you give rich people a tax cut, they do not spend it; they save it. That is just the reality. That is what
common practice shows you.
I did listen to the member for Mornington’s contribution and he did not outline any particular
initiatives he had in mind. I suppose if he is talking about reducing tax, if he is saying that we need to
cut taxes further, the question is: how do you then try to bridge that divide? How do you look at
clawing back the budget deficit? How do you look at paying off government debt? If alternatively he
is pointing to the recent decision of the New South Wales government to remove stamp duty and
replace it with land tax, if that is his view, if that is where he thinks we should go, I would encourage
him to say that. I would welcome the opposition putting that forward as a policy position of theirs.
But, look, a bill like this is incredibly important. We need to have the tools to be able to stimulate the
economy, to give the private sector the confidence it needs. We need to make sure that we send a clear
signal to the private sector that this government is committed to making significant long-term
investments in capital infrastructure, productivity-enhancing capital infrastructure, which will grow
the economy and drive economic growth. And you can only do that if you have got the fiscal firepower
to do so. If you keep denuding your capacity to raise taxes and to raise an appropriate rate of taxes,
you will deny yourself that opportunity. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BRAYNE (Nepean) (18:41): I rise today to speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2020. The Andrews government has demonstrated a track record of delivering on reforms which
benefit all Victorians, and this legislation is no exception. I am glad I have got a big crowd here today
to talk about this very important bill.
Members interjecting.
Mr BRAYNE: Great crowd here today.
A member: The member for Mornington.
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Mr BRAYNE: The member for Mornington, my colleague on the beautiful Mornington
Peninsula—we both love the Mornington Peninsula.
It was good to hear the Treasurer outline the approach this government will take towards the recovery
from this deadly global pandemic. I am proud to serve in a government which has taken bold steps to
ensure that Victoria is a fairer and more prosperous place to live.
The experience of 2020 for Victorians has not been an easy one, coming off the back of some of the
worst bushfires in the last century. The experience of the 2019 to 2020 summer will remain in the
minds of all Victorians for years to come, both for those in regional Victoria who experienced
apocalyptic scenes in places such as Mallacoota and for the entire state—we all struggled through the
smoke for weeks on end. In a cruel twist of irony, the once-in-a-century fire season was followed by
a once-in-a-century global pandemic, dramatically altering the way we live and work. The sense of
safety and security which is central to the Australian way of life was totally altered as both the state
and commonwealth governments took unprecedented action to limit the spread of this highly
infectious and deadly virus. There is nowhere where this intervention in our daily lives has been more
apparent than right here in Victoria as the Andrews government took the necessary steps to flatten the
curve of the second wave and wipe out community transmission, which we have done by the sounds
of it. I think we are up to about 26 days of no community transmission and there are no active cases in
Victoria currently. This is an incredible effort and an incredible result when we consider that just a
few months ago we were recording more than 700 cases a day and I believe were approaching
approximately 8000 active cases.
With the health crisis under control, the time has now come to address the significant economic
challenges which are also a consequence of this deadly pandemic, and they are significant. With
economic output forecast to drop as much as 4 per cent and unemployment set to rise substantially, it
is vital that we quickly engage in stimulus efforts to get the state moving again and get Victorians back
into jobs.
The Andrews government has shown with the delivery of the 2020–21 budget a strong commitment
to reform, and a key part of this agenda is the taxation reforms in this legislation, which I will now
turn to discuss. The purpose of the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 is to deliver significant
levels of support for business and the community to help kickstart the economic recovery from the
coronavirus pandemic.
Firstly, this legislation builds on existing reforms to land tax concessions by applying the full 50 per
cent land transfer duty concession to all businesses located in regional Victoria. The concession was
initially introduced in the 2019–20 budget for two purposes: to provide support for businesses in
regional Victoria and to encourage more businesses to relocate to regional Victoria. This concession
was applied to contracts entered into after 1 July 2019 as a 10 per cent reduction in the transfer duty,
increasing by 10 per cent each year until the full 50 per cent concession was applied. This legislation
will see the full 50 per cent concession applied for all eligible businesses after 1 January 2021,
promoting opportunities for businesses to expand, recover from the effects of the coronavirus
pandemic and invest in all parts of Victoria.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr BRAYNE: I am glad to hear the member for Mordialloc is extremely supportive of that, and I
know that every person in this chamber—all five or six of them—is particularly supportive of it.
Additionally, this bill provides a land tax exemption for certain not-for-profit clubs. While Victorian
clubs are currently eligible for a concessional rate of land tax on land they own and occupy, the
concession caps the land tax rate at 0.36 per cent, which in practice only provides a benefit for clubs
whose landholdings are of a reasonably high value. This legislation therefore provides an exemption
from land tax for all not-for-profit clubs except for those engaged in horse, pony or harness racing.
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This will in practice ensure that social clubs in Victoria are placed on a similar footing to that of
sporting, outdoor recreation and cultural clubs, which already receive the full exemption.
This bill seeks to amend the Environment Protection Act 1970 and the Environment Protection
Amendment Act 2018 to increase the metropolitan, municipal and industrial landfill levies and the
landfill levies for certain categories of hazardous waste. Victoria’s landfill levy rates are currently
some the lowest in Australia, and these reforms will bring the state in line with landfill levies applied
in South Australia, for instance. These changes will help to support the Victorian government’s
groundbreaking recycling reforms, which will see Victoria become a national leader in resource
recovery, reduce the diversion of waste to landfill and encourage investment in new technologies. The
new levies will be phased in over two years from 1 July 2021 in order to minimise the impact these
rises have on businesses and households as we recover from COVID.
Another component of this bill involves reforms to the rate of duty charged for the sale of sheep and
goats. This change is being pursued because the duty has not increased in 21 years and thus will see
an incremental increase in the duty from 12 cents per head to 23 cents per head by 1 July 2023.
As part of these changes, this bill will make significant changes to the Duties Act 2000. Firstly, this
bill amends the Duties Act 2000 to address an anomaly in situations involving multilayered
partnerships. These provisions were introduced in 2018 and are important to ensure that acquisitions
of partnership interests are liable to duty in alignment with other jurisdictions. This amendment further
builds on this by providing for a full look-through to the assets of the other partnership for the purpose
of determining liabilities for land transfer duty or landholder duty as originally intended.
This bill also amends the definition of a dutiable property in the act to clarify that security and other
interests in fixtures are not considered dutiable property. In 2019 the Duties Act 2000 was amended
to support the collection of duty on fixtures acquired separately from the underlying land. However,
the existing exclusion of security interests from dutiable property did not extend to dutiable property—
that is a hard one to say—consisting of an interest in fixtures. The amendment addresses this
unintended consequence and confirms that a security interest in a fixture is treated consistently with
security interests in other forms of dutiable property and is not made inadvertently liable to duty.
This bill also expands the duty exemption available for certain equity release products, allowing
existing home owners to obtain a financial benefit by trading equity in their home for a lump sum or
income stream. Currently the duty exemption is only available for products offered by a limited set of
permitted providers.
This bill also seeks to amend the Duties Act 2000 and the Home Owner Grant Act 2000 to reconcile
various provisions shared between both acts with relation to the first home buyer duty concession and
the first home owner grant. These changes will amend the duty provisions to extend the residence
requirement in respect of vacant land transactions, which currently require that the first home buyer
must occupy the property as their principal place of residence within 12 months of the date they are
lawfully able to occupy the property or 24 months after the land transfer, whichever is earlier.
Currently the residence requirement cannot be varied unless the applicant has made a notification to
the commissioner within 14 days after the period allowed for compliance. However, this requirement
does not take into account exceptional and compelling circumstances which could impact a person’s
ability to reach this deadline, such as major health or personal safety concerns. As such, this legislation
will grant the commissioner the power to vary the residence requirement of a first home owner grant
applicant, ensuring that fairer outcomes can be reached for first home owners when they experience
factors outside their control.
Turning to other aspects of this legislation, this bill seeks to amend some aspects of the wagering and
betting provisions in the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to address some minor issues in the
administration of the tax. These issues relate to the treatment of the GST, the calculation of free bets,
the treatment of bets in a foreign currency and provisions for grouping, wagering and betting operators,
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and will align our regulations again with those of other jurisdictions. This bill will see the abolition of
the special land tax, which is imposed when land ceases to be exempt from land tax in certain
circumstances, particularly in the case of the sale of land which has featured a golf course or a boarding
house. This tax was originally introduced in 1973 to prevent speculators from claiming massive land
tax exemptions while wagering on the land to increase in value. It is now clear that this tax is no longer
fit for purpose owing to significant changes to the tax system over the past five decades.
This bill also makes significant amendments to the Land Tax Act 2005, providing greater fairness in
the levying of land tax on Victorians. Firstly, this bill amends the Land Tax Act 2005 to include a
more consistent definition of the principal place of residence, particularly in regard to the restrictions
applied to income derived from a principal place of residence. In addition, the bill provides for land
tax to be apportioned where separate residences on PPR land are being used to derive income from
the provision of accommodation in order to extend the existing provision that apportions land tax when
the separate residence is leased for residential purposes.
Finally, this bill will amend the Valuation of Land Act 1960 to provide local government with the
ability to nominate a date to apply for a supplementary valuation for the purposes of adjusting any
rates or fire services property levy payable on land for that financial year. This bill is extensive. I
commend it to the house.
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (18:51): It is with great pleasure that I rise today to speak on this bill
and speak in support of this bill. Of course it has been a massive week, a huge week. I actually have
not had an opportunity to be on my feet in this place because I have been too busy organising
announcements with people right across the Bayswater district, as I am sure all members of the
government have been busy doing, and no doubt there are some fantastic wins there for those opposite
as well. Whether it is a selfie or whether it is a Zoom catch-up, there is always a way to talk about the
fantastic things and the fantastic and exciting news that the budget this week is delivering not just for
locals but for all Victorians.
It is a great pleasure to rise to speak on this bill during the budget week, and I must say a massive
congratulations to the Treasurer—what a fantastic budget, a budget that is right for its time and is
unprecedented. I know we are all getting very sick of that word, but it is truly unprecedented—and it
had to be. At the very heart of it is our jobs plan, and that is what this week is about. This week is about
delivering a budget that backs in Victorians, that puts people first, but also creates jobs—good, paying
jobs. Those are local jobs as well in the heart of my community, and that is what this week is about.
So it is a great pleasure to rise, and I thank the Treasurer—although I must say, out of all the things
this week, the Treasurer made a slight misstep. I thought perhaps The North Face jacket during his
speech might have been more appropriate. Apparently that denotes good news, and of course the
budget was fantastic news. I did see the Premier’s presser on The Project last night, and apparently
The North Face has actually gained quite a bit of popularity and traction out there. So it is not just us
in the bubble. I can tell you now, it is not just us. There you go.
It is also fantastic to be here with members from the Andrews government—well, with members from
across this place, but other contributions are not as positive on the budget just delivered. But hearing
from the member for Mordialloc, having the member for Essendon, the Assistant Treasurer, here, who
has been one of the architects of this budget—a budget that delivers for Victorians—and hearing the
difference that it is going to make for locals in the heart of Essendon and in the heart of Mordy—I
mean, we are getting on with the Mordialloc Freeway. Mate, if I had a dollar for every time you post
about that on social media, I do not think I would ever have to work again. The locals out there, they
are pumped, they are excited. It is a big week for everyone here.
Moving of course to the particulars of this bill, we know that there are a few technical amendments,
and it goes to talking about particularly some of the work we have done backing in our local
businesses. Look, we know that 2020 has been a very difficult year for many businesses across
Victoria, and there have been few things harder than seeing the struggles and the livelihoods of so

BILLS
3688

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 25 November 2020

many people being lost. It has certainly been a very hard thing to watch and a really sad outcome of
the global pandemic, which has of course left nobody untouched and no part of the world untouched.
That is exactly why we see in this bill here and we talk about some of the state taxation measures, and
of course we have provided $1 billion in payroll tax refunds and waivers for small and medium
businesses with payrolls up to $3 million.
Of course businesses with payrolls up to $10 million can also defer their payroll tax, and we have also
provided a lot of land tax relief as well as a lot of direct support to businesses—around $6 billion I
believe throughout the COVID period this year—through our Business Support Fund. That has been
a significant help to local businesses, whether they are the Metro Cinemas in Boronia, whether they
are the Acorn tavern—a fantastic parma, by the way—up in The Basin or of course the Oak Tree
Tavern, all fantastic local venues.
The Minister for Creative Industries, as well, announced a creative industries grant for some of our
fantastic live music venues to help them get back on their feet and get people back in the venues when
we can—obviously when we can have it done safely. The Assistant Treasurer has been very busy,
whether it is helping to craft this bill or whether it is in our creative industries. He has been very, very
busy. This budget continues to back in businesses when they are doing it tough. That is exactly why
we rolled out our Business Support Fund, why we rolled out our payroll tax deferrals, and of course
there are a lot of other measures in this budget. It is a big budget; it is a massive budget.
To look at the other initiatives of this huge, unprecedented budget this year, we talk about how at the
very heart of it, the core of it, is our jobs plan: getting people back into the workforce, supporting
women, who we know have been hit really hard by the pandemic, to get back into the workforce—
giving them a leg up, helping them—and targeting support towards industries and sectors right across
Victoria that need it most.
Then you look at some of the other nitty-gritty parts of the budget. I guess you could frame it that way;
I mean, I would call it record investment. We have got $5.3 billion going into 12 000 new social and
affordable homes. With $6.7 billion of economic activity there, that is 10 000 jobs each and every
single year of the life of the program and 18 000 at its peak. That is just simply a game changer. As
many have said in this place—and this is quite a bipartisan issue, I would hope—you cannot stay safe
without a roof over your head, and this budget delivers for people who really do need it most. This is
going to take thousands off the waiting list, put a significant dent in that, right across the state. Locally
I believe Maroondah is on the list of priority local government areas, and it is part of the area that I
represent. I am looking forward to working with the Minister for Housing, who has done an amazing
job in terms of creating Australia’s biggest investment in social housing, and of course heavily featured
in this budget.
In talking about the state taxation legislation we talk about the relief to businesses, but the relief to
households is just as important. That is putting money back into the pockets of families through the
extra 42 000 solar panel rebates. They have been amazing for locals—putting money back into their
pockets to the tune of up to $900 a year. But in this budget we also go a little bit further. We have $250
going back into the pockets of families, eligible households with concession cards. So that is a
significant announcement as part of this budget, helping to relieve the pressure and take a bit of
pressure off families who are doing it tough. Those are some of the measures announced in the energy
efficiency package, the biggest for our state and certainly across the country, as many of these things
in our budget are. It almost feels like a bit of a federal budget in a way—the measures, some of the
targeted supports to many areas that need it most.
We also talk about helping out families, really having a massive impact on helping the balance sheets
of families. We talk about free kinder. Next year, in 2021, there will be free kinder. That is going to
be around a $2000 saving back into the pockets of families as well. So this budget really does a lot to
back in families.
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Of course I am a metro MP, representing the community of Bayswater. We do border what could be
classed as a regional area; of course in this house it is classed as regional. We are making sure we back
in our regional communities, with $465 million for the regional support—
Mr Morris: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I have been reasonably forbearing. This is a bill
about state taxation, not the budget. That is tomorrow.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): I remind all members just to remain on the
amendment bill before us.
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, Acting Speaker—absolutely. However, I will finish my point briefly, member
for Mornington, just around the regional package. Of course I am looking forward to coming out to
Mornington, out to your patch.
This bill also includes other amendments to Victoria’s taxation revenue and valuation laws. In an
Australian first, we are providing $836 million in tax credits to encourage small and medium
businesses to increase employment by rehiring staff, restoring staff hours or supporting new jobs as
they recover from the effects of the pandemic. Of course not only will eligible businesses pay no
payroll tax on these increased wages; they will get a refund of tax already paid. The more they increase
wages and employ people in Victoria, the less payroll tax they will pay. So this is a jobs-creating
initiative and simply adds to the repertoire of other initiatives that go to the heart of creating
400 000 jobs as part of our jobs plan, as we have talked about at length today. And I make no apologies
for talking at length. Whether it is the regional tourism package backing in regional Victoria or—
Mr Morris: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I renew my point of order. This is about the state
taxation bill; the budget debate is tomorrow.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): It has been wideranging, but member for Bayswater,
please remain on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill.
Mr TAYLOR: I am surprised the member for Mornington wants to stop me talking about
Mornington, but I have got plenty to talk about tomorrow. I have not even touched on the local
commitments that I have been announcing throughout the week and we have got lined up for next
sitting week. It is all happening, whether you are in Baysie or Mornington, and I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (19:01): It is with some pleasure that I rise this afternoon to
speak on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020. I think it is worth putting this bill in its correct
context, and that is that this bill, along with a number of other bills that we colloquially know as the
budget, has of course been delayed since May. There is a reason why we have undertaken such a
move, and that is a global pandemic that is creating so much damage and so much ill health not only
here in this country but indeed across the globe. The Andrews Labor government—along with every
other state and territory government and indeed the federal government—made what I think we could
describe as a wartime decision to delay the budget so that we could have a better understanding of
exactly what those COVID-19 circumstances actually meant to enable the government and indeed
every government really across Victoria to take the necessary measures to ensure that we not only put
in place the right public policy solutions but of course had an appropriate budget that was able to back
in those particular measures. The State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill is important to be considered
in that context.
Clearly the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill is about the revenue side of the budget. It is about
generating the income that the Victorian government requires to be able to put in place all of the things
that the Victorian government delivers, whether that be all of those very, very important health
provisions—and it is pleasing to see the Minister for Health here—or making sure that we have got the
revenue to support the delivery of a public health system. Of course the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill does exactly that. Also we have some other very large-scale reform that we are putting in place,
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and the mental health reform, again led by the minister, is another example of an important piece of
public policy that needs significant revenue to underwrite the delivery of that public policy.
In terms of COVID-19, it has of course wreaked havoc on the Victorian economy, it has wreaked
havoc on the national economy and it has wreaked havoc on the global economy. The Victorian
government along with practically every other jurisdiction across the globe has made the very
thoughtful decision that it is the right time for it to step into the economy in a profound way, in a way
that helps support jobs and that helps support the very livelihoods of so many Victorians and so many
Australians across our great state.
Of course at the heart of the Victorian budget is our jobs plan, and that jobs plan very much goes to
building the modern infrastructure that our communities need. Our state is growing; it has been
growing for a significant period of time. We are the engine room of the Australian economy, and of
course the Andrews Labor government very much wants to see the Victorian economy over the next
few years—the next few decades—continue to be the engine room. Our budget, the budget that we
have delivered, has at its heart our jobs plan, and that is what we are doing.
Not only is it important that we indeed support Victorian workers by building the infrastructure that
our state needs; it is also of course critically important that we put in place the appropriate taxation
arrangements to support small to medium enterprises. We know that one of the reasons why the
Andrews government has been so supportive of small to medium business is because small to medium
business is a significant part of the Victorian economy, and all of the arrangements we are putting in
place through the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 are in part about supporting small
business who employ Victorians. That of course is a significant part of our jobs plan.
As I said at the start of my contribution, we are very mindful as a government—and in fact the budget
papers very much highlight—that the Victorian unemployment rate will peak at about 8 per cent in
the next few months, and our Victorian economy will contract about 4 per cent over the coming
12 months. What I can say is that without the Victorian budget being implemented as the Treasurer
wishes, the devastation that would have been caused by COVID-19 would have been so much more
substantial on the Victorian economy. That is why it is so important that the Victorian budget and the
other bills that support it pass. Of course the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2020 very much
gives the Victorian government the revenue stream that it needs to deliver our programs but also
provides much-needed relief to small business and much-needed relief to first home buyers, because
we know how important those parts of the Victorian economy are.
I look at my electorate of South Barwon, and South Barwon is the growth corridor of the Geelong
community. It has been growing substantially for a significant period of time. My seat now I think is
about twice the size of a typical Victorian parliamentary seat; that is how much growth has happened
over the last few years. That is why our government is making those very, very significant investments
to help support the Victorian economy, to help support the Geelong economy, and that is why we are
making investments such as the Geelong fast rail. This is critical because this will provide us the
opportunity as Geelong citizens and residents to access Victoria’s biggest economy, the Melbourne
economy, for our employment and for our recreation in a much, much quicker way. I would argue
Geelong is Victoria’s most livable city, and this investment will indeed make it even more livable. But
we also need to make those investments in Geelong to make it easier for Geelong people to be able to
get around Geelong itself. That is why we are making a very significant investment in the duplication
of Barwon Heads Road, and I would like to thank the Minister for Planning for his thoughtful
consideration on that.
But these investments cannot be done unless of course we have the capacity to put in place the revenueraising streams that we need. That is why this bill, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, is so
important—because it provides the Victorian government the opportunity to create the infrastructure
that we need to make our cities more livable, to give those Victorians who need a job a job and to
make those very profound investments. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (19:11): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
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 MAAS (Narre Warren South) (19:12): It gives me great pleasure to rise to speak to the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill 2020. This is yet another bill that invests in the future of all
Victorians. It protects livelihoods and it gives certainty to councils and to wind farms as well as the
communities that surround them. As well as being a public health issue, this ultimately gives certainty
to energy supply to the state as well. As I have said many times before, I am very proud to be a member
of this government, because everything it does is done through a lens of fairness because that is the
Labor way.
Investment in renewable energies is the way of the future and a way forward that markets have well
and truly factored in over a decade ago now. But when it comes to matters of public policy that will
determine our prosperity and determine our future, we have an opposition that just says no to that. By
all means hold this government to account, but at least front up and have something better than just
‘No’. But yet again we have an opposition that shows its bona fides when it comes to investment in
renewables—it just does not have it. It is not a part of their DNA. The simple truth is that if the
opposition had its way we would not have any new solar farms or new wind farms in Victoria and we
would be missing out on all the incredible benefits that are being delivered by renewable energy.
Ms McLeish: On a point of order, Speaker, the member needs to be accurate. He is making a lot
of very misleading statements, and I ask you to bring him back to actually speaking truthfully on the
matter.
Mr Cheeseman: Further on the point of order, Speaker, the debate on this matter has been very,
very wideranging over the course of this debate, and I think the member has been completely
consistent with that wideranging debate.
The SPEAKER: Order! As I understand it the bill relates to controls on noise and other factors
relating to wind energy. The member is relating his comments to the opposition policy, so I think the
member is being relevant to the bill.
Mr MAAS: Thank you, Speaker. When the opposition were last in government, they made it
effectively impossible to build wind farms, and the member for Ivanhoe yesterday took us through the
opportunities that were stripped from an earlier start to a brighter, safer energy future. This led to
companies like Keppel Prince, a wind farm tower manufacturer, grinding to a halt and cutting jobs
because there was simply no demand for wind towers.
The situation is certainly no better at the federal level where, as we have discussed many times before,
there has been a total lack of long-term integrated energy and climate change policy. This reduces
confidence and puts a halt to creating clean energy jobs and investment. It also means we are missing
out on new sources of reliable, affordable supply that can help reduce emissions. This bill does provide
certainty. The amendment to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 addresses the issue of
duplication in the regulation of wind farm noise, which currently creates resourcing burdens for local
councils. Indeed the bill is a package of reforms to improve regulation of wind farm noise in Victoria,
including through defining and strengthening the regulatory framework under the Environment
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Protection Act 2017, creating confidence for communities. The amendment also addresses a particular
risk to investor confidence in constructing wind energy facilities in Victoria.
I note that yesterday the member for Carrum took the house through a brief summary of the relatively
late development of planning laws that provided certainty to the tort of nuisance law—where many
damages claims were starting to be made but were increasingly becoming difficult to validly apply,
particularly in matters of very sound public policy. It takes me back to law school and the famous 1977
case—what is known as the English cricket case—and Lord Denning’s dissenting judgement in the
English Court of Appeal’s case of Miller v. Jackson.
The defendants had played cricket on a particular area of land for around 70 years. The neighbouring
land was then sold for development, and houses were built on it. The plaintiffs bought one of the
houses and then complained of negligence and nuisance from cricket balls landing on the property.
Can you imagine? The plaintiffs suffered damage to the property and also complained that the
activities of the cricketers prevented the enjoyment of their land. Lord Denning—quite a character—
took the view that cricket was an important public interest which ought to be balanced against the
private interests of the plaintiffs. His opening words to the judgement are somewhat revered, as they
are expressive from the opening sentence. You are under no illusion as to his views on cricket and
those who violate this very correct view, in his mind and my mind, and those ghastly non-cricketloving types concerned only for themselves and who had ‘come to the nuisance’. He says:
In summertime village cricket is the delight of everyone. Nearly every village has its own cricket field where
the young men play and the old men watch. In the village of Lintz in County Durham they have their own
ground, where they have played these last seventy years. They tend it well. The wicket area is well rolled and
mown. The outfield is kept short. It has a good club-house for the players and seats for the onlookers.

And it goes on from there. But certainly from that opening paragraph you are under no illusion as to a
few points. Firstly, of course, Lord Denning just loves cricket; secondly, cricket was a proper use for
that land; and, thirdly, it is in the public interest that cricket continues and that it be a part of the fabric
of society and indeed a part of the public interest. The final result was that the defendant cricket club
was able to continue playing cricket on the ground and only had to pay damages to the plaintiffs for
any loss that they incurred. They were not injuncted permanently from the nuisance, although this was
the remedy that was sought and initially granted in the court of first hearing. The case is often cited in
common law—as the dissenting judgement of Lord Denning—because it created a pathway for
balancing the rights between parties, particularly where the public interest is said to prevail over that
of private interests.
The creation of and indeed the transition to renewable energy through wind farms, I say, is in the
public interest of this state. Now, the opposition may be deniers of this, but it serves a purpose for the
greater good, and it must prevail. Thankfully, these farms are getting larger and the regulatory
framework needs to adapt. It needs to keep up. It also needs to move to keep in step with evolving
societal views—views that we are amending the legislative framework to also align with.
The Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 does contain the nuisance provisions that are an important
tool for councils to deal with local health risks. However, nuisance provisions were not drafted with
the complexity and size of the wind energy facility industry in mind. Nuisance provisions are and
should be used as a safety net when there is no other suitable regulatory framework. Commercial and
industrial noise issues are usually dealt with under environment protection policy and legislation.
When an alternative robust instrument is in place, this is used instead of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act.
The Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment Bill amends the act to exclude noise or emissions from
wind turbines and wind energy facilities as the subject of complaint under the act’s nuisance provisions.
The amendments also align with the commencement of the Environment Protection Act 2017, which
is scheduled to commence on 1 July 2021. The amendment helps to bring certainty and clarity to the
wind farm industry and councils and confidence to communities in the strengthened regulatory
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framework for wind turbine noise. It also gives further confidence to energy markets, both here and
overseas, who have well and truly factored in the transition to renewable energies, with a particular
emphasis on wind energy in the state of Victoria. The bill will clarify that the EPA is the most
appropriate regulator for wind farm noise in Victoria, removing a significant burden on councils, who
must currently investigate complaints about wind farm noise despite the costs associated with doing so.
The bill is a fair bill. It gives security through sound public policy that is in the public interest. It does
so to protect and enhance the future lives of all Victorians. I thank the minister and the department for
all the work that has gone into giving this certainty for a renewable and wind energy future for this
state, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (19:22): I am very pleased to have the opportunity to make a
contribution on this bill and am particularly pleased to have the Minister for Health here at the table—
a reformist community leader who has never been inclined to observe a problem without doing
something about it. We see before us in this legislation another example of a reform that is needed but
which is also a commonsense reform. Also, I congratulate the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change, who I am sure has worked alongside the Minister for Health in a collaborative way.
I am going to move on from some of the contribution that the member for Narre Warren South made
around Lord Denning and talk a bit about nuisance provisions and how old they are. I was going to
talk about that a bit later, but just while the member for Narre Warren South is here I do want to
observe that the nuisance provisions are in fact incredibly old and need to be updated. We have had
some amazing contributions from those on this side of the chamber, but I do think that it is particularly
pertinent to reflect on the 19th century and the sort of labour rights movement that we saw come out
of some of the conditions of the 19th century around the time when these nuisance provisions were
certainly first considered to be of importance. We have some good ex-union leaders here, including
the minister and the member for Narre Warren South, and others as well. Around the 19th century I
think people were working 14-hour days, there was no provision for sick leave and people were unable
to look after their families and feed their children with any sort of certainty. And I do reflect that here
we are this week after the most extraordinary year where we have found out and uncovered the awful
toll that work that is not secure has taken on this community in so many ways.
In following the media over the last couple of days and perhaps hearing the voices from Canberra it
seems that some of those opposite might want to take us back to the 19th century, back to when these
nuisance laws and nuisance provisions were first enacted, because it seems that there are some that
think that perhaps people ought not have access to sick leave, that people who are our lowest paid
workers might be required to work 14 hours a day and that these are the sorts of provisions that mean
that money will of course trickle down to our poorest and most vulnerable workers. It is in this week
that we have this incredibly important amendment to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 before
us, but also we do reflect that there are those opposite who want to take us back to the 19th century,
who want to return us to that time when disease and poverty were rife. But perhaps the Lord Dennings
and those who had the foresight to consider that it is the greater good that needs to prevail are actually
reflected in this legislation that we are considering now.
This bill does address the duplication of the regulation of wind farm noise which is currently
overwhelming local councils. I think it was the member for Carrum who brought to the house’s
attention very cogently that we have become more familiar with the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
this year than we ever might have thought possible, and I do note that the aims of the Public Health
and Wellbeing Act and the regulations are to:
… achieve the highest attainable standard of public health and wellbeing by—
(a) protecting public health and preventing disease, illness, injury, disability or premature death;
(b) promoting conditions in which people can be healthy …
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That is what we have before us. It also has as an aim reducing inequalities in the state in public health
and wellbeing, and I note that it was the current Premier in his previous role as the Minister for Health
who presided over the development of this plan. I think that that commitment to the reduction of
inequality is what we see writ large this week and what we have seen writ large for the six years and
one day that this government has had the great honour to have the levers of government and been able
to look to reduce inequality in all its forms.
I am familiar with the experiences of people who do have symptoms that they experience as a nuisance,
and I note and commend the contribution made by the member for Macedon, who was incredibly
articulate in arguing that perhaps—the vernacular I would use—those opposite do not know if they
are Arthur or Martha. Do they want more regulation or less? I know that they want less regulation
when it comes to people being able to access the employment safety nets, like I said, that do hark back
to the time when the nuisance provisions were first developed, but they do seem to want more
regulation in this situation. We are looking at making sure that local councils can manage nuisance
and reduce complexity.
I was particularly taken, as I always am, by the contribution from the member for Hawthorn, although
I do think that he was incorrect in assuming that nobody in this place remembers Peter, Paul and Mary.
I concur on many matters with him—on most matters, actually, that the member for Hawthorn raises.
I certainly agree that times are indeed a-changing, and I do recognise that Peter, Paul and Mary are
still an important part of our history and our legacy. Any opportunity to have them in this contribution
in Hansard I think is important.
I would also like to commend the contribution from the member for Ivanhoe and of course
congratulate him on his anniversary and those others of the class of 2010, and the contribution he has
made, as has his cohort. I was particularly pleased to be reminded that it was the current Premier who,
as the Minister for Health during the Bracks-Brumby era, brought so much of this to fruition. Contrast
that with Premier Baillieu, who as part of a government was disinclined to do much at all—except of
course, remembering as part of their DNA they did do one thing, and that was to cripple the renewable
energy industry.
So what do we have before us? We have communities and investors who will find more confidence
in the new regulatory framework, which will dramatically aid our transition to renewable energy. This
is because those on this side of the chamber of course believe that climate change is real. This is a
Labor government that prides itself on delivering reliable, affordable and clean energy for all
Victorians. I note that there were some opposite who said that they lived off the grid, and I know that
there are some opposite who then also are disinclined to— (Time expired)
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 24 November.
Adjournment
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

LA TROBE UNIVERSITY LANGUAGE PROGRAMS
Mr GUY (Bulleen) (19:30): (4852) My adjournment matter tonight is to the Minister for Higher
Education in the other place, and I refer to La Trobe University’s decision to end a number of language
programs, particularly those of Greek and of Hindi. I am asking the minister if she would write to and
seek advice from La Trobe University as to what will be needed to keep those programs open. I think
it is very important that La Trobe University—our northern suburban university, an area that I have
represented for eight years in this Parliament—which is an area with such a strong population of Greek
Australians, Greek Victorians, maintains a Greek language program. It is important culturally, with
language being the centre of so much of our multicultural community’s strength here in Victoria. As
a former minister for multicultural affairs, I can certainly attest to the strength of the Greek community
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in this state but most importantly the central importance placed on teaching Greek. We all know from
this Parliament—members on both sides have been part of Speak Greek in March and a number of
other programs that have been focused on the Greek language. La Trobe Uni, which is, as I said, our
northern suburban university—Speaker, which you would know, as it is very close to your
electorate—is one that has had a long history for our Greek Victorians, our Greek community. The
Greek club is enormous at La Trobe University. It is important that we maintain Greek language being
taught at La Trobe University.
I also want to make some comments, if I can, around Hindi, because Hindi, as everyone in this chamber
would know, is such a growing language here in the state of Victoria, more so than in any other state
in Australia. The number of Indian Australians—or people of Indian origin—who are choosing to
make Victoria their home is in record numbers. While there obviously will be interruptions to
population growth due to COVID, I think all of us know that it will at some stage resume. So I ask if
the minister would be able to write to and seek advice from La Trobe University as to what is needed
to keep those language programs going that are now being threatened, particularly Greek and
particularly Hindi, because they are so important for our multicultural communities and so important
to make sure that students in the future can have a chance to learn them.
MARKHAM ESTATE REDEVELOPMENT
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (19:32): (4853) My adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for Housing, the honourable member for Richmond, and the action I seek is for the minister
to visit the Markham estate at 10 Markham Avenue in Ashburton for the turning of the first sod on
what will be ultimately new homes for as many as 178 families. I could not have been more delighted,
more excited, when the Andrews government announced a record $5.3 billion for social and affordable
housing as part of our Big Housing Build. It is a landmark announcement. This is generational change
for our state. It is generational change for those Victorians who are in insecure housing, and I could
not be prouder. This is something I spoke of in my first speech in this place. It is something that I am
as passionate about today as I was then. It is just an unbelievable thing that Labor has delivered in the
state by making this generational-level commitment. Under this commitment we will be building over
12 000 new homes, including these 178 dwellings in Markham Avenue, Ashburton. We will be
supporting 10 000 jobs a year while cutting the social housing list and of course quite literally
transforming lives.
As the minister would know, this site at Markham Avenue has hosted public housing dwellings for
over 60 years and previously accommodated 56 apartments across nine two-storey buildings. The
buildings were developed in the 1950s at a time when Victoria and indeed the whole country was
suffering a massive shortage in housing—a shortage which the Chifley Labor government, the Chifley
Labor federal government, responded to in a manner not dissimilar to that of the Andrews Labor
government through significant investment in social and affordable housing.
The new Markham housing development will have five energy-efficient buildings. It is a genuinely
beautiful site, and it has got a lot of surrounding parkland and nearby Gardiners Creek. These residents
will be connected to this amenity through a bicycle path—and the trees are being retained on the site—
providing that linkage through to Gardiners Creek. It is just going to be fantastic.
It would be remiss of me in any discussion about Markham Avenue to not mention those activists who
have been commendable stakeholders in this project, the Ashburton Residents Action Group, with the
somewhat unfortunate acronym ARAG. I thank them, though, for their advocacy. Whilst we could not
meet every single one of their requests, we have come a long way to improving the outcomes on this
site for all stakeholders. So as well as inviting the minister to turn the sod I will certainly be inviting
members of ARAG to join us on the day. They have been strong advocates for the established local
community but have also been clear about the very important need for more social housing.
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SALE COLLEGE
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (19:35): (4854) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and the action I seek is for the minister to come to Sale to visit the Sale College and see
firsthand for himself the need for redevelopment of that school and in particular the consolidation of
the school onto one campus. As I have outlined to the minister before in this place and also in
correspondence, Sale College has the Guthridge and Macalister campuses. One—Macalister—is in
the middle of town, which is not ideal. It is certainly not ideal in a pedagogical way in terms of the
school dealing with teachers across two campuses that are in different parts of town; they are not close
by at all. There are a number of other reasons in terms of mentoring and showing leadership for junior
school students through to the senior students as well.
This is something that the school community and I have been pushing for for a couple of years now,
and it actually is not just me talking about it; the Wellington Shire Council recently also passed a
resolution in support of an action to consolidate into the one campus and wrote to the minister as well.
The Committee for Wellington, which is a local group that is predominantly made up of local
businesspeople, has also identified this as a key project and has been lobbying for it. I had previously
written to the minister and asked for him—in fact I think I did it here in the chamber—to provide
design and development funding in this week’s budget. We are not after the millions of dollars that
are going to be needed for a big redevelopment yet, but the design and development funding is
important because we need to answer some key questions like, ‘Are we going to consolidate onto the
Guthridge campus as one single campus or will there be a new greenfield site?’. That is one thing that
needs to be addressed as well as many others, including the design and development itself, in the
planning of a new campus. So really now that the minister has failed to fund it in the budget I do want
the minister to come to Sale and see firsthand for himself the need for this development.
While I am here with my 48 seconds left it is not all negative and I do thank the minister for the
announcement yesterday of $12.8 million for Korumburra Secondary College. This is a project that
has taken six years. We funded the first stage of the redevelopment of Korumburra in 2014 under my
predecessor Peter Ryan, and there was great excitement when I called the school yesterday and ducked
down there this morning to congratulate them. So I do thank the minister for that, but it did take six
years to get the second stage, and I certainly hope that it will not be that long to get some action on
Sale College. I look forward to him visiting and seeing firsthand for himself the need.
RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (19:38): (4855) I direct my adjournment matter to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. The action that I seek is for her to provide me with
a detailed update of the measures that have been put in place to support residential tenants during the
global pandemic. The year 2020 has been very challenging for many Victorians, with great uncertainty
and insecurity. It has been particularly difficult for many renters in my community of Ballarat as well
as across Victoria. Prior to the COVID pandemic in the Ballarat local government area we had
approximately 25 per cent of households renting privately—one-quarter of all households in my
community. For many residential tenants who lost their jobs or who had their hours reduced due to
COVID, making the rent each month has been a cause of much worry and anxiety. Fear of losing their
homes and having nowhere to go was a frightening prospect for individuals, couples and families.
Getting to the other side of this pandemic was hard, and being fearful of losing your home or not
making the rent on time is something that no-one should be worried about while we work to stop the
spread of this virus. I appreciate that this is a two-way street and it requires cooperation between
landlords and tenants to work together to reach mutually agreeable positions.
This year has demonstrated just how important having a roof over your head can be. That is why I am
proud that the Andrews Labor government is also supporting residential tenants by making a record
level of investment of $5.3 billion to provide 12 000 new houses over the next four years, including a
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significant commitment to provide 9300 new social housing homes to make sure that the tenants have
safe, secure and affordable housing.
I look forward to the minister’s response and reporting back to my community of Ballarat about how
the Andrews Labor government is delivering for and supporting tenants in my electorate of
Wendouree and also making Victoria not only a stronger and fairer place to live but place to work, as
our budget this week has clearly outlined.
The issue of tenancy and residential tenants has been a priority of the Andrews Labor government
over the last six years, and I am incredibly proud that we will continue to support tenants as well as
landlords in our agenda to make Victoria an even better state.
COVID-19
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (19:41): (4856) My adjournment debate this evening is an action I seek
from the Minister for Health. The action I seek from the minister is to immediately review gathering
rules on private property. Families right across my electorate of Polwarth have put a number of
important family events, such as weddings and funerals, on hold over recent months, as many
Victorians have. However, it is common in country communities for these events often to be celebrated
in areas special to the family—often out on farms, down by riversides or in very large private gardens
or spaces. This is an important part of country life, and there are many people whose lives have been
put on hold because of this.
In all cases—as we have noted now, with the opening up of the state after what has been a great
achievement here in Victoria in getting the numbers down—what we are finding is that you can now
hold many of these events in public places. So, for example, you could have your wedding in a hall or
a funeral in a public space. Even tonight we can see at Parliament there are many members and family
and staff gathered out on the terrace.
Yet someone who wishes to hold a wedding or a funeral or a memorial for a loved one in a special
spot—special to that family, out in a paddock literally hundreds of kilometres from the nearest person
or a long way away from any town—has been and continues to be prevented. Not only are they
prevented at the moment from doing it but there is no clear direction from the government as to when
a simple rule around distance and spreading out might apply.
It is also of great frustration to many people that even if you are to hire marquees or a local caterer or
somebody in the community at a professional level, which is the argument that the government has
held now for the hospitality industry—even under those conditions—you still cannot do it on private
farmland. I think that is something—a small gesture that the government could make—that would
make a real and significant difference to many, many people. As Lauren from my electorate wrote to
me this week, her wedding was meant to be a magical day and she understood totally the need to
cancel it back in April when COVID was taking off. She went on to say, though, that ‘It seems
outrageous that international flights will be allowed to recommence’ into Victoria, 25 000 people will
be able to go to the MCG, 300 people can go to church but 150 of her closest family and friends cannot
gather on the family farm, which is something that they have wanted and planned for many years.
This is a simple gesture, it is a safe gesture and it is a gesture that this government could make to
recognise the way that many people live in country Victoria.
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IN SCHOOLS
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (19:44): (4857) I appreciate the opportunity to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education. The action I seek is that the minister consider more
opportunities for vocational students to be involved in future government projects.
Recently I was very pleased to hear about local Glenroy College student Koray’s unique experience
with his Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL) studies this year. With some of the practical
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work opportunities not possible this year, Koray became virtually involved with the construction
project occurring at Glenroy College, where we are investing $9.2 million in rebuilding the school.
This is a massive modernisation project that our government has underway at the school and that will
deliver a new admin building, senior and junior learning centres and a library. I am told that Koray has
been able to sit in on weekly virtual site meetings for the project, including a highly unique real-life
opportunity to learn more about the construction industry and the process behind the building, planning
and management of projects of this scale—and importantly, a project that he is able to see come to life
firsthand.
In addition to this Koray has had his own ideas for the project and suggested a tree-planting project to
principal Anne-Maree Crivelli. Koray stated in an interview with the Victorian School Building
Authority (VSBA) recently:
One of the major projects for VCAL is to create a complex and self-directed, work related activity. I know
kids look forward to their breaks outside of the classroom, and I thought I could make the ambience of the
outdoor environment better—more vibrant. My mum is a florist, so I’d grown up with plants all around me
and helping with her business. I liked the idea of planting trees and other plants to pass onto future students.

Koray will see this project come to fruition next year after the completion of the new buildings. When
he was asked by the VSBA about what he has learned from his involvement in the project, he said that:
Communication, working as part of a team, being organised and problem solving are important in building
projects. There’s also a lot of different employment types and skills involved.

Koray is currently completing his final unit of a certificate II in engineering studies. It is clear that this
school building project has been able to inform an important practical learning experience for Koray
in his studies this year and has given him a taste of potential work areas in the future.
Considering the value of such practical opportunities and learning experiences for vocational students,
I was very pleased with our announcement this week of $38 million to develop a new single VCE
integrated senior secondary certificate. This is something members of my community have been
lobbying for for a long time. The certificate will mean that students no longer have to choose between
VCE and VCAL and that new job skills and pathways coordinators can be funded in government
secondary schools. This new, integrated model will help students—students like Koray—to access the
best opportunities in developing academic and practical skills. I am aware that, as part of this transition,
Glenroy College along with Pascoe Vale Girls College and Coburg High School will be receiving job
skills and pathways coordinators in 2021. This is very exciting. It is fantastic to see our government
continuing to invest in school vocational education alongside our massive investment in TAFE and in
jobs, and I request that the minister consider opportunities like Koray’s.
BIG HOUSING BUILD
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (19:47): (4858) My adjournment tonight is for the Minister for
Housing. The action I seek is that the minister confirm how many of the homes in the government’s
Big Housing Build will be public housing. Like many people in Victoria, I was so pleased to see the
government’s commitment to a big build of social housing in yesterday’s budget. It was good to see
the government embark on a significant investment in our social and affordable housing system after
the issue has hit a crisis point, with over 100 000 people on the public housing waiting list.
The announcement has come after years of campaigning by public housing residents, activists and the
Greens, and I want to send a big shout-out to all those, especially the public housing residents and their
allies in the community, who have fought so hard to get housing to be at the top of the political agenda.
We are really pleased to see the commitment to 12 000 new homes, but we do have some questions
about what kind of homes these will be and who will be able to access them.
The announcement has mostly referred to social housing, an umbrella term used to refer to both public
housing and community housing, and it is often used by governments to hide a failure to invest in
public housing. And while our community housing sector has a really important role to play in our
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housing system, we are concerned that the government might shift responsibility for providing housing
onto community organisations rather than acknowledging and embracing their own role as a housing
provider. As we know, public housing comes with protections that community and private housing do
not, including security of tenure, a guaranteed cap on rents at 25 per cent of a tenant’s income and
equitable access to housing based on need, and it is incredibly important that we significantly expand
public housing across Victoria.
There has been a lack of detail in the government’s plan. Residents, the community and the Greens
are worried that this announcement might look good but actually include a reduction or only a very
small increase in public housing as it is converted to community housing with fewer protections for
residents. Many are also worried it could be privatisation by stealth, and if this is the case, it would be
an abdication of the government’s own responsibility to provide public housing—because rather than
committing to a big build of public housing, the government’s Big Build appears to be centred around
partnerships with the community and private housing sectors.
We do not want to see the public housing system get left behind again. We do not want to see a repeat
of the disastrous public housing renewal program which initially would have delivered a reduction in
public housing beds, or worse the redevelopments in Kensington and Carlton where public housing
land was sold off to developers for a tiny fraction of the market value. The government really needs
to ensure that new homes created under this Big Housing Build are public housing. I ask the minister
to confirm how many of these 12 000 new homes will be public housing for public tenants.
GROWING SUBURBS FUND
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (19:50): (4859) Tonight my adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Local Government in another place, and the action I seek is that he meet with me and with
the member for Eltham and the Nillumbik shire to discuss opportunities in the next round of the
Growing Suburbs Fund. The Growing Suburbs Fund has just delivered amazing benefits to all
interface councils, but particularly Nillumbik, which is a low-rate municipality. It has large areas of
green wedge, so not a huge deal of income.
The member for Eltham and I did a recent newsletter to the community which included a treasure map
for kids to go along Diamond Creek. We asked children to answer some questions and to identify the
diamonds that had been stuck along the trail. But what we were actually trying to do was to draw their
attention and the community’s attention to the amazing assets that have been built along Diamond
Creek. Most of these have been funded through the Growing Suburbs Fund. We added it up and it was
around $22 million in this short space of Diamond Creek between Eltham North and Diamond Creek
going into Wattle Glen.
We have seen the rebuild of the Eltham North playground after the shocking fire and then a brand new
Diamond Creek play space, which has only been open for about three weeks and it has just been
magnificent as this great space for kids to play. There is an adventure playground; it is open to all, it
does not cost anything and there is also a tram cafe that has been built by the community with one of
the W-class trams. I see the member for Eltham nodding and the member for Wendouree. I know that
they both have young children, and I would encourage them and anyone to come and visit the Diamond
Creek play space in Diamond Creek. But that has been funded through the Growing Suburbs Fund—
$2.5 million from the state government, $20 000 from the council and $20 000 from the Bendigo Bank
and then a whole lot of money from the community. The fund has also contributed to the upgrade of
the Diamond Creek netball pavilion centre, the pavilion at Marngrook Oval, the pavilions at North
Eltham, and it has really transformed the centre of Diamond Creek and North Eltham.
I want the minister to come out and meet with the Shire of Nillumbik and make the Shire of Nillumbik
aware of what can be done next and what else we can do to improve that beautiful part of Melbourne.
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CAMPING REGULATION
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (19:53): (4860) I have a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change, and the action I seek is for the minister to consult directly with landowners and
Landcare groups to ensure their voices are heard, their concerns are understood and the risks are
properly addressed when the regulations for camping on licensed waterfrontages are formulated.
This issue is at the forefront for many in my electorate. There must be genuine consultation, not just
with the representative groups but with individuals who hold licences, who pay for those licenses and
who manage the land. No-one is against fishing or camping; rather, they all recognise that the balance
needs to be right on where camping can occur and the appropriate solution must be found. Around
10 000 farming families hold waterfrontage licences and they have received no consultation from the
government at all about this change. They did not know it was happening. It was evident during the
debate that the government had not consulted with them; they had ignored the genuine concerns.
I do not want to see consultation via the Engage Victoria website. I want to see genuine consultation.
We need to have a personal, engaged and proactive approach here. The real risks need to be addressed—
the threats to biosecurity, farm gates being left open, interference with livestock by campers. I had an
example of two cattle being condemned at the abattoir through beef measles from contact with human
faeces. Dogs are attacking stock, we have had sheep devastated, cattle have had broken bones from
running through the fences, camp fires have been left unattended and often unextinguished, and there
is the issue of access to and from waterways through a landholder’s private property. There is the
increased risk of firearms being discharged illegally and the risk of injury—somebody who has had
too much to drink falling into a wombat hole and breaking their leg or, even worse, tripping into the
Goulburn and drowning. Landholders already have to deal with illegal campers and know the risks
already. There are environmental concerns: debris and rubbish left behind, broken bottles, damage to
riparian areas that Landcare groups have spent years establishing, the illegal cutting down of trees for
firewood by campers and untreated human waste entering rivers.
On biosecurity and on-farm biological control, when we have got fish farms and we have got
livestock—cattle and sheep—the government needs to address these important issues. Now, the
departments of agriculture at both the federal and state levels refer to the standards of Australia’s
primary industries, their clean and green credentials and their high ethical standards of production.
The Livestock Production Assurance Guidebook states that:
People who enjoy Australian beef, sheepmeat or goatmeat trust that it is safe, ethically-produced and of a high
quality. As a trusted product, Australian red meat is sold in more than 100 countries throughout the world.

They have to attest to certain standards and when these standards are possibly breached they can no
longer do that, so it needs to be explored in depth.
SOUTH BARWON ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (19:56): (4861) It is with pleasure tonight that I rise to make
my adjournment contribution on education. I do so with the rather unique state seat of South Barwon.
South Barwon, for those that are listening to my contribution tonight, happens to represent the growth
corridor of Geelong of the 1950s, the growth corridor of Geelong of the 1970s and Geelong’s current
growth corridor. As a consequence of that, of course, we have a raft of schools throughout my
electorate that are in varying degrees of dilapidation. I must say with some pleasure that the Andrews
Labor government, certainly in my time, has been a great investor in our public education in South
Barwon and indeed across all of Geelong and all of Victoria. But I also know that the Andrews Labor
government was a great investor prior to my time in this chamber, and it very much put in place the
necessary funding arrangements to build the new schools that our growth corridor of Geelong,
particularly in Armstrong Creek and the like, needs.
The action that I am seeking as part of this adjournment is, when it is COVID safe to do so, for the
Minister for Education to accompany me on a visit to my electorate to meet with the schools where
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we have made these unprecedented investments. We of course are making the investment to move
Oberon High School from the Geelong growth corridor of the 1970s to Armstrong Creek, and this
school is going to cater for many decades to come for that massive growth within Armstrong Creek.
We are also recognising the growth that is happening in and around Torquay, with an unprecedented
investment in Bellbrae Primary School. And it is with some pleasure that, as a consequence of the
handing down of the state budget when it passes later this week, we will be making an investment into
Bellaire Primary School in part of my electorate, in Highton.
The action I am seeking is for the Deputy Premier, the education minister, to come and visit, when it
is COVID safe, my schools to inspect firsthand that investment and the importance that it will have
for my community, which of course is going to be Geelong’s growth corridor for many, many decades
to come. I look forward to continuing to advance the interests of my community to make sure that we
have got first-class schools.
RESPONSES
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (19:59): The member for Bulleen raised with me a matter for the
Minister for Higher Education regarding La Trobe University’s decision to end its Greek and Hindi
language programs; the member for Burwood raised a matter for the Minister for Housing asking the
minister to visit the Markham estate; the member for Gippsland South raised a matter for the Minister
for Education asking the minister to visit Sale College; the member for Wendouree raised a matter for
the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation regarding support for tenants; the
member for Polwarth raised a matter for the Minister for Health, asking the minister to review
gathering rules on private property; the member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the Minister for
Education, asking the minister to consider more opportunities for vocational students to be involved
in government projects; the member for Melbourne raised a matter for the Minister for Housing in
which she seemed to simultaneously claim credit for and tear down the Victorian Labor government’s
record investment in social housing. She is Green all right; green with envy.
The member for Yan Yean raised a matter for the Minister for Local Government, asking that the
minister meet with both the member and also the member for Eltham regarding the needs of Nillumbik
shire; the member for Eildon raised a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change regarding consultation with landowners and Landcare groups in advance of some important
decisions; and the member for South Barwon raised a matter for the Minister for Education asking the
minister to visit with him some local schools who will be benefiting from much-needed upgrades in
the budget that we handed down yesterday. I will refer all of those matters off to the relevant ministers.
The SPEAKER: I thank the Minister for Women. The house now stands adjourned until
tomorrow.
House adjourned 8.01 pm.

