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The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 2.07 p.m. and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (14:08): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past and present and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament this week.
Ms Patten: On a point of order, President, could I just acknowledge that we are almost all standing.
It is not in the standing orders, but by practice we stand for the Lord’s Prayer. It is a parliamentary
practice—
Mr Finn: You’re not even here for the Lord’s Prayer.
Ms Patten: I choose to stand outside and do not come in for the Lord’s Prayer due to my own belief
system, but as a practice I think we all should be standing for the acknowledgement of country. It does
reflect badly on the chamber when some of us do not.
The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order that is relevant to the current standing orders. I
understand there will be a debate on the sessional orders today. Something might be reflected in that;
something might not. But I cannot rule on something that is not in the standing orders as we speak.
Condolences
HON. WILLIAM ALBERT LANDERYOU
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (14:09): I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on 27 February 2019, of the Honourable William
Albert Landeryou and places on record its acknowledgement of the valuable services rendered by him to the
Parliament and the people of Victoria as a member of the Legislative Council for the province of Doutta Galla
from 1976 to 1992 and as Minister for Economic Development and Minister for Tourism in 1982 and as
Minister for Industrial Affairs and Minister of Labour and Industry from 1982 to 1983.

Bill Landeryou—unionist, politician, minister, powerbroker, father—was born in 1941, one of
11 children, I believe, in Moonee Ponds and died on 27 February 2019. Bill left school at 15 and went
on to achieve significant leadership roles in the union movement and in the Parliament. I met him a
few times but cannot say that I really knew him, but I do feel very much like my entire working life
has been shaped by his influence, and shaped to a really large degree. Others may during this debate
today take the opportunity to reflect on the achievements of this man in the Parliament and as a minister
in the Cain government, but I would like to mainly reflect on what I understand of his leadership in
other roles.
Bill’s involvement in supporting the ascension to the leadership of the parliamentary Labor Party of
both John Cain and Bob Hawke, I think, are well-known and understood. Bill was someone who
understood the pursuit of power, the purpose of attaining it and how to use it. Parliamentary Labor
parties, both state and federal, have a great responsibility to the members of the unions that formed
our party to achieve those things their members need to live good, successful and secure lives, so I
would like to make some comments on Bill’s union leadership.
I did speak to a great friend and mentor of mine, Greg Sword, in preparing to make some comments
today. Bill Landeryou hired Greg in 1974. Greg hired me some 20 years later, in 1994. Bill joined the
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storemen and packers union in 1965. It was a union that had never had a strike. Its members had never
known a pay rise that did not come from a commission decision like a national wage case. Its members
worked in the warehouses that enabled the movement of goods around the state. They had a lot of
industrial muscle, but they had never flexed it.
Bill became the state secretary of the storemen and packers union, then the national secretary and then
the national president. So for many of my colleagues and friends, his great legacy was that he created
the first of the modern trade unions in this country, taking a membership organisation and reforming
it in a way that it has never looked back from. Greg described it as Bill’s ‘igniting’ of the storemen
and packers union. He hired people differently, and there is an article that the parliamentary library
has sourced from back in November 1976 that says:
During this period Landeryou broke with one old union tradition: he hired a number of bright, young men as
union organisers including Simon Crean …

And of course among them were people like Greg Sword, people like Bill Kelty and many others.
These were the first of the ‘aca-effing-demics’, who were the children of working men and women—
that is how they were referred to—people who perhaps had an education and brought that great passion
for the importance and the mission of the union movement to their work but not from the shop floor.
And that was unique: an organisational culture that was and remains absolutely member-centric—
members first every single day of the week. He let young organisers like Sword have their heads on
such audacious endeavours as superannuation for working people, and together they won.
Having officials with a balance of skills is something that he believed was imperative. Shopfloor
experience was always the thing that was most valued, but graduates in disciplines like law and
economics now also had their place in the organisation. This was radical thinking at the time.
And then there was the industrial strategy—professional, honest to a fault, strike as a last resort,
pragmatic, targeted and, most of all, effective. We were all told when we started, even me many, many
years later, to wear a jacket and tie—which became a bit tricky when the place started employing
women—to be able to deal with employers on an equal footing. And the members deserved nothing
less in their representation. The approach that Bill created in the organisation was that if people had
the right combination of smart and tough and heart, then you should hire them and work out what to
do with them later. This was new for members and new for employers, and it yielded results for
members. Having, through the union, demonstrated such skill and capacity, such zeal for reform and
the ability to develop and change completely an organisational culture, that leadership in pursuit of
industrial power, Bill turned his hand to the exercise of political power. He was a key supporter of
federal intervention in the Victorian branch of the Labor Party and the modernisation of the Victorian
branch of the Labor Party that followed. He was a key leader of the combined unions group, which
was the precursor to what became the Labor Unity faction, when the unions joined forces with people
like Clyde Holding and Peter Redlich—never a tradition of the Labor right but always a tradition of
progressive politics determined to see successful Labor governments, state and federal, and to work to
that end in pursuit of the things that their members most needed.
I do wish that I had perhaps had more opportunity to get to know Bill Landeryou a little better, but I
do feel like I have walked in his footsteps on so many occasions. Indeed the people who have taught
me throughout my career have learned very much from the tone and the culture that he set for the
organisation. The members that he served certainly had much greater job security, much greater
financial security and better outcomes from successive Labor governments, state and federal, and that
is an enormous credit to this man and to his working life. I would like to conclude by passing on my
deepest condolences to Mr Landeryou’s family—to Andrew and Anne-Marie, to their extended
families and to the many friends and colleagues on whom Bill Landeryou had such great influence
over many, many decades.
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Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:18): I desire to speak for the
opposition—the Liberals and The Nationals—in this debate to convey our best wishes to the family
and friends of Bill Landeryou. He was a very significant figure in the Labor Party, as has been outlined
by Ms Pulford. He was obviously somebody who had enormous respect across the labour movement,
beginning in the storemen and packers union and then working as a research officer, organiser, state
secretary from 1969 to 1975 and federal secretary after that. He also, I might add, was a member of
the Essendon Football Club, so I should put that on record as a point of commonality with many people
who love that club.
He was a member for Doutta Galla here between 1976 and December 1992 and was the Minister for
Economic Development, Minister for Tourism, Minister for Industrial Affairs and Minister for Labour
and Industry. He did resign, and there were issues. John Cain launched various inquiries into matters
around that, and he did not later return to the ministry. But he continued to exercise enormous influence,
and as has been outlined, that influence stretched back to the 1960s and 70s, through into the 80s and
indeed much beyond. His links to many of the very significant figures in the Labor movement are
something that should be acknowledged as an important contribution to our state and national politics.
He was a person I knew personally in fact, strangely. People may not know that, but I did have dealings
with him in the late 1980s on a number of different matters. I would say that everyone in this chamber
is respectful of his contribution to public life and wishes the very best to his family.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (14:20): As I look around this place—this very ornate chamber
that we are all privileged to sit in—I know that it has seen its fair share of history and towering figures
who have made their mark here and in the much bigger arena of the state of Victoria. One of those
people was Bill Landeryou, a powerhouse of ideas, energy and never-ending commitment to making
a difference to the lives of so many. Today I am incredibly proud to speak on this condolence motion.
As his son, Andrew, said in a beautiful eulogy for his father:
He was a big man. He had big ideas. He talked a big game. He told big, epic jokes. He had big thunderous
laughter. He was a big personality that could dominate a room and he had a big booming voice that could fill
a stadium. He was a one-man barbecue-stopper and scene-stealer with a natural dramatic flair.

That sounds like someone else I know, because I did not personally know Bill Landeryou, but like so
many Victorians I benefit from his legacy every day, and me more than most, because his son, Andrew,
and Andrew’s wife, Kimberley, I count among my best friends. They are here in the chamber today,
and I acknowledge them. Andrew has clearly inherited his father’s fierce intellect and his sharp wit.
He also has a capacity to barbecue-stop himself and a deep passion for this party and its values. I know
your dad was infinitely proud of you, Andrew, and I know how keenly you feel his loss, because Bill
Landeryou had the right stuff to make a big impact on others. He was at the epicentre of change in a
new style of government that came to power when Labor swept aside years of conservative rule by
winning the 1982 election. These were heady days as John Cain led the party out of the political
wilderness after 27 years to finally take the reins to steer the state. Bill, as we know, had been there
during the tough times. He had slogged away in opposition after being elected to this place in 1976 as
a member for Doutta Galla Province. Three years later he rose to become Leader of the Opposition in
this place, which is no mean feat. He had spent years learning the art and craft of politics; he knew
how to get things done. As Andrew told me, his father loved Parliament, even the long hours and the
dark days. He loved the cut and thrust of argument, and most importantly, he loved the opportunity to
help people. As Andrew told the funeral, ‘They pay me to do my hobby’. Parliament was the clearing
house of big ideas and big dreams on a big stage for this big man.
Bill Landeryou’s life was one of service both in this place and beyond. After leaving school at 15, he
eventually turned to the union movement and the storemen and packers union, which of course is now
the National Union of Workers. That was just the start of a steady climb through the ranks, as research
officer, organiser, state secretary and federal secretary, before becoming federal president of the
storemen and packers union. Bill was at the forefront of growing the membership and stepping up the
union’s industrial power, and he was in on the ground floor in the setting up of those transformative
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entities, the industry super funds, upon which millions of Australians rely for a decent and respectful
retirement. These are the types of big ideas that change Australia for the better and are just part of his
massive legacy.
But there was something else that Bill Landeryou led that changed society at a fundamental level.
Decades ago he was one of the first industrial leaders to push for equal pay for women. Even though
the storemen and packers union was a male-dominated outfit, under Bill’s leadership it fought for and
won equal pay for women in awards. That was such a monumental achievement that resonates today,
because as we know, pay rates between the sexes is an ongoing battle in workplaces across the country.
It is on the shoulders of giants such as Bill Landeryou that we stand today to continue the fight for
equity and wage justice for women.
Bill Landeryou did not stand still; there was always something else to do. So when Victoria needed a
shake-up from a tired inertia, Bill was the right man in the right place at the right time. His talents were
vital to the success of the new Cain government in the 1980s. He collected ministries pretty much the
same way other people collect stamps or, in modern parlance, Instagram followers. He was at various
times the Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Tourism, Minister for Industrial Affairs
and Minister of Labour and Industry. They were key portfolios as the government got Victoria going.
Cranes in the sky were the index of and the gauge for progress in much the same way as they are today.
With Bill’s involvement, within a few years the skyline was dotted with them. One journalist who
covered Spring Street at the time said recently that Bill Landeryou was a smart operator who was
tough, a good performer who could see your questions coming. You needed to be on your game when
you were interviewing him. He said Bill was good to deal with. You knew where you stood with him.
As we have heard from others, Bill was a mentor and friend and many benefited from his wisdom,
insights and experience. He was generous with his time. He saw talent and nurtured it, promoted and
championed it. There are many people who shone with Bill in their corner—Bill Kelty, Simon Crean
and Greg Sword to name just a few. He was also incredibly important in the career of a certain
politician called Robert Hawke. Bill Landeryou was not called ‘the kingmaker’ for nothing. He helped
reform and reinvent the labour movement both as an industrial and political force. When he resigned
from this place he made way for an outstanding newcomer, John Brumby. The rest is history.
Post politics, Bill Landeryou might have been off the stage, but his ever-busy mind was focused on
the community. One project I would like to touch on before I finish I think truly shows the measure of
the man and demonstrates he was well ahead of his time. One of his great passions was to help people
in the disabled community. He founded an organisation called TEAM, which started out in
Brunswick—a place close to my heart—as a disability employment service in the late 1980s, but under
Bill’s leadership it became so much more to so many more. It grew from a single-site employment
agency to a 5-star-rated disability employment service with offices in Sunshine, Coburg and
Brunswick. Thousands of people with disabilities have been able to get jobs and hold them because of
his vision. It was not just about creating work; there was the social side, with weekly gatherings,
dinners, movies, trips to the AFL or the races. That is a man who cared about making sure people felt
part of a community; a man of action and not just words. I am sure that Bill is extremely proud of the
outstanding work done by his daughter and her husband as they lead TEAM to continue making a
daily difference.
We are fortunate Bill chose a life that added to the lives of others. In 1960 he was a campaign volunteer
for another politician, who posed this question and challenge to the voters who elected him at his
inauguration: ‘Ask not what your country can do for you; ask what you can do for your country’. As
good as Bill was as a kingmaker, I am not sure he got JFK into the Oval Office. But we do not know.
All of us here are aware today that politics is a busy business, driven faster than ever by expectations
and the immediacy of modern times. That is why it is so important to stop and reflect on the lives of
those who have gone before us and on whose legacies we are proudly trying to build upon. Thank you,
Bill Landeryou.
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Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:29): Might I just say at the outset that the Legislative
Council’s gain is the Legislative Assembly’s loss in terms of Ms Garrett having come to this place.
What a marvellous speech that encapsulated so much of Bill Landeryou. For me, I do not wish to run
through all of those achievements that he did make because I think that they have been so amply
described both by Ms Garrett and by the minister, Ms Pulford.
What I did want to say is that I had the privilege of going to Bill Landeryou’s funeral in the last sitting
week, representing the opposition. That, for me, was important because I am the only person in this
place now who actually served in a parliament with Bill Landeryou. I do not wish to exaggerate that
relationship, because it was only for about two months. But, nonetheless, even in that time I think that
much of Bill Landeryou’s aura and indeed his capacity were demonstrated in those early days of the
new Kennett government. He was one of those people on the then opposition benches, as Labor had
been defeated at the polls, who did not carry the animosity and bitterness of some of his colleagues
who were devastated by that loss. He was affable. He was prepared to share some of his knowledge
and his experience, even to newcomers from the incoming government.
It is interesting, I suppose, to reflect that sometimes when you are at a funeral you sit there and you
think, ‘Gee, I wish I had known more about this person’. In fact one of the speakers at the funeral
made that remark. So often you sit there and you find other dimensions of a person that you did not
really know, did not really understand and did not appreciate. But it is interesting that at that funeral
the three very lengthy eulogies—but I do not wish to be disparaging about that because they were
covering a very significant life—were delivered not just by his son, Andrew Landeryou, who did
provide an extraordinary tribute to his father on behalf of the Landeryou family and friends, but also
by Bill Kelty and also Bill Shorten. Between the latter two in particular they covered much of the
recent history of the Labor Party and the rise of Labor from the devastation of the 1950s, with the great
split that saw them out of office for such an extended period at both state and federal levels. It was
interesting to reflect on the role that Bill Landeryou had played in returning Labor to government and
in a period that, perhaps much to the chagrin of even me and certainly my colleagues, has seen Labor
have the lion’s share of electoral success in recent years.
There is no doubt that he was a kingmaker, and I dare say we would not have had Bob Hawke as Prime
Minister had Bill Landeryou not been in his corner. One observation that I might make in that respect,
and indeed in respect of many other electoral successes for various Labor politicians, preselection
successes and so forth, is that I would have hated to have had his telephone bills, because there is no
doubt that Bill Landeryou hit the phones on many occasions in support of those people who he deemed
to be worthy of support. There is no doubt that, as I said, Bob Hawke was certainly the beneficiary of
not just Bill Landeryou’s friendship but his support electorally. There are some interesting stories that
some of the Labor Party people might share with those who wish to know them of exactly how he
garnered some of the vote that saw Bob Hawke elected to the leadership of the ACTU, which was a
significant step towards that prime ministership.
I said Bill Landeryou was only here for two months in the period that I first served in the Parliament.
Interestingly enough I think that he did contribute again to the election of a significant Premier in this
state, because having seen the Labor Party lose that election, he obviously had decided that it was time
to pass the baton to somebody else and to go on to other things in life. He stepped aside and John
Brumby came into the seat of Doutta Galla and was here, again, for a relatively brief time before he
went down to take over the leadership of the Labor Party, initially in opposition, and of course in the
roles that he had in leadership, as the leader early on and then as shadow Treasurer in opposition, John
Brumby also made a significant contribution.
There is no doubt that Bill Landeryou’s vision, his innovation, his approach to the things that he did,
were also very professional. Ms Garrett has reflected on the fact, and many of the members who I met
at the funeral also made the same observation, that he insisted on the members of his union—his
organisers and particularly those people who were involved in industrial relations negotiations and so
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forth—wearing a suit and tie. If they did not wear the suit and tie, they were basically sent home to
change into one, because they needed to be professional. That was the approach he took. Indeed we
do look at the work that he did in the industrial relations area in terms of the way in which wages came
to be negotiated because that union had been a union that, as was reflected on earlier, had not had
significant wage increases and really represented some of the lower paid people in the workforce. He
set about changing that, and the way in which he did it in terms of the approach that was taken is an
approach that is now being used—and has been used ever since—by other unions. Bill really created
a template in that sense. He was at the fore in terms of the superannuation debate, and he left a
significant mark through a range of many positions in the industrial relations area, as have been
reflected on in this tribute.
I think also, significantly, he was one of a gang of maybe four or five—maybe a few more—members
of the parliamentary Labor Party who basically refurbished that party. The reflection was made before
that the party was sort of a bit sleepy, tired, inert—that it had lost its way. He and others like Evan
Walker, obviously John Cain, David White and Steve Crabb in particular came together to develop
not just the policies but indeed the structures and to recruit the people that were to lead Labor out of
the wilderness and into government at the cost of my party. And it was a significant government. It
was a reformist government, much as the Whitlam government had been when it came in in 1972 and
much as the Hawke government was, particularly in some economic areas with Paul Keating and his
work as Treasurer.
Much of the groundwork, much of the vision, much of the structure and the discipline that was put in
place to ensure those electoral successes is to be marked up to Bill Landeryou’s approach and his
leadership. There is no doubt that whilst there was some controversy around some of his ministerial
responsibilities—and for most of us, if we get through a political career without some sort of
controversy, we can count ourselves very fortunate or very short-lived in terms of our term of
service—his contribution in this place through those administrative posts was also exceptional and
also showed great leadership and a compassion for people.
I conclude by also recognising the work that he did with TEAM. Many members of Parliament, when
they leave this place, do go on to do some extraordinary things in the community. Their commitment
to service is an ongoing life commitment rather than simply an opportunity to come in here and to
wear the medals of office in this place. There is no doubt that Bill Landeryou, in the work that he did
following his departure from the Parliament and particularly in establishing TEAM and building that
and continuing to mentor people both through that organisation and more broadly, again was the mark
of an exceptional Victorian.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (14:40): It is a great honour to rise today to pay tribute to the memory of Bill
Landeryou. Whilst Bill Landeryou and I did not know each other personally, the impact that he has
had on our party, the Australian Labor Party, and our nation has been keenly felt by all. His name is
one that I heard often when I first joined the party and for many years after that. I am also fortunate to
have enjoyed—and continue to enjoy—the company and friendship of his son, Andrew Landeryou.
Bill was born in 1941. This was a very different time in Australian history. The opportunities
accessible to working-class men and women were far fewer than they are today. It is fair to say that
the work of Bill and those like him in the movement is largely responsible for changing the
accessibility of those opportunities, such as further education for working men and women across the
country, and we are all the richer for it.
Like many young men did at that time, Bill left school at 15. While denied the opportunity of further
education either at school or at university, Bill was quick to make his mark in the world. Today leaving
school at 15 and rising to be a minister would be almost unheard of. After a quick stint working for a
trucking company, he soon began a career in the trade union movement with his appointment as a
research officer in the Victorian branch of the storemen and packers union. Bill was soon elected the
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Victorian secretary of his union in 1969, federal secretary in 1974 and federal president in 1979. The
storemen and packers union is now part of the well-known National Union of Workers, a union that
does much to represent some of our society’s most vulnerable employees, many of whom are migrants.
As the child of migrant factory workers, I know full well the importance of strong blue-collar unions
and leadership of unions like that.
As leader of his union Bill did much to raise the pay and conditions of those workers. It is hard to
measure the impact this would have had for so many families. I know for families like my own extra
dollars counted, and I consider the accomplishments of union leaders such as Bill to be very important.
Following his sterling career in the union movement, Bill was elected as a member for Doutta Galla
Province on 20 March 1976. During this time as a member for Doutta Galla he also served as shadow
minister for ethnic affairs and consumer affairs, shadow minister for local government and shadow
minister for employment, and then in the Cain government as Minister for Economic Development,
Minister for Tourism, Minister for Industrial Affairs and Minister of Labour and Industry. Labor’s
time on the government benches at that point had been minimal. Ministers of the Cain government set
the standard for those who would come after them and did much to change the perception of Labor in
the eyes of the Victorian populace.
While many have commented on Bill’s considerable success as a union official and member for Doutta
Galla Province, I felt it appropriate to take a moment to acknowledge his considerable achievements
as a leader within the party. Bill was a considerable force within the Victorian Labor Party for many
years in this role. I am sure many on this side of the house would acknowledge the important, perhaps
unsung role that leaders play within our party, whatever side of the divide they might fall on. It was
this role as an internal party leader which saw Bill largely responsible for the elevation of some of
Labor’s greatest leaders into positions of high office. Bill was a chief strategist and numbers man for
Bob Hawke. He was one of the many credited with shepherding Bob Hawke into federal Parliament,
an appointment which did much to change the face of Australian politics. Bill also was instrumental
in the elevation of the Honourable John Cain, a former Premier of Victoria, into the leadership of the
state Labor Party. This change of leadership was largely credited as being responsible for the landslide
victory in the 1982 state election.
From my position now as a minister in the Andrews Labor government, we have had the benefit of
years of governing from 1999 to 2010, and then again from 2014 to the current time. But when Bill
Landeryou and his cohorts, friends and colleagues assumed government in 1982 it was after almost
30 years in the wilderness. So the corporate memory was not there, and the culture of government was
not there. He and his friends did a magnificent job in being able to, firstly, get into office, and then
being able to implement some pretty good policies for the Victorian people.
Bill was a man who was not afraid to break with his faction. I just spoke about Bill being the factional
man, but he also did things that factional leaders should not do. He actually broke ranks with his
faction, which is a no-no, on a matter of conscience. He stood up for what he viewed as the correct
course of action. One example of this is the vexed issue of uranium mining, which was responsible for
many fractious Labor Party conferences. Despite the considerable support for the matter within the
right of the Labor Party, Bill stood tall and rejected the motion. To do a thing like that when you are a
factional leader yourself is a big thing, and it shows the calibre of the man and the strength of the man
to be able to do that.
Bill has got to be credited with restructuring the party, modernising the party, after the federal
intervention in the Victorian branch of the Labor Party in 1970. Without people like Bill the party still
might have been in the wilderness. With people like Bill, and his organisational ability and his
foresight, the Labor Party was able to rebuild. As I said before, he ushered into Parliament people like
Bob Hawke and Paul Keating—the Third Way. It was not actually just confined to the shores of
Australia. It was the moderate, more centrist governing way of the Labor Party. Bill Landeryou was
very important in that.
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Bill is survived by his daughter, Anne-Marie, and her two children, and his son, Andrew. At its best
the labour movement is a family, and I know the thoughts of our entire movement and party are with
Anne-Marie and Andrew at this difficult time.
The PRESIDENT (14:48): Before I put Ms Pulford’s motion to the house I would just like to add
a few comments. I think it is a shame when we learn so much about people that preceded us in
condolence motions. I listened to most of the contributions in the Assembly, and obviously I have
listened to all the great contributions in this chamber. You never really know the degree of the
contribution people have made before us until you are party to these sorts of motions. But in Bill
Landeryou’s case, his huge contribution to the union movement, to the labour movement, to the Labor
Party, to the Parliament of Victoria and to the state of Victoria has obviously been laid out quite
eloquently by everyone here.
I would just like to add my condolences to Bill’s family: Anne-Marie, and Andrew and his wife,
Kimberley, who I know well. It is a hard thing to deal with the death of a parent, and I hope they are
coping with that as well as they can possibly be.
I ask members to signify their assent to the motion by rising in their places for 1 minute.
Motion agreed to in silence, members showing unanimous agreement by standing in their places.
CHRISTCHURCH MOSQUES TERRORIST ATTACK
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:51): By leave, I move:
That this house—
(1) offers its deep and sincere condolences to the families, friends and loved ones of the innocent victims
whose lives were tragically taken in the Christchurch mosques terror attack on 15 March 2019;
(2) sends a message of solidarity to Victoria’s Muslim communities, and communities around the world;
(3) condemns all forms of violence and terrorism; and
(4) reaffirms its unwavering commitment to a strong multicultural and multifaith Victoria.

In moving that sad motion I just wish to convey to the house that, like many others, I recently travelled
to Christchurch and was welcomed with open arms to that beautiful place, that place of peace, by the
people of New Zealand, who I found to be the most generous and welcoming people in my experience.
In fact last year when I was in Christchurch I was struck by the physical scars that still exist in that
beautiful city since the 2011 earthquakes, which were a demonstration of the power of nature and of
the vulnerability of the fabric of life that we build and create. Those scars are very palpable and strong
today, and they will last for many, many years to come if not in perpetuity.
The same may apply to the emotional scars—the psychological scars—that are associated with the
terrible events that occurred in Christchurch last Friday, when in the middle of prayers at a local
mosque, where people from not only the Islamic community of Christchurch and surrounds but also
people who were visiting that mosque from other places around the world were gunned down—
tragically, horribly—in an act of terror that is associated with an Australian citizen.
At this point in time I am particularly mindful of the warmth and the generosity of spirit of the New
Zealand people and their connection to Australia. Indeed there were countless times when I met people
in New Zealand who would express their undying love for Australia. They inevitably had been here
or wanted to be here. They see us as a welcoming, inclusive community. In fact not only did they want
to be in Australia, but they wanted to be in Melbourne, because they recognised that Melbourne is a
place of rich cultural diversity, a multifaith community and a place of tolerance, openness and
engagement as part of our participation in the global community. They wanted to be here—and today
they are here. They are here in our hearts as we send messages of solidarity and commitment to them
at this time of grief and suffering.
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I am particularly mindful that Melbourne has demonstrated that in a number of ways over the last few
days. We had thousands of Victorians visit a mosque in our city for the first time over the weekend.
We had a vigil in a very prominent place—in the centre of our city—last night. We will continue in
the spirit of supporting the Islamic community but more generally our ecumenical community, our
multifaith community and the multicultural aspects of our community. We will rise up and
demonstrate to not only the people of New Zealand but the people of the world that we are proud and
that we are committed to inclusion and participation in the full expression of community life and
religious life.
Indeed I am certain—I am absolutely certain—that everyone who speaks in the Parliament today and
those people who comment in the community across Melbourne and Victoria in the days and weeks
to come will all be united in our grief. I have no doubt that we will remain united during this time of
grief and we will share the values of compassion, humanity, respect and regard. We will reaffirm our
commitment to support people of all races and of all religions. We will also have people say, ‘We will
not accept intolerance. We will not accept acts of racism, of hatred, of prejudice and of vengeance’.
We will be united; I am certain we will be united at this time of grief.
What I am concerned about is our level of remaining united beyond this current time of grief. What
will our ability be to hold onto those values and to hold onto that affirmation in the days and the weeks
to come? What will our ongoing adherence to vigilance be to make sure that those values and
principles are maintained, sustained and nurtured over time? What actions will we commit to to make
sure that inclusion and respect are features of our daily lives each and every day? How do we then also
dig deep and stay a united and supportive community in times of not only public expressions of grief
and public expressions of those values, but in moments of personal isolation? Around the world we
need a form of community engagement, support and inclusion that actually addresses those people
who, when they are in private, may feel isolated and may feel obsessed with their sense of persecution
or injustice? How do we stay connected to those people? How do we actually stop the festering of
vengeful mindsets, when an eye for an eye seems a natural consequence for those injustices, that might
lead to radicalisation and forms of terrorist activity? How do we act collectively to keep people
connected so that they do not go in private to those spaces when, around the world, people are going
to those spaces?
How do we actually organise and regulate? Indeed self-regulation is quite often relied on, but how do
we as communities organise our media, our messaging capability and our communications platforms
to try to prevent prejudice and hatred festering and being nurtured in those places as distinct from
places where harmony and respect are the permeating cultures of those private communications? Then,
within those forms of private communication and the spread of information technology and
communications platforms, how do we wisely, appropriately and sensitively use our intelligence
gathering and our security capability to make sure that we mitigate risk and prevent those acts of
radicalisation and terrorism being acted out in a way that is respectful and mindful of private
expressions of thought and action?
These are very, very challenging issues for our community and all communities to grapple with. I see
our great challenge and our great opportunity as finding ways within our own responsibilities to rise
up and give action to how we can embed and perpetuate the positive values that we need so dearly to
hold onto and to cherish and how we can mitigate against the risk of hatred, prejudice and acts of this
kind being perpetuated in the future.
Today I have dug deep in relation to how I could demonstrate this today in terms of the spirit in which
I am calling on the Parliament. I have great confidence that today we will be a united Parliament. I for
one will play my part by not calling out any individuals who may have fallen short in their ability to
hold onto those values in the past. I will give them a get-out-of-jail card today and will actually say,
regardless of any comfort that has been provided in the past, let us unite from here on in in our grief
and in our support as we reach out to others to say, ‘Let’s all share the values of tolerance, humanity,
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acceptance and love’, and find ways in which we can work collectively in the future to perpetuate that.
And when all of us get to that place, let us never go back. Let us never go back to where comfort has
been provided.
I think that to the people of New Zealand and to the Islamic community, here and around the world,
we actually owe a commitment to focus on what is beautiful about their countries, what is beautiful
about their culture and what is beautiful about their religion; to mobilise and to support actions into
the future; and to focus on the love that we cherish for our loved ones and the grief that we share for
those who have lost their loved ones at this time. Hopefully we can unite to not only make our
community a paradise on earth in terms of the harmony that we bring but to pay our contribution in
the local community to achieve that outcome into the future.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:01): I am pleased to join the
Leader of the Government in a cross-chamber moment where we focus on the situation that occurred
in New Zealand, one of our greatest friends. The New Zealand people and the Australian people are
very close. The movement of people and the links are extraordinary. The New Zealand people have
felt this so strongly, and the Australian people have felt it just as strongly. I join with the Leader of the
Government in recognising the fear and hurt to families, friends and loved ones from this terrible
incident. It was genuinely shocking. It was frightening for people. It was chilling to see the terrible
images that came forward and to see that the occasion when this occurred—at a mosque when people
were praying—was a spiritual moment when their hearts and souls were in reflection and in a peaceful
mode. That should have been so deeply respected, but it was not.
The Australian link is a sad one, it appears. Without prejudging anything it does appear to be a very
sad link, and I think perhaps there are lessons for all of us in that—lessons that we can learn as a
community about how we manage some of these things into the future. It was an act of terror. It was
an act that struck not just at the New Zealand people but appears to have been deeply calculated to
strike and to spark a round of responses around the world. It seems to have been a very calculated
attempt to achieve very untoward and terrible aims. I for one hope that the community here and the
community worldwide are actually strong enough to stand up against that aim—the terrible aim that
appears to be at the heart of what has gone on in Christchurch.
I also join with the leader in pointing to the strength of the Muslim community here and the
preparedness of people both in this chamber and right across the whole community to engage
positively with all sections of our community. The mosque visits, the vigil and indeed the multicultural
dinner that so many of us here and elsewhere celebrated on Saturday night are visible and important
demonstrations of our preparedness to work for not only acceptance but the positive achievements of
multiculturalism and the strengths that that brings through a diverse community. I was proud to be at
that dinner. I was proud of the words that Michael O’Brien, my leader, had to say, and I was proud of
the words that the Premier had to say. I think that that bipartisanship was a very important demonstration.
There is some evidence that the objectives of the incident to spark response and action around the
world may be having some success, and I only hope that the community here and worldwide is strong
enough to stand up against that. The radicalisation and, frankly, the terrorism that is involved behind
this is something that we should reject. We should always oppose these extremists on the right and on
the left. Any advocacy of violence is something that we should be prepared to step up and hold firm
against.
In future we will need to look at how we are going to manage this. The Prime Minister, I think, has
provided great leadership in the time since the terrible incident and has spoken with great strength and
conviction. He and others have pointed to aspects of social media that will need greater regulation,
and I think that that is right. I think we are grappling, as a community, with how we properly regulate
and how we do that in a way that advantages safety but at the same time does not infringe on legitimate
speech and legitimate views. The point here, I think, is that there is a long way to go, and I think many
of the large social media companies are going to have to play a more significant role in managing that.
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It is with great sadness that I point out that Victorians really have great synergy with New Zealand.
Many of us have family and many of us have community members who we have very close links with,
and the shock that came from a peaceful place like Christchurch, a peaceful mosque, a peaceful
religious community that was going about its legitimate and reflective work—to see that disturbed in
this way I think is something that genuinely shocked us all. I can only but think of those who have
been lost and their families and those religious communities, and I put on record my party’s strong
attachment to those people and say we are very regretful and hope that this does not happen again.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (15:08): The senseless slaughter of 50 innocent people as
part of a terrorist attack during prayer time on Friday, 15 March 2019, at two mosques in Christchurch,
New Zealand, is shocking and difficult to fathom. The youngest known victim of the attacks was a
three-year-old boy named Mucad Ibrahim, who was at Al Noor Mosque with his father and older
brother when the attack occurred. It is impossible to rationalise such an apparently cold and calculated
attack on one person, let alone 50. There is no reasonable explanation for such a callous act.
My deepest sympathies to the Muslim community, whose hurt must be profound and for whom time,
love and support can open the pathway to healing. I feel tremendous empathy for those who have lost
loved ones, friends, neighbours and colleagues as well as the collective impact of the loss on the New
Zealand community as a whole. I have great admiration for the incredible leadership shown by Prime
Minister Ardern, who is displaying inexorable strength coupled with an incredible humility and
compassion in her country’s time of great need.
I was significantly moved when visiting Monash Mosque on this Sunday just past, where the focus of
the discussion was upon forgiveness rather than anger. While grief can stimulate a tumultuous array
of emotions, as is part of being human, I was in awe of the resolve of Sithy Marikar, a board member
of her mosque, and others alongside her who were determined to foster unity, compassion and peace
following this terrible incident. Acknowledging that there are still so many injured in hospital and that
the aftermath of the massacre is still to resolve, the Muslim community will no doubt be experiencing
the enduring weight of grief for some time to come. The power which unites us is far stronger than the
power which divides us, though it is easy to forget one of our greatest human strengths—that of seeing
aspects of ourselves in each other. New Zealand, namaste. The spirit in me honours the spirit in you.
We are with you. You are us.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15:10): I rise to offer my deepest condolences to the people of
New Zealand and in particular to the families and friends of those who died in the senseless and
cowardly attack that took place as the victims engaged in peaceful prayer in Christchurch last Friday.
Australia and New Zealand enjoy a very special relationship. There are no other two nations on earth
who are entwined together in friendship as our two nations are. The bond of the Anzac is at the core
of everything it means to be an Australian or a New Zealander, and for that reason it seemed
inconceivable to hear that an Australian citizen had carried out this atrocity in Christchurch.
Australia as a whole was shocked and appalled by the attack, but it was especially felt in my hometown
of Shepparton. Shepparton is one of Australia’s most multicultural communities. According to the
2016 census it is home to one of the highest concentrations of people of Islamic faith per capita in
Australia, so this event has felt particularly close to home for our community. Shepparton’s original
Muslim settlers were the Albanian community, who settled in Shepparton just over 100 years ago. The
Albanian members of our community have made a tremendous contribution in shaping the face of
modern-day Shepparton through their contribution to horticulture, business, sport and, more recently,
local government, with the immediate past mayor of Greater Shepparton, Dinny Adem, being of
Albanian heritage and Muslim faith. Names like Adem, Uze, Sabri, Sali, Shaholli, Sherrif, Kasa,
Rustem, Quemal and many more are as common in Shepparton as Smith, Brown or Jones. The
Albanian community built the first mosque in Shepparton, which has been operational since the 1960s
and is now one of four mosques, having been joined by mosques constructed by members of our
community of Turkish, Iraqi and Iranian heritage.
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In Shepparton we are proud to be an inclusive community that celebrates our diversity, so
unfortunately our region’s major celebration of that diversity, the Converge on the Goulburn festival,
which was held last Saturday evening, was tempered by a sombre mood due to the Christchurch
tragedy. Shepparton was determined to show that as a community we would denounce such
intolerance, and the community held hands as a minute’s silence was observed for the people of
Christchurch. Two of the stallholders at the festival—Betul Tuna, who co-owns the food van Hijack’d,
and Dami Singh, the owner of the Mr Sheppy ice cream van—have very generously donated all their
takings from the festival to the victims of the Christchurch tragedy.
Our community proudly stands together with the people of New Zealand and our local Sheppartonbased Islamic community in denouncing the events of last Friday. An invitation has been extended to
all members of the Shepparton community to take part in a gathering at the Albanian mosque this
Friday afternoon following prayers, and I know it will be well attended. Once again I express my
condolences to the people of New Zealand and the families and friends of the victims, and I know my
community of Shepparton joins me in expressing our condemnation of the intolerance that led to this
tragic event taking place.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (15:14): I rise to speak on this motion and to offer my
condolences. As we are aware, on Friday last week New Zealand encountered one of its darkest days,
as put by Prime Minister Jacinda Ardern. This was an attack not only on religion but on the identity
of a calm, loving and multicultural nation. Over the weekend mosques all around our state and country
opened up their doors to all religions. They welcomed everyone with open arms to educate and to
pause and reflect on the lost lives of their brothers and sisters. Despite the heartbreak and sadness this
attack has brought, a compassionate understanding of and respect for the religion of Islam was seen
by all in its highest degree. Out of the darkness has come light. Victorians have stood and will continue
to stand side by side with those of all faiths and religions.
As I stated in my inaugural speech in this place, I am not personally a religious person. My family are
my religion. That does not in any way demean my or my family’s thoughts on religion within our
community. My kids have been taught, as I have been taught, to respect all religions around them and
to learn to understand them. What has come out of such a horrendous event in New Zealand is strong,
unbiased, apolitical leadership that puts the community first. This leadership is something which we
can all strive towards.
We should also give credit to all the first responders attending the scene, as well as the emergency call
takers, who did a remarkable job in unimaginable circumstances. I send my condolences to the families
who will go on living without their loved ones. I send my condolences to New Zealand as it deals with
such an attack on its identity. I also send my condolences to those of Islamic faith. Theirs is a religion
which has had its authenticity questioned and its motives challenged yet will continue to stand tall
alongside all other faiths.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:16): Today we rise to mourn with the families, friends
and loved ones of the 50 people in Christchurch who were so cruelly taken from this world. They were
killed in an act of terrorism perpetrated against a Muslim community. I know that words cannot
express the horror and grief that has been experienced, but know that we stand beside each one of you
in sorrow and in anguish. We vow to honour the lives of those you have lost and support our Muslim
communities near and far away.
Husna Ahmed, Lilik Abdul Hamid, Junaid Ismail, Amjad Hamid, Atta Elayyan, Ali Elmadani, Khaled
Alhaj Mustafa, Hamza Mustafa, Haji-Daoud Nabi, Mucad Ibrahim, Mohammed Imran Khan, Linda
Armstrong, Sayyad Milne, Hussein Al-Umari, Ashraf Ali, Syed Jahandad Ali, Naeem Rashid, Talha
Naeem, Tariq Omar, Mathullah Safi, Farhaj Ahsan, Kamel Darwish, Sohail Shahid, Abdelfattah
Qasem, Musa Vali Suleman Patel, Ramiz Arifbhai Vora, Arifbhai Mohamedali Vora, Ansi Alibava,
Ozair Kadir, Haroon Mahmood, Syed Areeb Ahmed, Maheboob Allarakha Khokhar, Abdullahi Dirie,
Hussein Moustafa, Mounir Soliman, Zeehan Raza, Ghulam Hussain, Karam Bibi, Abdukadir Elmi,
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Osama Adnan Abu Kwik, Mojammel Hoq, Mohammed Omar Faruk, Muhammed Abdusi Samad,
Muse Nur Awale, Ahmed Gamaluddin Abdel Ghani, Ashraf al-Morsi, Ashraf al-Masri and Zakaria
Bhuiyan, we will never forget you.
I also want to acknowledge the emergency service workers, the service support workers and the
volunteers, including those who travelled from Australia to Christchurch to provide help in the
devastating aftermath of what happened on Friday.
Last night, along with thousands of others, I attended the vigil on the steps of the State Library of
Victoria to grieve and honour the lives lost. A spontaneous, powerful haka was performed by our
friends from New Zealand. We sang in sorrow, and our multifaith leaders provided blessings and
offered their wisdom of peace.
I thank the Islamic Council of Victoria for their tremendous leadership, particularly over the last few
days, when they too have been grieving. A few years ago the ICV launched the mosque open day
initiative to increase cross-cultural understanding. This year’s open day was held on Sunday, and
thousands of Victorians attended. The Islamic worship centre that I visited in Brunswick was attended
throughout the day with so many people overwhelmed and wanting to express their solidarity and
sorrow. At the mosque in West Melbourne we heard extraordinary messages of compassion and peace
from leaders from the Muslim community. These leaders exemplify the very best of humanity—the
very best of us—as they call for calm, compassion and understanding at a time that understandably
evokes feelings of horror, anger and wanting to react.
Perhaps one of the most gut-wrenching things about this—and I know this from working with our
Muslim community over the years—is that our Muslim community had warned us all that this was
going to happen. Every time the entire Muslim faith was condemned because of the act of one, every
time new anti-terror laws were introduced into our parliaments, every time our multicultural
communities were labelled as gangs, every time politicians demonised refugees and asylum seekers
and every time someone opportunistically confected a law-and-order crisis for political gain, it
normalised racism—and our Muslim communities felt it. They felt it in their ordinary lives, when their
women in particular were harassed on public transport and when they were judged, dismissed, vilified
and othered. Every time right-wing extremist politicians are given platforms for hate speech, it
normalises racism, and they feel it. I feel it.
We know that the coming days, weeks and months remain frightening and uncertain. There are likely
to be many who wonder how we go on. Our Muslim brothers and sisters are left wondering if they
remain safe going to prayer, wondering who to trust. If I may, I ask your indulgence to share a personal
reflection in the hope that it connects with those suffering now and those wondering how to reconnect
to a place where such tragedy has occurred. In the wake of the 1983 riots in Sri Lanka our Tamil
community were left reeling about how we could go on. When mobs of people who are just like you,
people you share your community with, suddenly start hunting you down, burning your houses and
searching for you because of the language you speak and the religion you share, the earth beneath your
feet gives way. The urge to lose all hope and faith in people is overwhelming. But there was no other
choice than to keep going on, so many of us had to find a new home in a new land. We came to places
like Australia and New Zealand in search of safety and peace. We channelled our pain into doing
everything we could to create a more peaceful world. Some of us chose politics as a way to help
achieve that. When we felt welcomed by our new homelands, hope sprung again; life started anew.
But when that warmth, acceptance and welcome is eroded by those preaching hatred, fear and division,
you recognise it.
Our Muslim community have been recognising it. They have been warning us about this slide towards
normalising racism and Islamophobia for years. I saw it too when I attended the peace rally to counter
the far-right rally in St Kilda just this year. I was there when Fraser Anning turned up to spur on the
fascists. The feeling on that foreshore that day was ominous; the antiracists outnumbered the racists,
but when those thugs began to send groups to walk around the peaceful picnic area looking for and
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itching for a fight, we were all reminded that it would not take many to cause a lot of harm. I
instinctively looked over my shoulder the whole afternoon. Fear had started to creep in. But being
there to say and to demonstrate that their racism and fascist ideas are not acceptable in contemporary
Australia was important.
As a society we can no longer deny that our words and actions matter. We can no longer deny that the
rhetoric of fear and division is fuelling these tragic events; they give permission and power to those
who seek to act on their hatred. Unfortunately Australia, while in many ways a successful multicultural
society, has also not reckoned with its colonial history. The dispossession of our First Nations peoples
continues to mar our community and its racist legacy endures. We can no longer deny we have to do
more to stamp out racism in all its forms, and that begins with us here in this place, in a Parliament with
a huge role and responsibility of providing leadership. This means not just stopping the use of racist
language but actually no longer enacting racist laws or laws that will be wielded against communities
of colour or laws that are justified by demonising people of colour or people of different faiths.
Let us ensure that we do everything we possibly can to prevent one more life being lost. We owe that
to all those who have lost their lives, those whose lives were so cruelly taken away. We owe it to their
families and friends. We owe it to the future.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:25): Sometimes a horror arises that makes the world
stand still, a horror so vile, so insidious that we are numbed. The massacre that took place in
Christchurch is one of those horrors. Last Friday we were witness to one of the worst massacres in
New Zealand’s history. In a sickening tragedy 50 people—men, women and children, one as young
as three—were gunned down as they worshipped in peace. Almost as many were badly injured, even
critically, and some will carry such injuries for the rest of their lives. It was a cowardly, callous,
inhuman and evil act attacking a defenceless group of worshippers at their most vulnerable moment.
In that darkest of times there emerged some heroic actions. When Afghan refugee Abdul Aziz saw a
man brandishing a gun outside his mosque in Christchurch, he ran towards the attacker. Pakistan-born
71-year-old Mian Naeem Rashid was badly wounded trying to tackle the nationalist terrorist. He later
died on the way to hospital.
The attack was not only an assault on the Muslim community but also a strike at the very core of
humanity. It was an attack on our way of life, on the very values that have cemented our societies here
in Australia and in New Zealand—of unity, inclusiveness and above all else fairness. This attack found
its origins in hatred, but we must not let that stand. We are welcoming of different backgrounds, of
different cultures and of different faiths, all of which have been woven into the fabric of our society,
enriching it. But we are not welcoming of the despicable and shameful statement delivered by an
Australian senator, which only served to foment, instigate and foster hatred and division. He does not
represent Australia; he does not speak for our values.
Ultimately we need to address the permissive political environment that allows such hateful extremism
to be promulgated so openly. The onus is on us. We cannot change the past, but we can and we will
determine the future. Violence, hatred and fear cannot characterise our politics. Tribal instinct is not
just an instinct to belong; it is also an instinct to exclude. Neither can we allow the politics of toxic
identity and tribalism to remake our world. We must not let those that wish to pull us apart do so with
their callous disdain for peace. I will not stand for racism or xenophobia, as I am sure you will not either.
Words cannot express how saddened I am to learn of the horrific massacre in Christchurch. At the
same time, I am struggling to reconcile it with anger and a sense of injustice. With a heavy heart I offer
my profound and deepest sympathies and condolences to families and friends of the victims and to the
Islamic community and the community of New Zealand as a whole. Kia kaha, kia kaha—stay strong,
stay strong. We are with you. We shall not be divided; this is what the terrorist wanted, but we cannot
and will not allow him to fulfil his ambitions. We are one. We are united in our grief. Neither will we
cower. Together we can beat this evil. Kia kaha, kia kaha.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (15:29): President, assalamu alaikum. May peace be
upon you, and may peace be upon this house.
Friday, 15 March 2019, started as a really good day. I acknowledged the National Day of Action
against Bullying and Violence, and as founding chairman of Bully Zero Australia, a board I happily
share with my friend and colleague Ms Garrett, I did some media around stopping bullying in our
schools, our workplaces, our communities and online. Then, at about 11.40 a.m., seemingly the skies
turned black, with two consecutive terrorist mass shootings in Christchurch, New Zealand, during
Friday prayer at Al Noor Mosque in the suburb of Riccarton and continued at the Linwood Islamic
Centre.
These attacks killed 50 people and injured 50 more. There are 10 people still fighting for their lives in
hospital. The gunman began shooting at the Al Noor Mosque around 1.40 p.m. New Zealand time.
There were between three and 500 people inside at the time of the shooting, attending Jumu’ah, Friday
prayer. About 15 minutes later a second series of shootings occurred at the Linwood Islamic Centre,
about 5 kilometres away from Al Noor. The gunman shot many people, killing seven. The police also
found two improvised explosive devices attached to a car, which were deftly diffused by the New
Zealand Defence Force. This horrific attack killed 50 people—42 at Al Noor Mosque and seven at the
Linwood Islamic Centre. The ages of those killed ranged from two to 71 years. Those affected
included nationals of Afghanistan, Bangladesh, India, Jordan, Pakistan and Saudi Arabia.
New Zealand Prime Minister Jacinda Ardern called the incident an act of ‘extreme and unprecedented
violence’ and declared this as one of New Zealand’s darkest days. Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth
expressed that she was deeply saddened by the attack, and Australian Prime Minister Scott Morrison
expressed support for New Zealand and condemned the shootings as a ‘violent, extremist, right-wing
terrorist attack’.
Since this one act of hate, there have been many acts of love. I send my love, thoughts and prayers and
those of the Ondarchie family to our Muslim community in Victoria and in New Zealand and to my
many friends in New Zealand. To my friends at the Islamic Council of Victoria, president Mohamed
Mohideen, vice-president Adel Salman and their executive committee, I send my deepest condolences.
In this week of cultural diversity I caught up with my mate Ahmet Keskin, executive director of the
Australian Intercultural Society, who many of you would know, on Saturday. We shared some
thoughts about how important a multicultural, multifaith society is to Victoria. We talked about how
we, as Victorians, must continue to share our cultures, our history, our experiences and our learnings
widely. We talked about the enormous value that migrant communities have added to Australia’s
prosperity and how this Christchurch tragedy would not deter us from the endeavour to promote a
harmonious, healthy and happy Victoria.
My electorate has over 86 000 members of our Muslim community living in Northern Metropolitan
Region. They are wonderful people, great friends. There are over 21 mosques in Northern
Metropolitan Region, in places like Brunswick, Broadmeadows, West Melbourne, Parkville, Preston,
Reservoir, Roxburgh Park, Thomastown, here in the city and Fawkner as well. The Islamic Council
of Victoria did engage some extra security around mosques, particularly around Friday prayers, and
may continue to do so. Many members of my community, particularly those of the Muslim faith, are
sad. They are in mourning and understandably angry, and I have spoken with many of them. I remind
them that Prophet Muhammad, peace be upon him, said, ‘You do not do evil to those who do evil to
you, but you deal with them with forgiveness and kindness’.
I choose not to name or acknowledge the evil terrorist. Further, I choose not to name or acknowledge
the foolish senator from Queensland who chose to use this terrible tragedy for his own political
endeavours. Shame upon him.
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I close with a verse from one of the most inclusive national anthems I have ever heard:
Tōna pai me toitū
Tika rawa, pono pū;
Tōna noho, tāna tū;
Iwi nō Ihowā.
Kaua mōna whakamā;
Kia hau te ingoa;
Kia tū hei tauira;
Aotearoa.
Let its good features endure,
Let righteousness and honesty prevail
Among the people of God.
Let it never be ashamed
But rather, let its name be known
Thereby becoming the model to emulate.
Aotearoa.

God bless New Zealand.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:35): I rise to express my community’s condolences.
A complete and utter coward committed murder in Christchurch on Friday. This coward murdered
children, elderly people, women and men, who could not defend themselves, in a despicable act of
violence—vulnerable people who had gathered for peaceful prayer and contemplation. There is no
place in any society for acts such as this. The person who carried out this act is clearly selfish, selfabsorbed and wanting for attention—a lone person. He deserves nothing more than to be held up as a
coward. I wish to send my deepest condolences and my community’s support to those killed and
injured and to their families and friends.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (15:36): Like all others who have spoken here and in the other
place, it is with great sadness that I rise to speak about this devastating attack on our greatest friends
in Christchurch. Australians and New Zealanders share a bond of comradeship that rises above all
other partnerships that we have in the world, a bond forged in the fires of war, in years of trade and in
sporting competition. We are the twin nations of our part of the world—sisters and brothers in good
times and in bad—which is why we feel so keenly the grief that they are immersed in. We are sharing
it. The world too is rightly outraged, dumbstruck that a nation viewed by all as a progressive, peaceful
and welcoming country could be so egregiously attacked, could become the victim of hatred and
racism that consumes so much of the world today. It was a haven, a safe place for the persecuted. The
actions of its people have shown us that it still is. They have shown us what it means to be
compassionate, how to rise above hatred. I commend the New Zealand Prime Minister, Jacinda
Ardern, for her true leadership.
I cannot, however, let this motion pass without condemning those in Australia’s parliaments that are
the dog whistlers of hate and divisiveness, the peddlers of racism for cheap political pointscoring to
further their own gutless agendas. We will not let you divide our communities. We will stand with our
comrades in New Zealand and at home, with love for them in our hearts. Martin Luther King said:
Darkness cannot drive out darkness; only light can do that. Hate cannot drive out hate; only love can do that.

Finally, to my friends across the ditch—to the followers of Islam and of the Christian God, to the
Hindus and Sikhs, to all people of faith and those who are not—I say, aroha nui.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:39): I also rise to offer my condolences to the family
and friends of the 50 slain New Zealanders. The only crime they committed was being Muslim. They
went to Friday prayers, or as they call it in Arabic, salat al-Jumu’ah; they went to a peaceful place.
They did not expect to be slaughtered by a coward, by a terrorist who used a white supremacist agenda
to basically attack these innocent and defenceless people. Watching a television program last night, I
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learned that some women and children were lucky they were in the first room. He did not know they
were there. I am sure they would have been the first victims.
I stand shoulder to shoulder with my New Zealand family and with our Muslim brothers and sisters in
New Zealand, in Australia and around the world. I have got to say, and I do not care what the
justification is, no human being is entitled to take another human life. I do not care what the reason is,
nor the justification.
Now, a senator from Queensland—I will not mention his name—is another coward. He tried to give
a justification for the actions of the unfortunate person who calls himself an Australian as to why he
committed the crimes he committed. He forgot one thing: just because these people were Muslim does
not mean we should be holding them accountable for the acts of few. About 0.001 per cent of Muslims
around the world—let us call it what it is, ISIS, as we know it today—have committed atrocities
against people of other religions, not just Christians. In fact these extremists have killed far more
Muslims than Christians or those of any other religion around the world. The stats speak for themselves.
I am proud to stand here and join other speakers and leaders from around the country and around the
world. Going back to the previous speaker’s comment about the New Zealand Prime Minister—that
some are a bit jealous that we do not have her as an Australian politician—I am very proud of the
leadership she has provided for her country. I am a bit jealous. They have got a great leader. That is
what we need in this country—leadership. We need someone to basically say, ‘We will stand shoulder
to shoulder with our Muslim friends’. I do not care which religion you come from—I come from a
Christian background—I love Muslims, I love Jews, I love Hindus. If anyone believes in God and
believes in peace, then they stand for something good. Even people who do not believe in anything
can have good values—human values. That is what I stand for, and I stand with people who have
decent human values.
I just want to read a quote. It has been running on social media as well. I quote from Kahlil Gibran,
the author of the 1923 book The Prophet. He wrote:
I love you when you bow in your mosque, kneel in your temple, pray in your church. For you and I are sons
of one religion, and it is the spirit.

It is so true. I conclude by saying to that horrible, horrible person who committed these acts of violence
against Muslim communities, who sought to destroy the multiculturalism and diversity in our
society—something that is very important to us in Victoria—that we cannot let ourselves be divided
by fear and hate. I want to say that we stand with the people of Christchurch, members of the Muslim
community and everyone affected by these terrible events. I say, finally, Allah yarhamha, which in
English is ‘May they rest in peace’.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (15:43): Today, on behalf of The Nationals, it is with great sadness
and deep regret that I acknowledge the tragic attack on two mosques in Christchurch last Friday. We
feel acutely the grief and the devastating loss of our New Zealand cousins in enduring this senseless,
despicable attack on the Muslim community. The act perpetrated on innocent citizens attending their
place of worship as part of their daily life—they were holding hands, sharing and praying with no
indication of the horror that was about to befall them—is incomprehensible. It defies understanding
by any normal human standard. Our heart goes out to the families, friends, colleagues and loved ones
of the victims as they plan burials when they ought to be planning school holidays, retirement dinners
and family events.
We acknowledge the heroic efforts of those first responders—how they could manage to enter those
doors, given what they saw, is just mind-blowing. We acknowledge the ambulance officers, the police
officers and the emergency staff, along with the medical teams, who must have worked around the
clock at that time and who are now tending to and healing the physical injuries of the wounded. The
emotional scars that New Zealanders will have to heal over days, weeks and decades cannot be
underestimated.
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It is a joy that so many New Zealanders call rural Victoria their home. In Gippsland we have an
amazing New Zealand contingent and farming community. Many of New Zealand’s best farmers I
think have come to South Gippsland, and we enjoy their knowledge and their friendship. Also, we
have a wonderful and vibrant Muslim community in Central Gippsland, in the Latrobe Valley and
surrounds. The people that I have had the honour and privilege to become acquainted with and call
friends are a deeply, richly religious, expressive and joyful community-focused group, and I am sure
that they are feeling deeply this sadness at this time. Our heart goes out to them and all other
communities in Victoria and Australia.
Understanding, kindness, trust and respect for one another across the sea and in Australia are intrinsic
qualities we need to exercise personally every day in our lives, and of all these qualities, love is the
greatest gift of all. We offer our love and support to the people of New Zealand at this time.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (15:47): To the people and communities of Christchurch in New
Zealand, to those of Islamic faith here and around the globe—our Muslim brothers and sisters—to
those for whom the world seems all but impossibly fragile following the terrorist attacks in the Al
Noor mosque and the Linwood Islamic Centre, we walk with you in your grief, in your loss and in
your anger. We hold you dear from here, from all over the world. You are at the heart of our tears and
our fear and our outrage, and our solidarity lies with you. We walk with you in love and we must
continue to do so now and into the future. Know that you are held in the hearts of so many millions,
that the sorrow we carry and will continue to carry in the days, months and years ahead is louder and
stronger than any lone voices born of hatred, isolation, ignorance and weakness. We are consumed by
the fact of this tragedy: the loss of your safety in a time of prayer and reflection and the annihilation
of the things that you hold dear. Your fallen, your lost, are not numbers. They are beloved family
members and friends, neighbours and workmates whose deaths and suffering have left such
immeasurable loss and sadness.
Identification and recovery is continuing, and I pay tribute to everyone who is conducting this work
with such respect and sensitivity to enable the last rites to be performed. The victims of these terrorist
attacks against people in prayer and reflection in their most sacred of places were women, men and
children, from the very young to the elderly. I hope, as do countless others, that the sacred rites and
rituals to give victims and their families peace can occur as soon as possible. I also hope that the first
responders, those who intervened and those who witnessed this horror can find the peace, care and
support that they need. You too walk with our love and our care.
At a time of such intense sorrow and loss, when the Islamic communities here and in New Zealand
might quite reasonably and understandably have chosen introspection and privacy after what occurred
on Friday, we have in fact seen the most gracious sharing of space, of time and of brotherly and sisterly
embrace across our state—infinite kindness and patience with our own bewilderment and our own
grief, in so many ways. I pay tribute to those small acts of kindness in the face of such unspeakable
horror. Theirs is, in every way, despite such immense loss, sorrow and anger, the high road and we
walk it with them.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:51): I rise on this motion to offer my condolences. Like
so many across the world and in this chamber, on Friday I was shocked, I was appalled, I was frightened
and I was so incredibly sad upon hearing the news of the awful terror attacks in Christchurch and the
brutal murder of 50 people. On the weekend, like thousands of other Victorians, I visited a mosque to
lay flowers and show my solidarity with our Muslim community over this horrific tragedy. I went to
the Albanian Mosque in Drummond Street in Carlton where I was welcomed by Imam Dr Bekim
Hasani. I too was overwhelmed by how a community that could easily be forgiven for being angry
chose to fight those feelings with love and peace and to show that those are the tenets of their faith.
Atta Elayyan was the goalkeeper for the Canterbury men’s futsal team. He was shot by the gunman as
he prayed. The Palestinian man, born in Kuwait, recently became a father and was a popular member
of the Christchurch tech industry. He was 33.

CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 19 March 2019

Legislative Council

773

Christchurch engineer Ali Elmadani was killed as he prayed. His daughter, consumed by grief, told
the media that her father had always said to be strong, and that was what she was trying to do.
Syrian refugee Khaled Mustafa and his family thought they had found a safe haven from death and
torture when they arrived in New Zealand only a few months ago, but Mustafa was killed while
praying. His son, Zaid, who is 13, is still fighting for his life.
Three-year-old Mucad Ibrahim died in his father’s arms. The toddler, believed to be the youngest
victim of the massacre, was with his father and older brother when the gunman opened fire. His older
brother said he was ‘energetic, playful and liked to smile and laugh a lot’. The family posted a photo
of Mucad, with the caption ‘Verily we belong to God and to Him we shall return’.
These are just some of the lives that will be missed forever, and I send my condolences to all their
families.
What really puts this brutal attack into perspective for me was the story of Haji-Daoid Nabi. Mr Nabi,
a 71-year-old man worshipping at the mosque, had his last words on this earth recorded and to me
they exemplify the good that the community in Christchurch has lost. His last words were ‘Welcome,
brother’. Those two simple words, delivered with peace and open arms, were uttered to a man who
then shot him dead.
New Zealand is not just that place across the ditch. As the Prime Minister said following the attacks,
they are ‘our family’. Indeed they are our brothers and sisters, and we join in mourning all the victims,
the survivors and the community for which this attack will forever be a part of their lives. To all New
Zealanders, kei a matou tena. We are with you.
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (15:54): I too rise to share my sincere condolences with
the people of New Zealand and the Muslim community around the world. Friday, 15 March 2019, will
be remembered as a dark day in New Zealand’s history, a day which saw the tragic death of
50 innocent men, women and children who lost their lives in the Christchurch terrorist attacks. They
were simply going on with their routine life, peacefully attending their Friday prayers. Like the
majority of the people around the world, I strongly condemn this act of terrorism against the Muslim
community in New Zealand. Those who commit these acts of violence against the Muslim community
seek to destroy the diversity we hold dear. We should stand together in solidarity and unite even more
strongly. We will not let them divide us and ruin our harmony. Fear and hate have no place in our
community.
These attacks have clearly shown that terror has no religion and we can all be victims. Victorians have
come together strongly and have shown their true support of the Muslim community. We have seen
many hundreds of people gathering at local mosques to express their compassion and support. They
were simply attending to grieve and mourn with the Muslim community. Many mosques received
messages of support and flowers from the non-Muslim community. This is a sign of our solidarity and
strong diversity and is a clear depiction of who we are as Australians. Extremist views have no place
in our society, regardless of where they are derived from. I extend my deepest condolences to the
victims in Christchurch, their families and the people of New Zealand. I hope that we can unite even
stronger as a community to overcome these barbaric events.
A friend of mine who is a leader of a Muslim community organisation was with around 600 people at
an event in a park. He has written an email to me saying that quite a few community members
approached him and raised concerns that the majority of them left their own countries to come to
Australia to live peacefully. With acts like this, they say they are scared to go to the mosque. It saddens
me that a friend of mine and all the members of his organisation cannot pray peacefully and cannot go
to the mosque. It truly disturbs me. I want to say to my friends in Melbourne and all the Muslims
around the world: we support you, our prayers are with you and our thoughts are with you. I pray that
we do not come across such instances ever again.
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Southern Metropolitan) (15:58): I rise to join the motion offering condolences
to the victims—the 50 men, women and children—who were murdered doing nothing other than
expressing themselves in what should have been the sanctity of their Friday prayers. Be in no doubt
that the attack on Friday of last week was an attack on all of us, be it here in Australia or indeed in
Christchurch in New Zealand or right around the world, where people believe in the sanctity of faith,
the ability to go around without fear and also in the desire to live in a world of tolerance and inclusivity.
I have said on numerous occasions in this place that white supremacy is an issue that we need to take
seriously, that we as a Parliament, as a community, need to be mindful of the ills and the rabid political
attack that white supremacists bring with them. I have attacked Islamophobia as being detrimental to
our inclusivity, our society and making sure that people feel safe and comfortable to be able to go
about their daily routine without fear of persecution for nothing other than the religion that they
practise and the people that they are. I have bristled at anti-Semitism, which continues to manifest
itself and for many, many years has seen our community organisations having to employ armed
security guards for protection. As a parent dropping my six-year-old son at kindergarten, to walk past
an armed guard as he went into his six-year-old kinder was something that still fills me with fear.
Parents are required to understand that that fear is something we have lived with for some time. Never
should that fear be something that other communities should have to come to accept as normality.
My love and thoughts are with the victims of course and their families and friends, not just within the
Islamic community of Christchurch but within the Islamic communities right throughout the world
and here at home. As other members have already expressed, we were able to participate in the Islamic
open day at mosques around Victoria on Sunday—indeed I was able to visit one of the local mosques
at Monash—and share in solidarity, to let them know that they are not alone. Regardless of our faith,
whether we have faith or not, we are people first and foremost, men and women that experience and
desire a level of peace and understanding that when we leave home we are going to be able to return
to it and to our loved ones as well. The ability of our Islamic brothers and sisters to practise their faith
is as important to me as is the ability for me to practise mine. I reiterate my earlier calls, my open offer
to anybody of Islamic faith, that should they fear walking through the gates to their mosque, I will
stand and walk with them and ensure that they have somebody that understands and can share their
fear, because as a community, when we come together, we come together as one. We come together
as a community to make sure that everybody understands that they are valued as we value ourselves.
The accidental senator from Queensland is a stain not just on our Parliament here in Victoria but right
around Australia. It is up to each and every one of us in this place to repudiate his message of hate and
his message of intolerance. The challenge is not for all of us in this place to come together today; it is
for us to come together outside of this place every day to ensure that we are as one and that we do not
use race or religion for political gain at the expense of any of us. It is a zero-sum game, and our society
loses as a result. We have seen this time and time again.
I wish to leave you with a poem from a Lutheran pastor who was interned in Dachau concentration
camp, where my grandfather spent nearly three and a half years of his life. His name was Pastor
Niemöller and, as I said, he was interned. Interestingly, he has a chequered history, initially as a
supporter of the Nazi party, but then he was interned as a political activist against the Nazi party and
led the movement against Nazism and in terms of inclusivity in Germany. His poem is a powerful one.
Many in this place may know it. It says:
First they came for the socialists, and I did not speak out—because I was not a socialist. Then they came for
the trade unionists, and I did not speak out—because I was not a trade unionist. Then they came for the Jews,
and I did not speak out—because I was not a Jew. Then they came for me—and there was no-one left to speak
for me.

I wish everybody, especially those victims and their families and friends, a long life.

CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 19 March 2019

Legislative Council

775

Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (16:04): I had no intention of speaking to this motion today. I decided a long time ago
that I was not going to do a running commentary on things to do with Muslims, Islam et cetera. I did
that very early on in my career, and I decided it was not helpful to me or my career, and I stopped
doing it. I have got my views—I have got strong views—but just sitting here listening to the speeches
I feel that, as the only Muslim MP here, I owe it to people to actually say what I think and to put on
record my thoughts.
Can I say at the outset we love New Zealand—a great country, great people, very generous people and
very kind hearted people. We have many things in common: our values, our history and our political
system. We have also got the Anglo-Celtic communities in common. I contend that our Anglo-Celts
are better than their Anglo-Celts, but anyway. So we have got many things in common. But last Friday
was not about New Zealand. In fact I would say it had nothing to do with New Zealand except for the
fact that it was a soft target. Last Friday was all about targeted mass murder against a Muslim
community in the West. It was all about cowering the Muslim community to pack up, uproot and go
back to wherever they came from, if they actually came from another place. I am not sure what they
are going to do with the converts.
That is what last Friday was about. It was about targeted, callous, planned mass murder committed
against a Muslim community in the West. It could have been Frankfurt, it could have been Hamburg,
it could have been Athens, it could have been Paris, it could have been Melbourne, it could have been
Sydney, it could have been Amsterdam—it could have been any country in the West. It was about
cowering the Muslim community so that they go back to wherever they came from. I came here as a
one-year-old, so it was about me—getting me to go. I am not going anywhere. I note that Dr Sadiq
Khan, the mayor of London, is not going anywhere. We are not going anywhere. We are an integral
part of Western communities. We are a part of the fabric of society; that is what we are. We are lawabiding citizens, and we like to believe we contribute to Western values and the Western way of life.
Yes, there are jihadists, and you know what, we hate them as much as everyone else does. I have very
bad thoughts about jihadists and what should be done to them, and I am sure everybody else does
about these white supremacists, who are outliers.
I do not subscribe to the ‘battle of civilisations’. I do not subscribe to that narrative at all. That is what
we have got here. We have got people that do subscribe to that narrative that Islam and the West cannot
coexist because their values are so contradictory of one another. I just do not subscribe to that at all.
Islam and the West can coexist, and they do coexist. We are not going anywhere. It does not matter
how many mosques you bomb or how many Muslims you kill in the West, we are not going anywhere.
I think I am safe in saying that my Jewish brothers and sisters are not going anywhere. They are a part
of Western society; they have been for 1000 years or so. They are not going anywhere. My Hindu
brothers and sisters are not going anywhere. They are a part of the Western world as well. My Buddhist
brothers and sisters are not going anywhere. We are all a part of Western society. We are a part of
Australian society. We are lucky in Australia because we are really well accepted. Let us talk about
the bigger picture too. We are a part of Western society, and we are not going anywhere. We are
embedded. We are a part of society.
In conclusion can I just say this, and this has not really been touched on. I say this on behalf of the
Muslim community. I do not pretend to speak on behalf of the Muslim community ever. It is a
heterogeneous community; it is not a monolithic community at all. There are many voices, many
opinions, many races, many ethnicities and many sects, and I would never purport to speak on behalf
of the community, but on this occasion I will, because the outpouring of emotion—the spontaneous
outpouring of emotion—from last Friday was amazing. I like to think I can pick the media. I like to
think that I can pick public opinion. I had it wrong. I thought this would last a few hours. I thought by
the next day we would be talking about the start of the footy season or whatever. I thought this would
die within 24 hours. I somehow thought that maybe the lives of Muslims were less valuable in the eyes
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of the Western world, and I have got to say I have been touched by the fact that this is still continuing,
that it is Tuesday and that it still dominates the front pages. From Sky News ‘after dark’ to the ABC,
everyone has been fantastic. The humanity of Australians has come out, from the Murdoch press to
Fairfax, from the hard right to the hard left, the humanity of every Australian has been shown here. I
have been touched, and the community has been touched.
I tell you what, if there is any good that has come out of last Friday, it is the spontaneous reaction by
the Australian public to what happened last Friday, because like me, the rest of the Muslim community
would have thought, ‘Well, they are not going to care too much about this. This is not going to go on
too long’. But I tell you what, they were surprised too. This will go a long way to healing some of the
wounds that have been created over the last decade or so.
This has been cathartic. It has actually done me some good to speak, and I am glad I did now. With
that, I would like to express my condolences to the loved ones of those deceased in New Zealand.
The PRESIDENT: I ask members to signify their assent to the motion by rising in their places for
1 minute.
Motion agreed to in silence, members showing unanimous agreement by standing in their places.
The PRESIDENT: As a further mark of respect to the Honourable William Albert Landeryou and
the victims of the Christchurch mosques terror attack, the sitting will be suspended for 1 hour.
Sitting suspended 4.13 p.m. until 5.14 p.m.
Bills
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (POLICE AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2019
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (17:13): I have a message from the Governor:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
3/2019 Justice Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Act 2019
4/2019 Parliamentary Committees Amendment Act 2019

The message was signed by the Governor on 13 March.
VICTORIAN INDEPENDENT REMUNERATION TRIBUNAL AND IMPROVING
PARLIAMENTARY STANDARDS BILL 2019
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (17:14): I have one more message from the Governor:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
5/2019 Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary Standards Act 2019

The message was signed by the Governor on 19 March.
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Questions without notice
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:15): My question is for the
Minister for Roads. Minister, you are the minister responsible for the Melbourne City Link Act 1995
and for Victoria’s roads. Modelling by the independent Parliamentary Budget Office shows that a
motorist commuting to and from work on CityLink will pay an extra $87 060 to Transurban over the
life of Daniel Andrews’s latest Transurban agreement, on top of what they would have paid. As the
minister responsible for roads, how is it fair for residents of the northern and south-eastern suburbs to
pay a huge additional slug to Transurban for a road they may never use?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (17:15): I thank Mr Davis for his question and for his interest in the
Victorian government’s Big Build and our major transport infrastructure agenda, which is busy and
has many tens of billions of dollars of transport infrastructure projects underway and in development
and indeed a proud record of delivery over the last four years.
As I indicated in a previous response to a similar question in this house, the arrangements that have
been entered into that Mr Davis refers to recognise that these major transport infrastructure projects
do not come without impact on the budget. I know the Liberal Party have had an on-again off-again
position with the West Gate Tunnel project, with all kinds of silly business in the Parliament in the last
term and a position that really takes a lot of time and effort to keep up with the contemporary nature
of. But, as the Treasurer and the Minister for Transport Infrastructure have indicated on many
occasions, we believe that it is appropriate for there to be some contribution by road users to this
significant agenda.
As taxpayers, all Victorians contribute to our transport infrastructure agenda through revenues that are
raised by the federal government on occasion and the state government more frequently. Indeed the
Treasurer made some announcements around the government’s approach to the funding of some of
these major transport projects immediately prior to the election, and the Victorian community, I think,
have strongly endorsed our agenda in this respect.
Mr Davis makes assumptions about where people travel based on where they live. What I would
indicate to Mr Davis is that the patterns of people’s travel vary enormously, so I think asking a question
that at its heart has some assumptions about the exclusive nature of travel patterns of people in
particular communities is kind of a strange place for him to go.
But, as the government have indicated on any number of occasions before, we believe that this strikes
the right balance. I know that the opposition will continue to carry on with their strange and everchanging position on the West Gate Tunnel and indeed infrastructure projects generally, but that is our
position. I am sure it will not be universally popular. The Parliament expressed a view on this very
matter in the last sitting week and resolved that the West Gate Tunnel funding arrangements as part of
the CityLink deed be supported.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:19): Minister, analysis by the
independent Parliamentary Budget Office confirms that CityLink motorists who do not use the West
Gate Tunnel will pay more than $87 000 in additional tolls. What examination have you or your
department undertaken of the impact of this massive slug on motorists, or have you been asleep at the
wheel?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (17:19): It is pretty funny for someone from our government to be
accused of being asleep at the wheel by someone who was a senior member of the Baillieu-Napthine
governments, because you guys made an art form out of sleeping everywhere—at the wheel, in the
cabinet room and in terms of project delivery. The only things you guys were good at were budget
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cuts. My department has worked very closely with the Department of Treasury and Finance on these
arrangements. These were announced by the government early last year, if I recall correctly, and the
government has been absolutely transparent about these arrangements for many, many months.
Indeed, as I indicated earlier, the Parliament had an opportunity to sign up to whatever this week’s
view from the Liberal Party is on the West Gate Tunnel project and the financing of it and determined
that the project should go ahead as proposed by the government.
GEELONG CITY DEAL
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (17:20): My question is to the Minister for Regional
Development, the Honourable Jaclyn Symes. Minister, last week the media reported that the
commonwealth and the state confirmed the Geelong city deal. Can you please provide details of the
city deal to the house and how you will continue to drive jobs growth in regional Victoria?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:20): I thank Mr Elasmar for his question, and I know that many members
of the chamber are very interested in the Geelong city deal. What a relief to have an agreement on the
city deal last week. I am very excited to confirm that the state, the commonwealth and the City of
Greater Geelong have finalised negotiations and support for the long-awaited Geelong city deal, much
to the joy of Geelong residents and those in that region. This agreement will see the delivery of the
Geelong convention centre, the Shipwreck Coast Master Plan, the Geelong safe harbour and further
improvements to central Geelong.
It is a $355 million investment, ensuring that all of the projects will have sufficient funding to be
completed. It is a landmark investment that will further build on Victoria’s strengths in this region,
significantly and importantly creating jobs, particularly in tourism, and it is going to really improve
livability for people in that region. It is estimated that it will generate $1.1 billion into the economy
and deliver nearly 1000 ongoing jobs, so it is a significant investment. Job creation in that region is
something people are calling out for, and they are really happy this city deal is going to deliver that.
As we know, it has been months and months of waiting, but the deal was announced last week. It is
an acknowledgement that the federal government has finally accepted the state government’s push for
this deal, and I do welcome that. It is delayed, but we have a deal, so it is happy days. Let me be clear:
without our investment, vision, advocacy and persistence over our first term in government, this deal
would not have happened. So to my predecessors who were responsible for the creation of this deal I
say thank you. I am just the minister that gets to deal with the final sign-off.
The additional funding will ensure the Geelong convention and exhibition centre, the Shipwreck Coast
Master Plan and the Revitalising Central Geelong Action Plan will be delivered to their full potential.
We do want to continue to work with the commonwealth to ensure that the city deal is delivered, and
we will continue to invest in regional communities to make them even better places to live, work and
invest, supporting projects and businesses around the state to create jobs and drive growth like this
project does.
I am also pleased to inform the house that we will be putting local jobs and businesses first when
building the Geelong convention and exhibition centre. This is a really important announcement,
because we have declared this project a ‘strategic project’. What that means is it will be required to
use 90 per cent local content under the Labor government’s Local Jobs First policy. Local content
includes labour, building materials and fittings like concrete, glass and steel, as well as professional
services like engineering and design. So not only is the city deal producing 1000 jobs ongoing; this
construction in itself is going to create 600 jobs just through those projects alone. So it is great news
for Geelong. It was a long time coming, and I would like to congratulate all those who were involved
in getting this deal over the line.
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SOLAR HOMES PACKAGE
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:23): My question is for the minister
representing the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place. In the leadup to the last state election the Andrews government pledged to expand their solar rebate program with
half-price solar panels and no up-front costs. This investment of $1.24 billion for 650 000 new solar
homes over the next 10 years is estimated to bring to 1 million the number of solar homes in Victoria.
Not only does this represent a wealth transfer from renters to property owners, but it also creates a
massive downstream issue with waste. Governments around Australia have recognised the looming
toxic waste crisis that old solar cells present and, at the seventh meeting of environment ministers in
April last year, committed to fast-tracking the development of new product stewardship schemes. With
solar panels containing toxic heavy metals such as cadmium and lead, among others, my question for
the minister is: does the government know how much of this solar e-waste currently ends up in landfill?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (17:24): I thank Mr Limbrick
for his question. He started his question as if he is actually an enthusiastic proponent of the
government’s proposal to have 1 million solar roofs in Victoria, and I was very optimistic about where
that question might have been going, on the basis of the diversification of our energy mix and the
potential for households to take control of their own energy costs and contribute to the overall supply.
I would like to say from the government’s perspective that we think, notwithstanding the fact that there
are some elements of it that potentially could be regressive in the terms that he describes, it is
overwhelmingly in the interests of Victoria to have a diversified and localised distribution network of
energy supply into the future. That has a value to all of us, beyond what might be a household cost.
With that caveat, can I say to you that I look forward to the day when there is a proliferation of nextgeneration solar panels that are far more efficient and effective than the earlier iterations of solar panels
that have been on roofs for some time. In those circumstances you are quite right to call out the fact
that there will need to be great care and consideration given to the way in which that resource needs
to be either recovered or contained to mitigate against the risks. So you are quite right to actually say
that in future, in terms of the renewal of that stock with greater efficiency and greater distribution of
the energy sector, there will be a commensurate challenge in dealing with e-waste.
E-waste, which includes solar panels, is one of the great challenges that this community confronts at
this moment. Our economy confronts the same challenge that many economies around the world
confront. For example, even Japan, which is actually renowned as being an excellent recycler in
dealing with waste management, is struggling with that as well since China changed its market
settings, as well-developed as resource recovery is in Japan. So you are tolling the bell on what is a
major policy challenge for this nation, this economy and other economies.
Having set that frame in terms of my answer, acknowledging the significance of the issue, I will rely
on my colleague the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change to give details of actually
how we will gear up and respond to this, but I do acknowledge the significance of the issue you raised.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:27): New regulations passed in the last term of
Parliament to update Victoria’s e-waste recycling measures with a ban on all e-waste, including
photovoltaic solar panels, are due to be enacted on 1 July, so given this looming deadline and the still
growing problem of solar e-waste, what are the government’s plans for dealing with this toxic waste
problem?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (17:27): Again I will take
Mr Limbrick’s question and his concern, which is a legitimate concern. There is no doubt about it; it
is a legitimate concern if it is solar panels. It is also a whole range of other elements in the waste stream
that need to have resource recovery and containment of risk. It is a policy setting that the government
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is acutely mindful of, and I will rely on the answer of my colleague to specifically give you the actions
that she intends to pursue on behalf of the government.
PARENTING SERVICES
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (17:28): My question is for the Minister for Health.
Minister, I congratulate you on progress today in developing the baby bundle and note the great interest
and engagement from the community in the nomination of Victorian books for inclusion in the bundle,
which is currently still open until the end of March. Other than the books and products, can you outline
what other information and advice will be included?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(17:29): I thank the member for her question and for her interest in what will be a very significant
initiative for first-time parents in Victoria. The member would appreciate that we have more than
35 000 first-time parents in Victoria each year, all of whom are dealing with particular challenges as
they transition to parenthood. The member would understand that this bundle is designed to provide
parents with a range of resources—not just material goods but also advice, some practical information
and advice that is based on evidence. It is concerning that some parents might rely on unreliable
information that they might find on the internet. We know that there are a lot of discredited views on
the internet around issues such as vaccination and many other issues, so it is important that this baby
bundle will provide information around issues such as safe sleeping, feeding and child safety
measures, amongst other things. I will be taking advice from a panel of experts that I have asked to
specifically give me advice around these issues. They have expertise in early childhood literacy and
engagement, sleep and settling, language development, parenting and child safety, to name but a few
areas of their expertise.
The member would well appreciate that there might well be some members, particularly those
opposite, who might think that providing this type of resource and information is a waste of money.
That is what they have said. And you can understand, as they are sitting in the rarefied confines of the
Melbourne Club or the Australian Club or the Melbourne Savage Club or the Alexandra Club, that
they might think that this is an extravagance. They might think that this is an extravagance, but our
government does not think that this is an extravagance. We think it is important that we do provide
first-time parents in our state with a range of advice—a bundle of goods as well as evidence-based
information and advice around these critical issues.
I am also pleased that a key feature of these baby bundles will actually be books. They will be books
for children in those early stages of life, because we want to encourage children to take up and have a
love of learning and a love of reading as early as possible. We have in fact invited the community to
nominate the picture books that will be included in the baby bundle, and I am thrilled to advise the
member that we have had almost 1000 nominations already from members of the Victorian
community, nominating their favourite children’s books to be included in this baby bundle. Of course
we want to ensure that we can give these advantages to Victorian authors, and we want to encourage
particularly that children’s books written by Victorian authors be nominated. I want to thank the
member. I want to encourage members to get that message out to their constituents that we want to
hear directly from them about which books they want to include, because what we saw from those
opposite was a scrapping of early reading programs, whereas we are providing those resources.
We are providing this support on top of funding for St Kilda Mums and the Nappy Collective. Our
government provided $100 000 to St Kilda Mums to continue their great work in providing newborn
products and preloved baby goods to families experiencing hardship. We also provided $100 000 to
the Nappy Collective to support the work that they do, as well as funding the nursery equipment
program through our maternal and child health service. We are getting on with supporting Victorian
families.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFRINGEMENTS REVIEW
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:33): My question is to the Minister for Local
Government. Minister, I refer you to the recent decision of a number of local councils to refund
infringement payments totalling millions of dollars due to the use of Tenix as an external contractor
for infringement internal review requests. Can you advise what is the total aggregate estimate financial
exposure for local government resulting from this outsourced infringement review fiasco?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (17:33): I would like to thank the member for his question. At the outset can I say
that the Infringements Act 2006 belongs to the Attorney-General, so the Attorney-General has carriage
of this particular issue. But in terms of the actual question with regard to the councils and their
exposure, what we have in this state are 79 self-governing autonomous councils. They are underpinned
by having a democratic mandate in that they are democratically elected in free and fair elections.
Having said that, what we have got is 79 disparate councils, each with its own governance procedures
and practices. I expect every one of those 79 councils, in particular the ones that outsource this
particular function, to be going through and reviewing what they have done and what practices they
have engaged in and then getting legal advice if they have exposure. Then I would expect those
councils to be appropriately acting on that legal advice.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:35): I note that the minister did not answer the question,
but I ask by way of supplementary: in an environment of rate capping and stretched resources, many
councils and their ratepayers could be severely and detrimentally impacted by this infringement review
fiasco; is the state government considering the provision of funding relief to local government to assist
in mitigating the financial impact on ratepayers, particularly noting that some councils have exposure
of several millions of dollars?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (17:35): Councils are not coming to me as Minister for Local Government asking for
money at the moment. What they are doing is trying to find out what is going on in their council at the
moment. If they do have exposure, they are actually going through a review process. Like I said, these
councils are self-governing; they are autonomous entities. They will go through their processes, they
will seek legal advice if they have got any exposure at all and then they will act appropriately.
BENALLA PUBLIC TRANSPORT
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (17:36): My question is for the Minister for Road Safety and the
TAC. Minister, my question is in the context of the government’s flexible local transport solutions
program. For those who are unaware of that program, it aims to support flexible tailored transport
services or trials in regional Victoria. The idea is that these funded initiatives must help deliver better
connectivity to regional centres or make it easier for regional Victorians to use public transport.
Minister, my question is: can you please update the Council on measures the Andrews Labor
government is taking to improve public transport in the township of Benalla in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (17:37): I thank Mr Gepp for his question and his interest in better
access to public transport and better transport outcomes for people in northern Victoria. Mr Gepp on
this occasion asks about the community of Benalla. When you say Benalla, I think, ‘Hello, Ms Symes’,
having spent three years sitting next to her in this place, hearing lots about Benalla, her home town.
Members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD: They do. They share, and they get along like a house on fire. They are both
excellent, hardworking members for northern Victoria. It is very exciting to have the opportunity to
respond to Mr Gepp’s interest in all things Benalla too, which is just wonderful.
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If I could take the opportunity to update the house, the Andrews government has been working with
the Benalla Rural City Council on a $62 000 upgrade of Irwin Road. This will allow passengers with
different needs to access the Yooralla disability job service provider. It is a really fabulous project for
members of the Benalla community. Until now Irwin Road has not met the requirements that exist to
be included on the local public bus route, which means that buses have had to stop quite a long way
from Yooralla, requiring elderly passengers and those with accessibility needs to travel quite long
distances to access the job provider.
The project that I am very pleased our government is funding, Mr Gepp, is on track for completion
within the next few weeks. It involves extending the road to create a turning circle. This upgrade will
allow for the bus route to include Irwin Road so that the Benalla community, including some of its
most vulnerable members, can access Yooralla safely and directly. Adding the bus turning circle will
also provide improved transport options along Sydney Road, including for residents of the Gateway
Lifestyle village, who have been very strong advocates for this project. I am sure Mr Gepp and indeed
Ms Symes are well aware of that. This is a great result for the people of Benalla, particularly those in
the community who use Yooralla’s services or who live along the new section of the bus route.
So often our road infrastructure is supporting and servicing our public transport network and access to
public transport. Of course traditionally perhaps we have often had debates about transport that have
had a kind of road-versus-rail mindset. The approach that I, Minister Horne and Minister Allan are
taking is very much about rethinking the entire transport experience based on what individual members
of the community and industries need to get around as simply as possible without being too caught up
on one versus the other, because they are so often very intimately related, as they are in this case.
FAMILY VIOLENCE
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:40): My question is to the Minister for Health, representing
the Minister for Prevention of Family Violence. The protection of vulnerable persons continues to be
a core value of Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party, and this is reflected in our policy for domestic violence
reform. On average eight women present to hospital every day because of domestic violence. Last
week the federal government announced the next round of funding for its domestic violence action
plan, providing $328 million until 2022. My question to the minister is: with this funding, what will
be the steps taken by the Andrews government to ensure greater safety for women and families?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(17:40): I thank the member for the question he has directed to me in my capacity representing Minister
Gabrielle Williams in the other place. What I can advise the member is that the Andrews Labor
government has a very proud track record when it comes to responding to family violence. We have
set ourselves a very ambitious task, and that is to end family violence in our society. We know that
this is a task that cannot be achieved overnight. We have had a longstanding situation of more than
60 per cent of police call-outs actually relating to family violence. We have always responded to this
issue as Victoria’s number one law and order issue. This is why we held Australia’s first royal
commission into family violence. This is why we have put more than $2.6 billion of investment into
a raft of measures to address this issue.
The federal coalition government has had, by comparison, a very poor track record when it comes to
investing in these issues. That has been a disappointment not just to me but also to people in the family
violence sector, because the level of investment that we are making as a government is vastly more
than all jurisdictions combined right across our nation.
The issue that the member has raised relates specifically to some recent funding, and we would always
welcome funding from the commonwealth in relation to addressing these issues. We would like them
to work with us in relation to these issues, but it has been very slow to come. It is disappointing that
these types of announcements are just being made on the eve of a federal election, but I will refer the
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specifics of the member’s question to the responsible minister and seek to provide him with some
further advice in relation to the specifics of the issue that he has asked about.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:43): Is the minister able to provide any insight into whether
Victorians can expect the federal government’s additional funding for the prevention of domestic
violence to be matched by the state government in next month’s budget?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(17:43): I thank the member for his question. As I have already outlined to the member and to the
house, our government has already made a raft of investments in relation to family violence. As is the
usual habit, we never pre-empt the budget process ahead of it being handed down. It will be handed
down obviously in a matter of weeks. Again, I will refer this matter to the responsible minister to see
if she is able to provide the member with any additional information. I am sure that he will be provided
with a range of information from the responsible minister about the raft of investments that we have
already made as a government to address the scourge that is family violence in our state.
JOAN KIRNER WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (17:44): My question is also to the Minister for Health.
Minister, can you outline to the house the services that will be available to women and children as well
as their families once the wonderful new Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital opens its
doors in May?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(17:44): I thank the member for her question and for her interest, and I thank her for joining me and
the Premier and many other members representing Western Metropolitan Region in this house. It was
fantastic to have such a strong Labor presence in recent days as we visited and got a sneak peek at the
brand-new $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital. When it opens later this year
it will allow more women to give birth closer to home and provide world-class maternity and specialist
paediatric care to families and children in the western suburbs.
Western Health already provide health services to a growing region in the west of Melbourne, and it
is a diverse and ever-growing community. This is why we have responded in the way that we have.
This is why we made that investment of $200 million and we got on with building this hospital. It will
take pressure off the nearby Sunshine Hospital, and it is expected to deliver—or to see literally
delivered—7000 babies every year by 2026. It will comprise 237—
Ms Shing: They will all need baby bundles.
Ms MIKAKOS: And for those first-time parents, Ms Shing, they will get baby bundles, absolutely.
It will comprise 237 beds in new and refurbished accommodation, 20 maternity delivery rooms,
39 special care nursery cots and four theatres and additional clinics that will see more than
140 000 patients each year. Importantly the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital will offer
patients in the western suburbs services that they have never had access to before, ensuring that our
sickest babies will get access to the first neonatal intensive care unit in the western suburbs. This will
mean that those very sick babies will be able to be cared for much closer to home, taking away that
inconvenience for parents having to travel considerable distances to spend time with their little baby
in those challenging few weeks after birth.
Of course it is no use building these state-of-the-art facilities if you do not have the right numbers of
staff in place and give them the resources that they need, so I am proud that we will have more than
150 nurses and midwives that will call the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital home in the
coming months, and that recruitment process is well underway. It was fantastic to meet and to chat
with some of the staff, who are very, very excited about this new hospital. I am proud that we have as
a government already seen the recent passage of new and improved nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-
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patient ratios. What that means of course is that patients at this hospital and other hospitals will get
that additional support both for mothers and for babies, as well as other patients across our health system.
We are proud as a government to stand with our nurses and midwives, because we do value the work
that they do and the dedicated care that they provide to patients each and every day. We have also as
a government made a $1.5 billion commitment to rebuild Footscray Hospital, another project that I
am very excited about, and that will just continue to add to the support that we are giving to the people
in Melbourne’s growing western suburbs, because it is only Labor that delivers this type of
infrastructure and the staffing levels that Victorian patients need and that the people in the western
suburbs need.
STEELVISION
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:48): My question is to the Minister for Regional
Development. Minister, I refer you to revelations that $400 000 in taxpayers funds originally awarded
by the Andrews government to Steelvision to establish a new Morwell factory and create more than
50 new jobs has been diverted to pay outstanding debts, which now total more than $21 million
according to the administrators. In light of the apparent monumental due diligence failures involved
here in awarding taxpayers funds and also your statement in question time on 20 February that you
are, and I quote, ‘having a look at the processes in regard to this particular company’, can you advise
why the due diligence undertaken did not exclude this company given the dire financial troubles this
company was obviously in?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:49): I thank Ms Wooldridge for her question in relation to Steelvision,
and I acknowledge Ms Shing asked a similar question last parliamentary sitting. I reiterate this is a
very difficult time for Steelvision’s 50 former employees, their families and a number of small businesses
in that area. There were also a number of employees at the Morwell site employed through a labour
hire firm who have been impacted by this. As I explained last sitting week, it is certainly the role of
the administrators to make decisions in relation to Steelvision’s debts and the future of the company.
Importantly our government is committed to transition in these circumstances, and we have the worker
transition service that is on the ground liaising with the administrators to deliver coordinated
information sessions to retrenched workers to help get them on the path of getting a new job. Local
suppliers, as we know, have also been affected by Steelvision’s financial difficulties, and they can get
business transition and support services through the Latrobe Valley supply chain transition program,
which is another great program that we have on the ground in the Latrobe Valley.
In relation to due diligence, all investments of course involve some degree of risk, and I think as a
government we should not shy away from risk when it leads to grants that can lead to employment of
people, particularly in country areas. We undertake due diligence on each application. Steelvision was
considered a medium risk when it was analysed, but official credit reports did not raise red flags at that
time. As reiterated last week, because of what has happened I have asked the department to look at
our processes, and I have not received that advice back in relation to—
Ms Wooldridge: So it’s a month and you still don’t know.
Ms SYMES: I asked about it this week, and I am told it is imminent that their advice will be coming
through. What I would say is we remain committed to dealing with the fallout of this situation. Of course
we are looking at the due diligence. It did not raise red flags at the time, and I await further advice.
Mr O’Donohue: There was a medium risk.
Ms SYMES: As I said, there is a risk in all business investments.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:52): Thank you, Minister. It was not last sitting
week; it was 20 February, which is a month ago. It is very disappointing, given the pressures that
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companies in Morwell are facing, that you still do not have answers in relation to this company.
Minister, I ask that given taxpayer—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Ms Wooldridge to ask her question, in silence.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Minister, given taxpayers funds have been used for a purpose other than
what was agreed, will the government seek to recover the granted funds?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:52): I will have to await advice on that, Ms Wooldridge. We are looking
at the details of the program. But I would add that the company is in administration, and I would
actually much prefer our efforts go toward the recovery of money for businesses in the region and
helping people transition to a new job before we look at any repayment to the government.
AFRICAN-AUSTRALIAN MULTICULTURAL EMPLOYMENT AND YOUTH
SERVICES
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:53): My question is for Minister Symes, representing
the Minister for Multicultural Affairs in the other place. Will the minister allocate funds to the AfricanAustralian Multicultural Employment and Youth Services, known as AAMEYS, to build on its highly
effective program of African-Australian youth engagement? AAMEYS is a not-for-profit organisation
that responds to the multiple challenges of the African-Australian community. An aim of this
organisation is to build stronger communities through engagement and participation in social and
economic services, particularly for disengaged African-Australian youths. AAMEYS needs funds to
develop an evidence-based strategy that enables local schools, families and communities to identify
those at risk and strengthen their school, student, family and local community relationships. In addition
they plan to provide a how-to resource to effectively partake in—
The PRESIDENT: Time! Did you ask the question?
Dr CUMMING: I did.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:54): I thank the member for her question and her interest in this
organisation. She is obviously very passionate about it, and from her articulation it sounds like a great
company. I will of course pass on the question to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, the Honourable
Dick Wynne, and I am sure he will be grateful to receive that question and provide her with an answer.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:54): I want to briefly say: can the minister also advise
on what funding options are available for services like AAMEYS?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:54): Thank you, Dr Cumming, for your supplementary question, and of
course I will pass that on to the minister responsible.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (17:55): In relation to today’s questions, I thank Minister Symes for offering to
get written responses as per the standing orders for Dr Cumming for both of her questions. I thank
Minister Mikakos for getting a written response from the Minister for Prevention of Family Violence
for both of Mr Grimley’s questions as well. I also thank the Leader of the Government for getting
written responses to both of the questions of Mr Limbrick to the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. I ask Minister Somyurek if he could give a written response to Mr O’Donohue’s
substantive question. In saying that, given the lateness of the day, instead of one sitting day we can
make it two; I think we can be generous with that.
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Ms Wooldridge: On a point of order, President, last sitting week, on Thursday, 7 March, I asked a
question of Ms Tierney, and later that evening you asked for a written response in two days. Given
Thursday night and given the public holiday, that would have been 12 March. I did not receive that
response until today, seven days late and outside the standing orders, and I ask that you counsel the
minister in relation to fulfilling the requirements of the standing orders in terms of the response time
in relation to question time, or alternatively if the minister is not aware that the standing orders changed
last September, then perhaps we can alert her to the fact that the standing orders have now changed
and it is not sitting days but business days so that other members do not receive responses a week late.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think, Ms Wooldridge, your point of order might have covered the
whole concern and the chamber has been reminded about the standing orders around two business
days, so I am sure ministers will do their best to adhere to that.
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (17:57): I have answers to the
following 70 questions on notice: 22–32, 43, 50, 64–7, 72–8, 80, 83–90, 98, 100, 102, 154–86, 192.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:57): My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads. My Northern Metropolitan Region constituents are frustrated with the traffic congestion on
Bell Street in Melbourne’s northern suburbs. Many residents of Melbourne’s north spend far too much
time in traffic and not enough time with their families. At the last election the opposition committed
to upgrading the intersections at Bell Street and St Georges Road and Bell Street and Albert Street in
Preston, improving the traffic flow in Melbourne’s north. Minister, will your government fix these
intersections so commuters can spend more time with their families?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (17:58): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Education, the Honourable James Merlino. My question relates to the recent events in Christchurch.
Firstly, I wish to express my condolences to the people of New Zealand and in particular our Muslim
community both in Christchurch and around the world. I also reaffirm that Victoria is a state that
values and celebrates diversity. My question is: can the minister outline to me how the government is
supporting my constituents, in particular the staff and students in the various Muslim schools in my
electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:58): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Housing. A constituent of mine works in the homelessness sector and raises concerns in relation to the
infestation of bed bugs at a number of low-cost accommodation premises in my electorate, including
the Victoria Hotel in Victoria Street, North Melbourne. She explained that homeless clients are often
funded for several nights of emergency accommodation at the Victoria Hotel by the government’s
Housing Establishment Fund scheme. She stated that clients commonly report bed bugs at this hotel
and advised that some have required hospital admission due to their severe reaction to the bed bug
bites, or required antibiotic medications for infected bites. As the Age reported on 14 February, this
type of problem is prevalent across crisis accommodation in northern Melbourne. My constituent asks:
bearing in mind the nexus with government funding, what is the minister doing to address this issue?
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NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:59): My question is for the Minister for Health. I have long
advocated for the need for radiotherapy services to be established in Shepparton, having raised the
need for this life-saving treatment for local patients some 55 times over the last four years. I have told
the personal stories of local cancer patients and of the additional burden they face by having to travel
for life-saving treatment. In addition I have advocated that if the state government fails to establish a
public radiotherapy service in Shepparton and a private provider steps in to fill that void, by
establishing a private clinic providing radiotherapy services, then the state government should enter
into a partnership with the private provider to provide funding to enable public patients to access
services at that clinic so that radiotherapy is accessible to all cancer patients, both public and private.
Will the minister give a commitment to providing recurrent funding to any private service provider
that establishes radiotherapy services in Shepparton prior to a public service being established to
ensure such treatment is accessible to all patients?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (18:01): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Planning. I refer the minister to the case of my constituent Graham Huntly, who is helping the
government meet its renewable energy target by putting solar panels on his home at Ross Street,
Elsternwick. If Woolworths succeeds in building 10 and 14-storey towers in Elsternwick, Mr Huntly’s
sunlight will be blocked and his solar panel investment—to say nothing of his quality of life—will be
devalued. What rules does the government have in place to stop developments overshadowing solar
panels, and will the minister support Glen Eira council’s eight-storey height controls—and make them
mandatory—and reject 10 and 14-storey towers in Elsternwick?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18:02): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Roads. I want to quote from an email from a constituent:
I have a son who is an apprentice and must use his car to get to and from work as we live in Gembrook and
he works in Dandenong South. Given that there is no public transport in the early hours of the morning in
Gembrook, nor is his work place close to any train stations … public transport is not an option …
Can you please advise why your scheme only applies to apprentices who drive outside of usual work hours
as I am at a loss as why an apprentice who goes to work between the hours of 8:30pm and 5:30am is any
different to an apprentice who travels to work between the hours of 5:30am and 8:30pm.

My constituency question for the minister is: why does the discount on registration only apply to those
people who work at those particular hours and not to apprentices who work the normal hours of
apprentices?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:02): My question is to the Minister for Housing, Richard
Wynne. I ask the minister to detail planned programs to get homeless and rough-sleeping people into
supported accommodation. I am disturbed to learn that our homelessness and insecure housing crisis
extends beyond the visible rough sleepers on the streets of the inner city. Over 14 000 people accessed
homelessness assistance services in the council areas that touch the Eastern Metropolitan Region in
the last financial year. It saddens me to say my region represented 15 per cent of that service. Local
councils and support services are struggling. I spoke with the City of Monash, who now have a staff
member dedicated to this, and they said the problem is immense. The first person to move into a new
parking development in Monash was a homeless woman. Monash has more than 800 homeless—
35 per cent are sleeping in cars and 18 per cent in local parks—who all need our help. I ask the minister
to detail ongoing plans to assist councils in our region to get people into supported accommodation.
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WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:04): My constituency question tonight is for the
Minister for Education. Recently I met with the school community of Chilwell Primary School, where
I was shocked to learn of the blatant disregard for the concerns of the school council in relation to an
upgrade of their school facilities by the Victorian School Building Authority. The VSBA plans to
spend $2.4 million on a refurbishment of an outdated building instead of working with the school
community on the construction of a new fit-for-purpose structure, for the same dollar spend, capable
of managing their growing student population and providing extra play space. I call on the minister to
immediately halt the contract signing between the VSBA and the construction tenderer until there is
proper consultation with the elected school council of Chilwell school.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:05): I am not entirely sure who this constituency question
should be directed to, but I will take a wild punt and direct it to the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, the Honourable Jacinta Allan. Traffic on Palmers Road, Sayers Road and Point Cook
Road has never been great, but it is now way beyond a joke and is getting worse every day. Even
during non-peak times traffic on these roads is often horrendous. One constituent contacted me today
with the news that her commute from Point Cook to Sunshine took over an hour and a half. Minister,
this is insanity and cannot be allowed to continue. Maybe we need a west–west link. When can the
people of Wyndham expect to receive desperately needed relief from hopelessly crowded roads in the
Western Metropolitan Region?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:05): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure and relates to the safety of the level crossing at Tooronga. I have met with and
spoken to the principals of Bialik College and Auburn High School, who are both extremely concerned
about the safety of their students. I understand that the Auburn South Primary School principal has
also raised concerns. Of particular concern to them is the gridlock of traffic when gates are down,
including cars being caught between the pedestrian crossing and the train, causing numbers of people,
including children, to jaywalk as a result; an unusual right-hand turn which traps cars on the train lines;
a double lane that merges into one lane; and the lack of any infrastructure—lights, footpath or a
crossing—on Carroll Crescent. Bialik College will be expanding to include a new creche in July and
is particularly concerned about the safety of young mothers with babies and toddlers trying to cross at
Tooronga Road. So I ask: could the minister please provide an explanation as to when the Tooronga
level crossing is to be listed for removal, or if it is not, when will this area be upgraded and made safe
for the hundreds of children who use the crossing every day?
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Bills
WILDLIFE AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF BIRDS) BILL 2019
Introduction and first reading
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (18:07): I move to introduce a bill for an act to amend the
Wildlife Act 1975 to protect certain birds by prohibiting their hunting, shooting or wounding for the
purposes of sport and recreation, to make consequential amendments to other acts and for other
purposes, and I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Mr MEDDICK: I move:
That the second reading be made an order of the day for the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 4
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:07): Pursuant to section 35 of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003, I lay on the table Alert Digest No. 4 of 2019 from the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, including appendices. I move:
That the report be published.

Motion agreed to.
Papers
BUDGET SECTOR
2018–19 Mid-Year Financial Report
The Clerk: Pursuant to section 27D(6)(c) of the Financial Management Act 1994, I lay on the table
a copy of the 2018–19 Mid-Year Financial Report, incorporating quarterly financial report no. 2.
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Victoria—
State of the Yarra and its Parklands Report, 2018.
Victorian State of the Environment 2018 Report—Scientific Assessments Part 3, together with a
Summary Report.
Murray-Darling Basin Authority—Report, 2017–18.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament—
Residential Tenancies Act 1997—No. 14.
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Act 2015—No. 15.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 12 and 14.
Wildlife Act 1975—Wildlife (Prohibition of Game Hunting) Notice, Gazetted 8 March 2019.
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Production of documents
TOORAK ROAD, KOOYONG, LEVEL CROSSING
The Clerk: I lay on the table a letter from the Attorney-General dated 18 March 2019 in response
to the resolution of the Council of 20 February 2019 relating to the Toorak Road, Kooyong, level
crossing removal project. The letter states that there was insufficient time to respond and that a final
response to the order will be provided as soon as possible.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
GENERAL BUSINESS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:15): On behalf of Mr Davis, by leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business on Wednesday, 20 March 2019:
(1) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Rich-Phillips in relation to the partial revocation of multiple
amending deeds under the Melbourne City Link Act 1995;
(2) the notice of motion given this day by Ms Crozier (for Mr Davis) referring a matter to the Environment
and Planning Committee in relation to dangerous cladding used on buildings;
(3) notice of motion 5, standing in the name of Mr Davis, referring a matter to the Economy and
Infrastructure Committee relating to public sector infrastructure and public works projects; and
(4) the notice of motion given this day by Ms Bath referring a matter to the Economy and Infrastructure
Committee relating to illegal, on-farm animal activist activity.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
DROUIN LIBRARY
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (18:16): In this digital age the roles of libraries are changing,
and thanks to a major renovation the Drouin library will be able to serve the community in this modern
age. The building has had a $275 000 restoration, and when I was down there last week on behalf of
Minister Somyurek it was clearly money well spent. Libraries, especially in rural and regional areas,
are about so much more than books. They bring people together for learning, leisure and forming
connections and bonds, and they offer technology and places to meet. They also provide vital services
to young kids and their parents, including reading groups and playgroups. The young ones who were
there on the day were in full voice and enjoying story time with a very vibrant leader from the Baw
Baw Shire Council.
The makeover at Drouin library will encourage more people to visit, with improved disability access
at the front and back, construction of an outdoor reading deck, an upgrade of the toilets, recarpeting,
wall repairs and a refurbished activity room for community groups and a special place for the Drouin
History Group to meet and do their important work. Of course there is wi-fi, which is essential for
knowledge and communications in the modern era. I would like to give a big shout-out to all the
dedicated staff at the Drouin library and encourage all of the locals to check out the great changes.
VOLUNTEER FIRE BRIGADES VICTORIA URBAN STATE CHAMPIONSHIPS
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:18): It was my great pleasure to attend the 136th annual
Urban State Championships for Victorian volunteer fire brigades held in Bendigo over the long
weekend in March. Competitors, officials, supporters and volunteers from 50 different brigades,
including three from Western Australia and one from New South Wales, came together to develop
and showcase their skills over a variety of firefighting disciplines.
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Brigade events are a very important tradition within the volunteer fire brigade fraternity. Events like
the state championships allow competitors to test themselves against other brigades, providing
opportunity and incentive to improve their individual and brigade skill levels. Not only do they play
an important part in the brigade’s training program, competitions also build friendships, camaraderie
and trust between brigades in a social setting that reaps benefits when they come together as strike
teams at major fires.
To state president Nev Jones, the entire executive and state councillors of Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria, thank you for all the work you do to support our volunteer firefighters throughout Victoria,
and congratulations on another successful state championships. Finally, to all of the events competitors
and their families, congratulations on a wonderful state championships and thank you for the tireless
work that you all carry out to keep our communities safe. Next year’s event will be a combined event,
with the urban and rural fire brigades coming together, and it will be held in Mooroopna. I look forward
to welcoming CFA brigades from across Victoria to my home area.
NUCLEAR ENERGY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:19): I visited the Scienceworks museum a
while ago, and the most amazing thing about the experience was not any one of the exhibits but what
was not there. In an era when we desperately want to reduce carbon dioxide emissions, there was no
mention anywhere of the n-word. I refer of course to nuclear—one way we can produce carbondioxide-free baseload energy. Of course it would take a few years to construct a nuclear reactor, but
as true environmentalists like me love to say, while the best time to build a nuclear reactor was 20 years
ago, the second-best time is now. But if you search for nuclear on the Scienceworks website, you will
get zero results, even for nuclear medicine. This is despite the fact that the Peter MacCallum Cancer
Centre here in Melbourne is doing amazing work to find cures for cancer with nuclear medicine.
Similarly, when I attended the climate strike by students last Friday, the n-word was nowhere to be
seen. It is disgraceful that our children are not being given the facts about the most effective climate
change solution. Australia has huge uranium deposits but is the only G20 nation that does not use
nuclear power. It is like Alaskans refusing to use ice on ideological grounds. To use another analogy,
people saying there is a climate emergency but refusing to support nuclear power is like people yelling
‘Fire!’ but refusing to help because a fire truck is the wrong colour.
The Liberal Democrats do not call for any special treatment for nuclear power, only for the removal
of the legal impediments. If we choose to clear the way for nuclear power, Victoria can become
Australia’s energy leader.
JOHN ‘SZAJA’ CHASKIEL
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (18:21): It was very moving to recently attend the formal
announcement by Premier Daniel Andrews at the Jewish Holocaust Centre in Elsternwick of a grant
of over $125 000 to support the completion of a pioneering virtual reality project. This incredible film
follows in the footsteps of Holocaust survivor John ‘Szaja’ Chaskiel in the Auschwitz and Birkenau
camps, sharing his extraordinary journey of survival.
The Premier was able to gain a sense of this incredible virtual reality experience by placing special
equipment over his head and eyes which allows the viewer to visually move around the concentration
camps, with commentary from Szaja to guide the viewer. The viewer is encouraged to move their head
wide and far in order to simulate the most realistic experience possible. As the Premier moved his head
around with the special equipment, fellow Southern Metropolitan Labor member Philip Dalidakis,
MP, others in attendance and I were able to view Szaja’s journey on a wide screen. The sheer size of
the camps is overwhelming, and it gives the viewer a sense of the magnitude of the Nazi regime’s
extermination agenda. I was particularly confronted when Szaja walked past the cremation chambers
in the film. It is a chilling reminder of the meticulous process undertaken by the Nazis to manifest the
mass destruction of Jewish people during World War II.
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Szaja has been a very passionate advocate for the development of the film so that he can share it with
his grandchildren and beyond. Szaja’s wife has apparently been a tremendous support in getting the
project off the ground, as it must be very emotional for Szaja to relive the experience of the
concentration camps again. I look forward to viewing this project once it is complete. It is vital that
stories like Szaja’s are spread wide and far to prevent the repeat of the horrors of the Holocaust.
DAVID JARMAN
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18:22): I would like to acknowledge the sad passing of
David Jarman, who was the inaugural Mornington Peninsula Shire Council mayor. He was an
outstanding local contributor in so many ways. Previously he was a councillor with the Flinders shire
before amalgamation, a well-respected Rotarian and a member of the local Victorian Farmers
Federation branch. I personally had a lot to do with David and his amazing wife, Joy Jarman, OAM,
on their advocacy for people with disability, including seeking better residential options for people
with disability. He was a remarkable person who will be greatly missed by so many in the Mornington
Peninsula shire. It has been a great privilege to have known David for so many years.
MORNINGTON PENINSULA AGRICULTURAL WATER SUPPLY
Mr O’DONOHUE: I would like to join the call by the president of the Mornington Peninsula
branch of the Victorian Farmers Federation for better use of the water resource that is currently
discharged at the south-east outfall near Gunnamatta. Farmers are doing it tough on the Mornington
Peninsula, but with access to more class A water they could provide better returns for the community,
with more food grown closer to Melbourne, and make better use of the wonderful green wedge land
that exists across the Mornington Peninsula. I endorse the calls by the peninsula branch president,
Eddie Matt, for action on this. I call on the Minister for Water, Lisa Neville, to do something to provide
more water to those hardworking farmers.
COMMUNITY ACHIEVEMENTS
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18:24): In this week of great tragedy, I feel it is a perfect
time to reflect on some of the good being done in our community and to recognise those individuals
and organisations that are doing it—people like former parish priest Michael Parer, who is doing
wonderful work to heal the pain inflicted by the Catholic Church by lobbying for swift changes to the
inadequate redress scheme and to create a healing garden to support victims and survivors of child sex
abuse in both Sale and Ballarat, like Ethan Mileikowski and Lachlan Lewis, who left school to
participate in the incredible rally for climate change last week, and like the organisers of the ChillOut
Festival, which I attended a fortnight ago, which aimed to bring together the rural LGBTI community
of Victoria in a show of love and solidarity. Or Karen Crombie, the publisher of the inspiring book
Intrepid Women, which I had the privilege of launching last week. Or the excellent staff of the United
Nations Association of Australia in Victoria and the Immigration Museum, where I participated in a
panel discussion on the UN Global Compact on Refugees in Australia. Or Alison Coelho from the
Centre for Culture, Ethnicity and Health, who is focussing on lobbying for the rights of international
students working as sex workers and tackling the prickly issue of refugee sexual health. I celebrate
them all. These are all people and organisations that make Victoria proud, and I look forward to
continuing to work together with them all.
VICTORIA POLICE
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:26): From the day I first entered this house, I have been a
staunch supporter of the men and women of Victoria Police. I am not talking about police command;
I have had plenty to say about it over the years, and I might have a word or two more yet. No, my
support is for Victoria’s finest—the police men and women who make up the thin blue line, the men
and women who put themselves on the line to protect the community, the men and women who risk
injury and trauma every day and night to make us safer.
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I know far too many police officers who have had their families and lives destroyed as a result of
physical and psychological wounds suffered on the job. Just this week I was contacted by a constituent
who had suffered broken ribs after he was assaulted last weekend. He told me it was the third time he
had suffered the same injury on uty. He was punched and kneed during a domestic violence incident
he had been called to. The female sergeant who accompanied him was kicked in the face, and another
female officer was also injured.
What hurt probably more than the injuries is what followed. On Monday of this week the offender
appeared in court and was sentenced to just three months jail. That is one month for each police officer
he assaulted. This is a disgrace and should never be repeated. I have to wonder how the community
can be expected to give police the respect that is their due when some sections of the judiciary treat
them with such contempt. Gilbert and Sullivan told us a policeman’s lot is not a happy one. In Daniel
Andrews’s Victoria that lot is all too often totally miserable.
FIGHTING PTSD VICPOL
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18:27): I rise today to congratulate Glenn ‘Dutchy’ Holland,
founder of Fighting PTSD VicPol, on his hard work in raising awareness of Victoria Police officers
and veterans who suffer from PTSD and in raising funds to combat this issue. Not only do Glenn and
his team of volunteers raise much-needed funds, they also participate in events to raise awareness of
post-traumatic stress injuries in police officers past and present.
One such event they are participating in is the Run for the Kids, to be held on 7 April in Melbourne.
My wife and my staff will also be participating in the event and will be proud members of the Fighting
PTSD VicPol team. Mental health issues in emergency services workers is an area close to my heart,
having witnessed horrific crime scenes, assaults on my colleagues and other highly stressful situations
that are unfortunately in the nature of being a cop, as Mr Finn just alluded to. Furthermore, the run
will also help support the Royal Children’s Hospital Good Friday Appeal. I have had both personal
and professional experience with the staff at the hospital, and I am constantly amazed at their great
work and dedication in improving the health and wellbeing of children and adolescents.
I cannot guarantee we will make great times—I cannot even guarantee that we will run, but we will
definitely walk when we cross the finish line—but I am looking forward to standing strong with Glenn,
his team and survivors of PTSD in our endeavours to support the remarkable work of the Royal
Children’s Hospital.
CHRISTCHURCH MOSQUES TERRORIST ATTACK
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:29): Last week’s terror attack in Christchurch is still
so awful to comprehend—a senseless, shocking act that was horrific in every sense of the word. As
our Prime Minister, Scott Morrison, said, it was an attack on all peace-loving people; an attack on one
faith is an attack on all; it was a cowardly attack on innocence. My sympathy and condolences to all
family members and friends of those who were innocently caught up in this atrocity and have lost their
lives or are still recovering in hospital—indeed, my thoughts go to the entire Christchurch and New
Zealand community at this very sad time.
WARREN ROBERTS
Ms CROZIER: On a happier note, last week I had the great pleasure to attend, along with my
parliamentary colleagues Michael O’Brien, Tim Smith and David Davis, a farewell to celebrate and
acknowledge 23 years of service by Warren Roberts. Warren has had a distinguished career with the
Stonnington City Council, serving in a variety of capacities, the last being as CEO. His many
accomplishments were spoken about on the night by Cr Melina Sehr, but of particular note were
Warren’s championing of the redevelopment of the Cato Square car park, which will truly transform
that space; the Yarra River biodiversity project, which as a local resident I have watched evolve and
which has enhanced the Yarra River in the area; his foresight in identifying and supporting council in
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the purchase of their current offices; and for many of us, his efforts to support the many small
businesses within Stonnington that would have been affected by the former Brumby Labor
government’s devastating clearways policy, a disastrous initiative that thankfully the council, the small
business community and the general community took to the streets to fight. Congratulations again to
Warren for all that he has achieved.
CULTURAL DIVERSITY WEEK
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:30): This week across Victoria we celebrate Cultural
Diversity Week. It is a time to reflect upon and celebrate our multiculturalism. Our multiculturalism
here in Victoria is one that binds over 200 diverse communities harmoniously together in this beautiful
state we call home. These communities have chosen to call Victoria home, and we are all the richer
for it. Together we get to learn about each other, share and adopt the best of each other’s values and
practices, and together create our own distinctive culture, a distinctive multi-culture.
Perhaps what is most often missed, however, in our discussion of what multiculturalism means is that
it is not just about sharing our food and arts, which are of course wonderful. Real multiculturalism also
involves a genuine commitment to understanding and accepting each other as we are. It is not just
about attending and enjoying a festival. It is also about standing up for each other and by each other
when the other is isolated, disadvantaged or attacked.
This Cultural Diversity Week, especially this year when our multiculturalism seems to be under so
much strain, let us renew our commitment to genuinely understanding and caring for each other no
matter the language we speak, the faith we practise or the country we hail from. Let us commit to
creating space in our hearts and lives for each other.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 7.39 p.m.
Business of the house
ORDERS OF THE DAY
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (19:40): I move:
That the consideration of order of the day 1, for the resumption of debate on the motion for the address-inreply to the speech of the Governor, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (19:41): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 10 to 57, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
SESSIONAL ORDERS
The PRESIDENT: This is one of the unique motions that we go through every term, and people
will go through their contributions in terms of being in support of, or not, Mr Jennings’s motion. We
would like anyone that makes a contribution and has amendments to move their amendments. We will
distribute their amendments, but we will hold off on voting on a series of amendments until the end of
all the contributions. We will then go through the amendments to the sessional orders motion in a
similar way to a committee stage and have a series of divisions, or not.
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Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (19:42): I would like to have
circulated an amended version of the sessional orders that I gave notice of last sitting week so that the
chamber could be mindful of the variations to the sessional orders that are on the notice paper. I move,
by leave, in an amended form:
That until the end of the session, unless otherwise ordered by the Council:
(1) The following sessional orders be adopted, to come into operation on Thursday, 21 March 2019:
1.

Days and hours of meeting
(1) Standing Order 4.01(1)(a) is suspended to the extent necessary so as to provide that the hour
of meeting of the Council on Tuesday will be at 12.00 noon.
(2) After Standing Order 4.01(2) insert the following:
(3) Unless otherwise ordered by the Council, the House will suspend for a meal break on
Tuesday and Thursday at 6.30 p.m. for 60 minutes.
(a) A Member may move, without leave, to suspend or alter the duration of the meal
break in (3)(a). The Chair will put the question forthwith without debate.”.

2.

Interruption of debate—Messages
In Standing Order 4.07(7) for “will” substitute “may”.

3.

Extension of sitting—Committee of the whole
For the purposes of Standing Order 4.08, a declared extension in accordance with Standing
Order 4.08(1)(b) may be made by the Minister at the Table during Committee of the whole.

4.

Order of business
Standing Order 5.02(2) and (3) is suspended and the following order of business will apply on
Wednesday—
Messages
Formal Business
Members’ Statements (up to 15 Members)
General Business
At 12 noon Questions
Answers to Questions on Notice
General Business (until 5.15 p.m.)
At 5.15 p.m. Statements on reports, papers and petitions (30 minutes)
Government Business (maximum 60 minutes)
At 6.45 p.m. Adjournment (up to 20 Members)

5.

Time limits
(1) Standing Order 5.03 is suspended to the extent necessary so as to provide that the total time
for statements on reports, papers and petitions is 30 minutes.
(2) In Standing Order 5.03, for “Statements on reports and papers (Standing Order 9.10)”
substitute “Statements on reports, papers and petitions (Standing Order 9.10)”.
(3) Standing Order 5.03 Time limits Government Business (Standing Order 5.06) is suspended
and the following will apply:
Government Business (Standing Order 5.06)
Total time

No limit

Main Government lead speaker

30 minutes

Main Opposition lead speaker

30 minutes

Other lead speakers

30 minutes

Remaining speakers

15 minutes
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(4) Standing Order 5.03 Time limits General Business (Standing Order 5.07) is suspended and
the following will apply:
General Business (Standing Order 5.07)
Total time

90 minutes

Mover/Sponsor

30 minutes

Main Government lead speaker

30 minutes

Other lead speakers

30 minutes

Remaining speakers

15 minutes

(5) In Standing Order 5.03 Time limits, insert the following new Sessional Order:
Private Member Bills—second reading debate
Total time

No limit

Mover/Sponsor

30 minutes

Main Government lead speaker

30 minutes

Other lead speakers

30 minutes

Remaining speakers

15 minutes

(6) Standing Order 5.03 Time limits Questions without notice (Standing Order 8.04) is
suspended and the following will apply:
Questions without notice (Standing Order 8.04)
Each Member

1 minute

Minister’s answer

3 minutes

(7) Standing Order 5.03 Time limits Government Bills—second reading debate is suspended and
the following will apply:
Government Bills—second reading debate
Total time

No limit

Main Government lead speaker

30 minutes

Main Opposition lead speaker

30 minutes

Other lead speakers

30 minutes

Remaining speakers

15 minutes

(8) Standing Order 5.03 Time limits Budget debate is suspended and the following will apply:
Budget debate
Total time

6.

No limit

Main Government lead speaker

30 minutes

Main Opposition lead speaker

30 minutes

Other lead speakers

30 minutes

Remaining speakers

15 minutes

Questions without notice and Ministers’ statements
Standing Order 8.04 is suspended and the following will apply:
(1) Questions without notice may be asked at the time prescribed by Standing Order 5.02 when
any business before the Council will be interrupted.
(2) Only non-Government Members may ask oral questions without notice.
(3) After every second oral question without notice a Minister may seek the call to make a
statement of up to two minutes.
(4) The time allocated for questions without notice will be until eight oral questions have been
answered and four Ministers’ statements have been made.
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Content of answers
(1) After Standing Order 8.07(2) insert the following:
(2)(a) The President will determine the adequacy of a written response to a question provided
under this Standing Order. The President may determine that a written response does
not appropriately answer the question and may direct the Minister to provide another
written response and lodge it with the Clerk.
(2) In Standing Order 8.07(5) for “printed in Hansard” substitute “published in Hansard”.

8.

Answers to questions on notice
In Standing Order 8.12(2) for “incorporated in Hansard” substitute “published”.

9.

Statements on reports, papers and petitions
Standing Order 9.10 is suspended and the following will apply:
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
(1) At the time prescribed by Sessional Orders, any Member may make a statement on any report,
paper or petition which has been tabled in the Council during the Session. A Member must
give notice of a report, paper or petition proposed for discussion no later than during the
appropriate time in formal business on the same day that statements on reports and papers are
to be conducted. A Member may propose not more than one report, paper or petition for
discussion each week.
(2) Nothing in this Standing Order will preclude a Member from—
(a) giving notice of a report, paper or petition previously discussed; or
(b) giving notice of a motion to take note of a report, paper or petition for consideration
during General Business.
(3) Subject to the provisions of Standing Order 8.13, a Member may also make a statement
regarding the failure of a Minister to provide either an answer or an explanation to a
question.

10. Disorderly conduct—Member ordered to withdraw: application during questions without
notice
Notwithstanding Standing Order 13.02(2), if—
(1) a Member is ordered to withdraw from the House under Standing Order 13.02(1) during
questions without notice; and
(2) the time for questions without notice concludes before the expiration of the suspension
period—
the Member may return to the Chamber at the conclusion of question time and must serve the
remainder of their suspension during the next occurrence of questions without notice.
11. Committee of the whole—time limits
(1) For the purposes of Standing Orders 15.04(2)(b) and 15.06(3), a Member may speak for a
maximum of 5 minutes per contribution.
(2) No time limit applies to contributions made by—
(a) the Minister or Member in charge of the Bill; or
(b) a Member answering questions in accordance with Standing Order 15.04(3)—
when participating in debate at the Table.
12. Report from Committee of the whole—chairing arrangements
When making a report from Committee of the whole (including a report of progress), the Deputy
or Acting President, upon leaving the Committee of the whole, may take the President’s Chair and
report directly to the House.
13. Video on Demand
(1) Standing Order 20.03(1) is suspended.
(2) In Standing Order 20.03(2) for “Audio-visual proceedings republished under this Standing
Order are” substitute “Rebroadcast of an official broadcast is permitted”.
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14. Standing Committees—arrangements
For the purposes of Standing Orders 23.01, 23.02 and 23.05, references to “legislative
committee(s)”, legislation committee(s)” and “references committee(s)”, wherever occurring,
should be read as “standing committee(s)”.
15. Standing Committees—appointment of Members
Standing Order 23.03 is suspended and the following will apply:
(1) Having regard to the proportionality of parties and independents in the council, the—
(a) Economy and Infrastructure Committee will consist of seven Members;
(b) Legal and Social Issues Committee will consist of seven Members; and
(c) Environment and Planning Committee will consist of ten Members.
(2) Government Members will be nominated by the Leader of the Government in the Council.
(3) Opposition Members will be nominated by the Leader of the Opposition in the Council.
(4) Members from among the remaining Members in the Council will be nominated jointly by
those minor parties and independent Members from which they are drawn.
(5) For the purposes of (4)—
(a) nominations shall be determined by agreement between the minor parties and
independent Members;
(b) if agreement cannot be reached, the President shall be notified of such and the
appointment of Members shall be determined by the Council;
(c) in making appointments under (5)(b), the Council must have regard to the
proportionality of minor party and independent Members in the Council insofar as it is
practicable to do so.
16. Standing Committees—quorum
Standing Order 23.04(1) is suspended and the following will apply:
(1) Four Members of each committee will constitute a quorum of the committee, unless expressly
stated otherwise.
(2) Six Members of the Environment and Planning Standing Committee will constitute a quorum
of the committee.
(3) For the purposes of Standing Order 23.04 a participating member must not be counted for the
purpose of forming a quorum.
17. Substitute Members
Standing Order 23.05(4) is suspended.
18. Procedure Committee
In Standing Order 23.08(3) for “seven” substitute “nine”.
19. Privileges Committee
In Standing Order 23.09(2) for “seven” substitute “nine”.
20. Committee meetings—audio and audio-visual links
Standing Order 23.16(5) is suspended and the following will apply:
(1) Members of a committee may attend and participate in meetings of the committee by audio
or audio-visual link, be counted for the purposes of quorum, and vote on any question before
the committee.
(2) Participating members of a committee may attend and participate in meetings of the
committee by audio or audio-visual link.
(3) A Member seeking to attend a meeting by audio or audio-visual link must give reasonable
notice to the Chair and secretariat of the committee so as to allow sufficient time for
technological arrangements to be put in place to facilitate the link.
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(4) Members physically present at the meeting must be satisfied that the audio or audio-visual
link is of sufficient quality to—
(a) verify the identity of the Member attending via the link; and
(b) enable meaningful participation in the meeting by that Member.
(2) The foregoing provisions of this resolution, so far as they are inconsistent with the standing orders or
practices of the Council, will have effect notwithstanding anything contained in the standing orders or
practices of the Council.
(3) The Clerk is empowered to renumber the sessional orders and correct any internal references as a
consequence of this resolution.

For the benefit of the members of the chamber who have now had this circulated to them and who are
not colourblind, this is an easy format to be able to appreciate the variations to what was circulated in
my name and on the notice paper; those amendments have been indicated in red. There are a number
of changes that have been made as a consequence of the discussions that actually took place between
all the parties at the parliamentary business committee meeting last evening, and the government has
made some accommodations on the basis of the issues that were put to us and the undertakings we
made. I will run through the sessional orders here in my name. It is the government’s intention for
them to come into operation this sitting Thursday. The reason the government suggests Thursday is
that it provides the staff of the Parliament with an opportunity to incorporate them into our procedures
and to be geared up to deal with changes that may relate to time management and other aspects of the
management of the parliamentary sitting week and so that we will have confidence in them.
The most important change from the government’s perspective that is flagged to take effect on
Thursday is the allocation of a number of positions that are available on various committees. The
government hopes to have this adopted by this chamber and then adopted in the Legislative Assembly
to take effect on Thursday to take into account the work of committees so that references can be made
to committees and so committees such as the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee can actually
commence as of Thursday. That would be the government’s intention.
I will briefly speak to the proposed changes to the sessional orders on the notice paper. The first change
is that it was put to the government that there was an expectation that the dinner break be codified in
the sessional orders to come into effect at 6.30 p.m. on Tuesday. The government has adopted that
logic, accepted that position and also suggested that if the Parliament sits on Thursday evening there
should be a dinner break at 6.30 p.m. on Thursday evening. We have accepted what seems to be the
overwhelming view that 1 hour is sufficient for the dinner break. That applies to Tuesdays and
Thursdays.
In relation to Wednesdays, there is a recognition that the opposition parties—the crossbench, the
Liberal and National parties and all the parties that make up that constellation—would like a timeshare arrangement of general business so that general business can be accommodated in 90-minute
segments that would be available to various parties on a rotational basis through the session. If general
business is organised to conclude at 5.15 p.m. on a Wednesday, then those three 90-minute blocks can
be achieved. The government’s position is that after that there would be 30 minutes available to enable
members to comment on reports, papers and petitions, which is an innovation that has been introduced
into these sessional orders. Then there would be 1 hour of government business available at the end of
a sitting Wednesday, meaning that the adjournment would take place at 6.45 p.m.
In the subsequent changes to time limits, there will be a 90-minute total allocation of time for motions
that have been moved by non-government members and then time limits for the mover, the lead
speakers and other subsequent speakers. For private members bills the government believes it would
be inappropriate to truncate that debate, so we have allowed for an extension of the overall time, but
time limits would apply to each individual speaker.
The other change that the government has adopted is—and again I know that this could potentially be
a contested view—in relation to committee of the whole. As the person who endured the longest
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committee-of-the-whole session that the Parliament has ever seen, I certainly have an interest in trying
to make committee of the whole more efficient. The government has not introduced limits on the
number of times that people can speak, but the government believes, if you are asking a question or
making a statement, that that be 5 minutes on any clause without limiting the number of times you can
speak on a clause. We think that is a reasonable position. If a longer time frame applies, inevitably it
would lead to people using that time for the benefit of using that time and not necessarily for the benefit
of the committee.
They are the changes that the government has recommended to the Parliament today. As I understand
it, when I conclude my proposals for dealing with these sessional orders there will be other members
who speak and give their view on these sessional orders and any other changes that may be sought.
Ms Patten flagged with the government earlier today her interest in including a sessional order that
deals with the prayer at the beginning of the day. The government has responded to her by indicating
that we believe the Procedure Committee should examine this issue properly. We recognise that there
are contested views in the chamber about the appropriateness of the prayer and its contemporary
relevance and appropriateness in the context of the multifaith nature of the Victorian community and
the cultural diversity of the state, so we are happy to consider that issue and consider it fulsomely and
appropriately. We would like to achieve a consensus view across the Parliament, if we can, on any
changes that may come after consideration of that matter rather than pre-empting it today by including
it in sessional orders. That is the only matter that the government has not chosen to deal with today,
but we are very happy to have a process by which that is appropriately considered.
The government hopes that tonight the Parliament will adopt sessional orders that will provide for a
reasonable basis for all of us to acquit our responsibilities. Non-government members will be able to
scrutinise government activity and ask questions with the guarantee of the availability of a question
each week, a constituency question each week, an adjournment matter each week and the ability to
scrutinise legislation in an appropriate fashion. Reasonable constraints and limits will be placed on
speakers in terms of not reducing an individual contribution or making it disappear in the debates or
procedures of the house but allowing for the appropriate acquittal of an MP’s responsibility and a
party’s responsibility and will ultimately enable the workflow of the legislative program and a
reasonable opportunity for scrutiny and critique of government activity. That will be available to the
Parliament on Wednesdays.
We think the balance is much better than what we had previously. Other people may have a view about
that, but we think this is a fair and reasonable balance of the expectations of all members of this
chamber to make a contribution to public debate in Victoria. I recommend these sessional orders to
the chamber.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (19:52): I will make a short
contribution here. It is not my proposal to drag this out. This has been a long and iterative process, if I
can put it that way. There are things on which we have come to a point of general agreement across
the chamber now, and I welcome that. We have sought to work with the government on that by putting
motions on notice but not moving them, in a spirit of ‘Let’s try and collaborate and get an outcome on
some of these matters that suits as many as possible in the chamber’. No-one can get to the point where
everything is suitable to everyone.
I am going to briefly outline my intention to move some amendments, but I will also indicate the areas
where there is agreement. If I use the Leader of the Government’s amended motion, I am going to give
credit where we have got to a point of agreement and point to points where we are not in agreement
and where we would seek to amend the various points.
The first of these relates to the date it should come into operation. We believe it is entirely feasible that
it come into operation tomorrow, and I seek to amend that so that it comes into operation tomorrow.
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The PRESIDENT: Mr Davis, do you mind formally moving all your amendments so we can
circulate them as you speak to them?
Mr DAVIS: I move:
1.

In paragraph (1), omit the words ‘on Thursday, 21 March 2019’ and insert in their place ‘on the next
sitting day’.

2.

In paragraph (1), after sessional order 4, insert the following sessional order:
‘X. Order of Business
Standing Order 5.02(5) is suspended and the following order of business will apply on
Friday—
Messages
Formal Business
General Business (maximum 2 hours)
Government Business
At 12 noon Questions
Answers to Questions on Notice
Government Business (continues)
At 4.00 p.m. Adjournment (maximum 30 minutes)’

3.

In paragraph (1), in sessional order 5, omit paragraph (7).

4.

In paragraph (1), in sessional order 5, omit paragraph (8).

5.

In paragraph (1), after sessional order 5, insert the following sessional order:
‘X. Ministers’ statements
After Standing Order 5.14(6) insert:
(7) At the conclusion of formal business, and prior to statements by Members under
Standing Order 5.13 (where applicable), up to five Ministers may make a Minister’s
statement, of up to two minutes per statement, to advise the House of new Government
initiatives, projects, and achievements.’.

6.

In paragraph (1), in sessional order 5, after paragraph (4) insert the following new paragraph:
‘(X) In Standing Order 5.03 insert the following:
Order for the production of documents motions (Standing Order 11.01)
Total time

1 hour

Each Member

10 minutes’

7.

In paragraph (1), in sessional order 6, in the heading omit ‘and Ministers’ statements’.

8.

In paragraph (1), in sessional order 6, omit paragraph (3).

9.

In paragraph (1), in sessional order 6, in paragraph (4) omit the words ‘and four Ministers’ statements
have been made’.

10. In paragraph (1), after sessional order 9, insert the following sessional order:
‘X. Order for the production of documents
After Standing Order 11.01(1), insert the following:
(2) The debate on any motion under this Standing Order shall not exceed one hour and if
the time limit is reached, the Chair will put the question(s) forthwith without any further
debate.’.
11. In paragraph (1), omit sessional order 10.
12. In paragraph (1), in sessional order 11, in paragraph (1) omit the words ‘5 minutes per contribution’ and
insert in their place the words ‘10 minutes for their initial contribution on the Bill and a maximum of
5 minutes for each subsequent contribution.’.
13. In paragraph (1), omit sessional order 12.
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14. In paragraph (1), after sessional order 14, insert the following sessional order:
‘Standing Order 23.02(4) is suspended and the following will apply:
(4) Standing Committees may inquire into, hold public hearings, consider and report on any matter,
including on any Bills or draft Bills, annual reports, estimates of expenditure or other documents
laid before the Legislative Council in accordance with an Act, provided these are relevant to their
functions.
(a) Each Standing Committee may only undertake a maximum of two own-motion inquiries each
calendar year.’.
15. In paragraph (1), in sessional order 15, omit paragraph (1) and insert in its place:
‘(1) Appointment of Members to Standing Committees will be as follows:
(a) the Economy and Infrastructure Committee will consist of seven Members, with three
Government Members, two Opposition Members and two Members from among the
remaining minor parties and independent Members.
(b) the Legal and Social Issues Committee will consist of seven Members, with three
Government Members, two Opposition Members and two Members from among the
remaining minor parties and independent Members.
(c) the Environment and Planning Committee will consist of ten Members, with four
Government Members, three Opposition Members and three Members from among the
remaining minor parties and independent Members.’.

The second point I would make, moving through, is on the days and hours. I am respectful that the
government has picked up in discussion with the opposition parties and the crossbench the idea that
we could not go through from 12.00 p.m. to midnight without a break. That was in my view
unacceptable. We have compromised. I would have preferred to start later than 12.00 p.m., but I agreed
with that and accepted that. Indeed what we can compromise on is that there will be a clear and
delineated dinner break, and that will be between 6.30 p.m. and 7.30 p.m. unless there is otherwise an
agreement across the chamber. That will ensure that people have a reasonable ability, staff included,
to recharge during a long session. So that is a win across the chamber, I would say.
As to the extension of the sitting for the committee of the whole, we do not necessarily agree with that,
but in the spirit of cooperation we will live with it.
Under ‘Order of business’, in point 4 of Mr Jennings’s new sessional orders I note that in discussion
we did come to a point that we could all live with, so the non-government section, the general business
section, now goes until 5.15 p.m. That will accommodate the three 1½-hour slots and also some
machinery time if required to enable the smooth flow of non-government business. Again, that was
negotiated across the three groups, if I can put it that way, in a reasonable way.
We do not agree with the government’s 60-minute time slot, but in the spirit of cooperation we will
live with that. We note that since the 2006–10 Parliament Wednesdays have fundamentally been nongovernment business days. In government we introduced the half-hour between 2.10 p.m. and
2.40 p.m. for a specific purpose, which was machinery time so that a bill could be introduced or second
read or some such. It was just an opportunity for government to actually proceed or move a bill forward
rather than have a complete gap in the middle of the sitting week. The government have now said they
will make it an hour. We have agreed to that in the sense that other aspects of the day have been agreed
amongst the parties. I do indicate that I am somewhat troubled about the loss of that clear delineation
of the non-government business day, but in the spirit of cooperation we have agreed to do that.
I note also that the reports, papers and petitions section will be 30 minutes, and I note the Reason
Party’s contribution has been to ensure that petitions are brought into that section, which is something
that we support and I think something that is supported broadly across the chamber, providing a clear
opportunity to discuss petitions in a formal segment of business. That is a useful addition.
On the matter of time limits, there are some areas where we agree with the government here and some
areas where we do not agree with the government. I should say that when we get to general business
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and some of those areas, we are not terribly out of sync with where the government and the nongovernment parties have landed in discussions with us.
Number (4) under ‘Time limits’ is the work of Dr Ratnam, and this is something that we think is a
useful addition so that there are clear segments throughout the day; during the non-government
business there are the 90-minute slots. I should indicate that this will need to be applied cautiously and
sensibly. The mover and sponsor has 30 minutes; the main government lead speaker, 30 minutes; other
lead speakers, 30 minutes; and remaining speakers, 15 minutes. I should say that in a general business
motion of this type the opposition will seek to be sparing in its use of time to make sure that as broad
a group of people are able to speak as possible within that 90-minute segment, and I think that is a
spirit that could be brought across the chamber on this segment so that 90 minutes could well see nine
people speak for 10 minutes—or maybe the mover longer—and would provide a very good
opportunity for people to broadly contribute and then for the matter to be put. So we would see this as
a reasonable contribution.
The private member bills section that has been inserted in the last 24 hours—we are slightly more
troubled about that, and I will draw a distinction here that I think is a legitimate one. We are cautious
about bills where there are significant time limits on the lead speakers. You occasionally get those big,
complex bills—I have called them in discussions with people in the last week or so doorstop bills—
that have got hundreds of clauses and cross-links throughout the bills to other legislation. They are
complex, and we need to be cautious with the application of these points because there is a risk that
excessively complex bills cannot be dealt with adequately in that period. The truth of the matter is that
opposition bills tend to be smaller and discrete and in fact they make a clear point. They are not as
complex as some of the government omnibus bills or the government doorstop bills—bills that come
through under all parties—that are complex and make foundational change that sometimes requires
greater scrutiny. I think on this we can live with that.
On the time limits for questions without notice under the standing orders, we do not disagree with that
point. We are more troubled by the points about time limits on government bills. As I said, having
been a shadow minister in a number of different policy areas over the years, 30 minutes is actually not
a long time when you have one of those doorstop bills. If a small bill is coming through, it can be
absolutely adequate, but where you might be going through industry and sector contributions and
concerns and then going through some discussion of the detail of clauses where you may be looking
at alternative models interstate or overseas, 30 minutes is not a long time in that context. I make the
point also that on the budget debate 30 minutes is not a long time for shadows to make detailed
contributions. You can make an impressionistic contribution, you can make a contribution that lays
out a number of political points in that time for sure, but if you were wanting to make a detailed
contribution that went through some sections of the budget in great detail, you would struggle with
that. If you were down to the micro detail of some of the portfolio areas, there would be challenges
with that. We will seek to amend those too, but I accept that that is not necessarily the broad view of
the chamber.
In terms of point 7, ‘Content of answers’, we are in favour of that, and that is the work again of the
Reason Party and Fiona Patten. We support that change, and indeed that was one of the changes that
was on the notice paper previously that the government has indeed accepted.
On ‘Questions without notice and ministers statements’, I should say that we support that step, and
this follows what was originally in the motion that I put on the notice paper some weeks ago, which
brought eight questions per day, three days of the week. It is effectively four questions for the
opposition, four questions for the non-government parties—12 a week each—ensuring that each nongovernment member would potentially get a question and each of the crossbench members would get
a question. I regard that as a good outcome, and that has been accepted across the chamber and is a
significant improvement on what is in the current standing orders.
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I make the point that we have a disagreement with the government about ministers statements being
interspersed through the question period. In the last Parliament that was not the case. In the Assembly
it is the case, and in my view the aggression that is sometimes noted in the Assembly and the throwout rate—and I will say some more about that in a few moments—are directly linked to the presence
of those ministers statements in that period. Our view is it could be in a number of other periods. It
could be in the time after formal business, it could be after question time itself or it could be after
constituency questions. We would be entirely open to persuasion on any of those times, but we will
seek to move that it is indeed in the period of formal business, as it was in the last Parliament.
There is then ‘Statements on reports, papers and petitions’ and ‘Disorderly conduct’. Although I have
talked about disorderly conduct, I will say something about this. I have pointed out in meetings over
the last few days that this is actually an import from the Assembly. We do not agree with it. Let us just
put some clear facts around this. In the case of the Assembly, in the last Parliament there were
715 cases of members being thrown out in 192 sitting days. In our case there were 42 and 204 question
time periods, so that gives you some idea of the difference. I think that this is somewhat of a
sledgehammer, and we do not support its introduction. We understand that the government wants to
have consistency between the chambers; we get that. However, I think an objective evaluation of the
statistics provided to me by the clerks and others shows the Assembly has had far more of this throwing
out, as it were, than the Council has—42 to 715 is quite a significant difference given there has been
more question time in the Council. Some have suggested that the Assembly needed responses, and the
government in fact made the point in the Assembly that there was an issue that they wanted to deal
with. Leaving that aside, even if you accepted that in the Assembly—and I do not necessarily accept
that, but if I did—it would not necessarily apply here, because the statistics are quite different in our
chamber. Even the current President, who was one of those members who was thrown out from time
to time, would I think concede that there is a significant difference between the chambers.
The issue of committee of the whole time limits, and this is a novel thing—
Mr Jennings: I’m glad you’re getting through this quickly!
Mr DAVIS: I am going as quickly as I can. I am just making my points on each area. On the
committee of the whole time limits, we do not support this change. I understand that the government
has moved from its initial position, which was a 2-minute restriction on the length of time for a
question in committee of the whole. It is an important role of this chamber. It is an important part of
democratic scrutiny in this state. Indeed we see that often in the Assembly there are not committee
stages at all. The guillotine applies at 5 o’clock on Thursday and the bills are pushed through whether
they are debated or not, and more often than not they do not have a committee stage. Committees are
quite rare in the lower house, so the bills come to this chamber and that additional layer of scrutiny is
applied here, which I regard as an important democratic role for this chamber. It is a house of review;
it is a chamber where changes are made and scrutiny is applied. The government now seeks—and I
concede this has changed from the earlier model—that there be a maximum of 5 minutes per
contribution each time a member gets up. There is no limit to the number of times a member may get
up to speak on these clauses. I think in many cases that is sufficient, but it is not always. We will seek
to amend that. We will seek the support of the chamber to insert—and I have moderated our view in
the spirit of collaboration on this—that on the first occasion a member rises in the committee stage,
they could present for up to 10 minutes. For subsequent contributions we would live with the
government’s suggestion. In that circumstance we would seek to amend that point to add the
10 minutes.
Some have pointed out that point 12, report from committee of the whole, is an important delineator—
a break—in the proceedings, and I actually agree with that, but it is not a matter that we are going to
fight or disagree on. It is an entirely procedural and mechanical aspect.
Point 13, video on demand, we support. We support the change in point 14 regarding the standing
committees arrangements. Regarding point 15, the standing committees appointment of members, we
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note that this machinery is not dissimilar to motions that we moved previously and withdrew in the
interests of reaching agreement as much as possible across the chamber.
Point 16 deals with the quorum matter, and we will not oppose that. Then there is the substitute
member matter, the Procedure Committee matter—nine instead of seven—and the Privileges
Committee matter, also nine instead of seven. We are relaxed about the size of those committees, given
that both the Privileges Committee and the Procedure Committee fundamentally report to the house
where matters are decided. The matters around committee meetings and audio and audiovisual links
we believe are reasonable innovations.
So what will we seek to amend in this context? We will seek to amend the date on which this comes
into operation and make it the next sitting day. We believe that is entirely achievable. We will also add
a new proposal—and this was on the notice paper at an earlier point—that if the Parliament sits on a
Friday, there will be 2 hours of non-government business. We think that is a reasonable balance—a
reasonable split of time. As I said, we will seek to deal with ministers statements and to put them at
the time, like in the last Parliament. I think five will test the various points, and we will be guided by
the clerks.
I should say that on the order for production of documents, standing order 11.01, the total time of the
debate will be 1 hour, according to our proposal, with each member contributing 10 minutes. This will
abbreviate that process and, I think quite reasonably, see the opportunity for members to vote against
it if they want to make their points and then proceed forward.
Those are most of the points I want to make. I should say that I am in favour—and I will discuss this
with the chamber as we proceed to later clauses in this motion—of the specification of the number of
individuals from each of the groups, whether government, opposition or crossbench, on the standing
committees. I think that is a useful contribution, but I am happy to have that discussion as we proceed
forward.
I note the government has apparently been talking about putting less members on the Environment
and Planning Committee, and we will not interfere with that, although we note that it does disturb the
proportionality principle that is part of the standing orders.
Finally, the opposition supports a self-referencing power for the committees. We would seek to limit
that to only two own-motion inquiries per year and would seek to make that amendment to the standing
orders. As I said, there has been a reasonable spirit through this process, and we have sought to get
reasonable changes that make sure particularly that the non-government parties are able to undertake
their scrutiny role. That means an improved and enhanced question time. It means a better flow and a
more certain flow of process on Wednesdays. It provides the clarity that is required if we are to be
sitting at a later point.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (20:13): I rise to speak this evening in relation to Mr Jennings’s
motion. The substantive contribution that has been made by Mr Jennings has set out the rationale for
the motion being amended in the form that has been circulated to the chamber already and that this
has at its heart a number of changes which have come about as a consequence of significant and
ongoing conversations, not just with the coalition opposition but also with members of the crossbench.
In making reference to this amended document that has been circulated, there have been a number of
contributions made by Mr Davis which incorporate changes around timing. I would like to go through
those and just perhaps respond to what the Leader of the Opposition has set out as being the rationale
for opposition amendments tabled by him this evening.
If we go to amendment 1 and the omission of the reference to ‘Thursday, 21 March 2019’ and insertion
in their place of ‘on the next sitting day’, we see that the effect of that proposed change, if implemented,
would be to introduce these changes on Wednesday, 20 March. As may be evident to some, the
changes which are required in amending these time frames and time limits as they are set out in the
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broader document will require a number of procedural matters to be taken into consideration in
practical terms by the Parliament of Victoria staff, including as they relate to the use of technology in
the setting of clocks and time limits and including to the extent that they may accommodate any need
for clarification or explanation as those changes are introduced.
Given that it is now a quarter past 8 on Tuesday, we take the position that bringing these changes into
effect in about 4 hours time would not give the Parliament the opportunity to do this in a way that
might prevent any ambiguity or confusion from arising and that, as such, Thursday, 21 March, gives
the Parliament a full working day to make these changes, to perhaps test them and then to have them
operational on and from 21 March.
With that in mind, there are a number of things that Mr Davis has foreshadowed as being either
acceptable to the opposition or in fact not ideal but nonetheless able to be stomached by them. To that
extent that is a good sign of the progress of discussions that have been taking place between the
government and the Leader of the Opposition in this regard and also discussions with Mr Davis on the
one hand and crossbenchers on the other. I note that we do in fact have reference in Mr Jennings’s
notice to accommodate the issue raised by the Leader of the Greens, Dr Ratnam, around the 90-minute
time frame for general business and the way in which that will permit people to make a number of
contributions across and around the chamber in a way that fashions the best level of equity and balance
that we can have with the composition of the chamber being what it is. In that regard I refer to
paragraph 4 of the sessional orders amended document tabled by Minister Jennings this evening,
which refers to a total time of 90 minutes comprised of the breakdown that is set out in the rest of that
paragraph.
Moving on to the way in which Mr Davis has characterised the opposition’s position about the order
of business issue, the paragraph 4 item, which suspends standing order 5.02(2) and (3) and inserts the
order of business to apply on an opposition business day, is something which Mr Davis has indicated
in his contribution—and I understand it to be the case—the opposition and the crossbench have
negotiated as an acceptable set of outcomes to the government, and that as such that general business
component operating until 5.15 p.m. would enable those 90 minutes to be used in three blocks on a
rotational basis, with then a maximum of 60 minutes to commence from 5.15 with those statements
on reports, papers and petitions followed by government business.
Mr Davis outlined in his earlier contribution that the opposition and the crossbench accept this change
in relation to other parts of the day as it works given the earlier breakdowns. It is, I think, something
that Mr Davis described as being okay, despite the fact that in principle the opposition does not agree
with this and has referred to a lack of precedent involved in this process. That is not a view the
government shares, but in any event that difference of opinion is moot when we look at the fact that
we have general consensus on that issue.
Moving to paragraph (4) of sessional order 5 and the way in which the standing orders contain that
total time limit, the total time of 90 minutes is again something which Mr Davis has indicated is
acceptable, where it does allow for up to nine speakers to then be part of the discussion and the capacity
to contribute on the record.
What we then move onto in the course of where we stand apart and the work that perhaps still needs
to be done as points of difference relates to sessional order 11. In looking at the document that
Mr Davis has provided I note that Mr Davis has referred to omitting the words ‘4 minutes per
contribution’ and inserting in their place ‘10 minutes for their initial contribution on the bill and a
maximum of 5 minutes for each subsequent contribution’. We have actually seen in the amended
document which Minister Jennings has provided through the clerks to the chamber that that first
reference to 4 minutes is in fact now proposed to be 5 minutes per contribution. That appears in red
text at paragraph 11 of the Jennings amendments that have been distributed to members in the chamber
this evening.
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So we have a number of changes which in their essence and in their rationale are intended to create a
better balance in the way in which the business of the chamber is conducted throughout a sitting week.
Mr Davis has referred to a lack of precedent or perhaps uncharted waters in a number of these changes,
and it is important to note that in this context the chamber has never previously comprised this many
people from this many parties or with Independent status in a way that in fact underpins these changes
as they are proposed to be implemented.
We now have a number of positions on committees as well which need to be implemented with
efficiency and in the soonest possible time, noting of course that the composition and commencement
of committee work requires committees to get the resources they need, including as they relate to
preparation for the accounts and estimates process. Therefore enabling the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee to commence from the Thursday will in fact—to refer to my earlier point about
timing—not simply allow the Parliament to make the necessary practical adjustments to bring these
changes into effect but also enable committees like PAEC to hit the ground running with the limited
time available before the budget is announced.
So these objectives provide a very reasonable basis upon which various members around the chamber
can actually acquit their obligations. We have a number of competing interests in this place, all of
which are intended at least at their highest to make a substantive difference and an improvement to the
way in which legislation and procedure is acquitted, and in the government’s view these changes to
the sessional orders do in fact achieve that balance. In that respect that balance also includes the
necessary and vital component of crossbench and opposition scrutiny, including as it relates to the
composition of the chamber at this time and in this unprecedented fashion.
So given the rationale and the intentions that underpin these changes that as much as anything are
intended to bring about an efficient workflow in the legislative program whilst also delivering the
opportunity for scrutiny and for interrogation and for proper process to be conducted in the business
of the house including in the committee stage of bills, again, this amendment as flagged by
Minister Jennings strikes that balance. The balance is fair and reasonable for all of those reasons, and
we do need to make sure that the work continues to provide the resources and the opportunities,
particularly for members of the crossbench, to address the Parliament and to make contributions, and
again, making sure that this can occur across the business of the house as it relates as much as anything
to bills, to standing committees and the way in which standing committees operate and also in relation
to the order of business in the course of question time and for ministerial statements. So there appears
to be very broad and positive progress in discussions between the government and the coalition as well
as members of the crossbench who have been able to participate in that role—that process that
Mr Davis referred to earlier. It is pleasing to see that a number of the issues that we have heard are of
concern to members of the crossbench have in fact been substantively addressed by way of the
amended document tabled by Mr Jennings and also by way of the further contribution that Mr Davis
has made to the discussion this evening.
The general agreement Mr Davis has referred to on the number of things that are now no longer in
dispute is a positive indication of the work that has gone on in the last number of weeks between the
government, the opposition and members of the crossbench. The date of commencement with dinner
breaks and the relevant processes set into that are intended to strike that balance which does afford
everyone, as I indicated earlier, that opportunity to contribute and to do so with the good faith that
underpins the intentions of this Parliament around the standing and sessional orders as they operate.
So with that contribution I would in fact commend the amendment that has been moved by
Mr Jennings in the form that it has been set out, noting that there may indeed be further contributions
made on that small number of outstanding issues flagged by Mr Davis. For the sake of clarity, it would
be useful to have confirmation that in any further discussion about this matter we have a clear
understanding about what the opposition position is and what the crossbench position is, to the extent
that that may actually vary.
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So with those words I will in fact commend the amended sessional orders moved this evening, and I
look forward to hopefully a compromised position being able to be reached between all representatives
in this chamber irrespective of their party status or role in the Parliament as currently constituted.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (20:27): I rise to speak on the motion to adopt sessional
orders. I want to thank the Leader of the Government in the Council for his engagement and
negotiation with the crossbench in the development of these sessional orders. I have really appreciated
the spirit of consultation and compromise in which the negotiations have occurred and still continue.
The proposed orders will make the business of the chamber run smoothly and enhance its role as a
house of review, where our job is to hold the government to account. It is a great relief that the
government has agreed to continue with the practice of ministers statements instead of Dorothy Dixers.
These last few weeks without sessional orders have demonstrated the ridiculousness of the government
asking itself questions.
We are also pleased to see the sessional orders retain, in broad terms, the sitting times from the last
term and that Wednesdays will remain predominantly a day for non-government business. In relation
to non-government business, a key issue for us on the crossbench is having our matters voted on and
not just talked out by a government or opposition who do not want to have to take a position.
A new innovation in these sessional orders that the Greens are pleased to support and that were
proposed by the crossbench are the refined time limits for speaking. One of the challenges this chamber
has faced in my time here is the repetitive debates. Thirty minutes is plenty of time to speak on a bill
or an issue in this place. We also support, for this term, the time limits for committee debates. We are
open to finding a new balance between contributions by members and time management, noting that
the government program is a responsibility of the government and that there have been times when
we have found the government’s management of business frustrating.
It is also important that the sessional orders retain proportionality in the membership of committees,
and I believe that there will be more discussion of this when we go to consider amendments. I would
hope that by the end of this term more of these sessional orders can be incorporated into the standing
orders. After two terms of no Dorothy Dixers it will be time to make the change permanent as well as
ensuring, in an ongoing fashion, proportionality on committees. I also want to acknowledge the
changes to standing orders made at the end of the last Parliament, as proposed by Ms Pennicuik, a
former colleague of mine in this place, that ensured 15 constituency questions could be asked each
day and the requirement of timely answers in writing by ministers.
There are still a couple of significant outstanding matters that have not been addressed adequately, and
these are issues that the Greens have raised many times in the past. The first is the ability for
committees to self-reference inquiries. The ability of committees to initiate inquiries of their own was
in place last term through the sessional orders. It was an important development that is a feature of
other parliaments. Now we have reverted back so that the only matters that a committee could consider
would be those referred by the house. It is fine for committees to consider matters that are referred by
the house, but not just those, and we welcome the discussion that is going to ensue in the committee
stage to consider amendments for the self-referencing of matters to committees.
Finally, there is the issue of the daily prayer. As you will have noted, the Greens do not enter the
chamber for the daily prayer. This is a longstanding practice, as the prayer does not represent the
Victorian community. My former colleague Ms Pennicuik raised the status of the prayer at the end of
the last term once again, and she said at the time that many other parliaments have changed what they
do at the start of each day. Some have multifaith prayers, some have a minute’s silence and others
have different words that they read out. So there are many options that this Parliament could look at
to better reflect the community that this Parliament represents, and it is time we do so. I welcome the
discussion on that matter that is going to occur in more detail by a committee of the Parliament.
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Last year a former colleague in the other place, Lidia Thorpe, started the practice of standing for the
acknowledgement of country. I am so pleased that many more members of this chamber—nearly all
of them—have joined with us to do the same. It is a much more appropriate way to start the day here.
We look forward to the committee stage to hopefully get resolution on the outstanding matters and
adopt new sessional orders that will give this house and this Parliament the greatest chance of success
in this term.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (20:32): Given the issues that
have been discussed by Mr Davis, Ms Shing and Dr Ratnam, I am just going to respond to, primarily,
the amendments that Mr Davis has put up. I will indicate to the chamber what the government’s
response to his amendments would be. The good news, Mr Davis, is that we are going to accept a
number of your—
Mr Davis: And I am going to remove a number.
Mr JENNINGS: You are going to remove a number. Are you going to remove them?
Mr Davis: Yes.
Mr JENNINGS: Okay. We are prepared to agree to your prescription of what should happen on
Fridays. In terms of reasonable sitting hours on Fridays, we are prepared to accept that. That is in your
amendment 2. Beyond that, I think we are struggling to reach agreement, because we do have a
difference about time limits that relate to the lead speakers on bills and the budget debate. We have
been concerned that in relation to the documents motion matter there has been an ability to move
beyond the production of documents into motions that include time lines for the production of
documents which slide into sanctions. We have actually had that before the chamber and, as somebody
who has been perhaps the victim of such a motion, I am very reluctant to—
Mr Davis: I will be clear. It is not the intention for that sessional order to be used in that way, and
I am prepared, in the spirit of cooperation across the chamber, to not move ahead with that proposal.
Mr JENNINGS: Okay. Thank you, Mr Davis, for that. Mr Davis and I have just gone into an
iterative process, for the public record, for Hansard. We have just reached an agreement, so I would
encourage the interjection of Mr Davis and my response to him accordingly to be included in Hansard.
Amendments 6 and 10 withdrawn by leave.
Mr JENNINGS: In relation to the other amendments that Mr Davis moved, in the spirit of
goodwill can I say to you that the government recognises the ability of committees where clearly the
will of the Parliament should not be the only determinant of what investigations are undertaken, but
also within the structure of committees we are prepared to accept the validity of self-references. But
we do note that there is a limit on the number of self-references that the committees will actually take
up. I just want to call that issue out at the moment. As members of the chamber will be aware, in the
last couple of weeks, even before the committees were established, there has been a bit of a run on the
number of references that have been put on the notice paper. These committees, once they are
established, could actually get into a fairly competitive environment about the nature of references.
I draw to the attention of all members that there is a constraint on the number of inquiries that could
be undertaken simultaneously and the reasonable expectation of not only the members of the
committee but also very, very importantly the staff of the Parliament who support those committees
being able to run multiple inquiries simultaneously. Whilst the government is accommodating selfreferences, we are emphasising the point that there is a limit to the number of references that could be
undertaken simultaneously and that we should be mindful of the appropriate use of the human
resources that actually support those committees. It may well be that we just want to breathe a bit—
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hit the pause button—before we actually adopt one reference after another. But the government does
accept the validity of that occurring.
In relation to Mr Davis’s amendment about the prescriptive description of the number of members of
committees—and I can understand the maths that may have led Mr Davis to the assumptions that he
has made about the arithmetic make-up of committees—I can assure you I have spent a disproportional
amount of my time looking at the arithmetic quota that actually applies across the entirety of the
Parliament in terms of the joint investigatory committees, the committees of the Legislative Assembly
and the committees of the Legislative Council. All of those factors have been taken into consideration
with the make-up of the committee structure in this chamber. If there has been any overcompensation
across the Parliament, it has been at the government’s expense in making an equal representation of
other members in the committee structure across the Parliament.
In that context the government is not going to agree to Mr Davis’s prescription in relation to the
number of people who should be on the Environment and Planning Committee. It is the government’s
intention for there to be three members of the government, two members of the opposition and five
members of the crossbench on that committee. In relation to the two other committees of seven
members, the government’s intention is to have three government members, two from the LiberalNational parties and two from the crossbench. I volunteer to the chamber that I will move a motion to
that effect on Thursday on the basis of the nominees that are furnished to me by that time.
I think they are the matters. On any other matter I have not referred to, the government will not agree
with Mr Davis’s suggestion.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS: Mr Davis, I responded two days ago to a request from your party to elevate the
number of members of the Liberal-National parties on committees in the Legislative Council from 11
to 12. I did so on the basis of three members of the Privileges Committee, three members of the
Procedure Committee and two members of each of the others, making 12. Now you are actually asking
us to go to 13 after me agreeing to go from 11 to 12.
Mr Davis: That is not correct.
Mr JENNINGS: Well, Mr Davis, if the chamber starts to form the view that I am misleading the
chamber, I would encourage the chamber to take action to indicate that. That is how I would deal with
that matter. I would suggest that what has been put before the Parliament is a reasonable proposal and
a reasonable representation of the membership of the chamber.
House divided on amendment 1:

Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr

Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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Noes, 21
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms (Teller)
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr

Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms

Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Amendment negatived.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I seek the leave of the house for Ms Patten, if she would like to, to give
a contribution on why she did not proceed with her amendments 1 and 2.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (20:49): (By leave) Thank you, President, and I thank the
house for allowing this. I think today was quite a day for us all in speaking about New Zealand and in
speaking about the effects that religion can have on people in the most horrific ways, in what we saw
in New Zealand. As to putting the question around removing the Lord’s Prayer today, I am still stalwart
in my belief that this is a secular house and that this house represents all 153 religions that are in
Victoria and that this house should do that. The Lord’s Prayer was not introduced when the house was
opened. In fact in 1851 we had no Lord’s Prayer. The Lord’s Prayer was introduced in 1919 into the
standing orders of this house. But I appreciate that Minister Jennings, in raising this in his contribution
on this motion, said that the more appropriate debate would be through the Procedure Committee to
find a way that we can reflect the great diversity of our community in this house I think in a more
appropriate way. So I am happy to withdraw the amendments that would remove the prayer today to
allow the Procedure Committee to consider how we can appropriately reflect the great diversity of our
community in this house in a better way. Maybe in 1919 we saw ourselves as a Judaeo-Christian
house, but as I look around this house today I see the wonderful diversity that we spoke about earlier
today and I want this house to reflect that in the way that we proceed. I am happy to see the Procedure
Committee do that work and come back with a solution for us.
Amendment 2 agreed to.
House divided on amendments 3 and 4:

Ayes, 11
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Lovell, Ms (Teller)
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 29
Barton, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Jennings, Mr

Amendments negatived.

Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr

Ratnam, Dr (Teller)
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
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House divided on amendment 5:

Ayes, 12
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr

Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 28
Barton, Mr (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr

Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Amendment negatived.
The PRESIDENT: I call on Mr Davis to speak on his amendments 7, 8 and 9.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (21:07): These are consequential
to amendment 5 and, in that respect, have been defeated. I will withdraw them.
Amendments 7 to 9 withdrawn by leave; amendment 11 negatived.
House divided on amendment 12:

Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs (Teller)

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 19
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr (Teller)
Leane, Mr

Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)

Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Amendment agreed to.
Amendment 13 negatived; amendment 14 agreed to.
The PRESIDENT: Now we go to Mr Davis’s amendment 15.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (21:17): With the indulgence of
the chamber, I should suggest that the Environment and Planning Committee have 11 members. If
people were happy with that, we would be happy with it. I think it would provide greater opportunities
for crossbench members, if that is a reasonable compromise.

BILLS
Tuesday, 19 March 2019

Legislative Council

813

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (21:17): I have tried extremely
hard to be reasonable at every turn. I have accommodated an increase in the number of opposition
members of committees during the course of this week. Hours ago I suggested that there were two
solutions to this issue. One would be for one of the members of the crossbench to volunteer to come
off and a member of the Liberal Party to come on. Alternatively, from my perspective I am very happy
for the Liberal Party to nominate a participating member to be added to the team sheet but not to
comprise a standing member of the committee. Either of those solutions is totally acceptable to the
government, and they do not actually further dilute the quotas that apply across all committees across
the Parliament.
The PRESIDENT: We will test Mr Davis’s original amendment 15.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (21:18): With the leave of the
house, I move to insert ‘11’ instead of ‘ten’, and I seek to test that.
The PRESIDENT: There are a couple of issues. One issue, Mr Davis, is that you would have to
propose to change your amendment to nominate the make-up of the committee as well—what the 11
would be—which has not happened. The other issue is that we set out how we were going to go about
this at the start of the debate, and it is a concern that we have got to this point where the rules of
engagement have suddenly changed. I still seek to test Mr Davis’s amendment 15.
Amendment 15 negatived; amended motion agreed to.
Bills
WEST GATE TUNNEL (TRUCK BANS AND TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms PULFORD:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (21:21): I am pleased to rise this evening to
make some remarks on this curiously titled bill, the West Gate Tunnel (Truck Bans and Traffic
Management) Bill 2019. The Parliament has heard a lot about the issue of the West Gate Tunnel over
the course of the last two sitting weeks. Indeed the people of Victoria have heard a lot about the West
Gate Tunnel over that period of time as well.
As members would be familiar, the West Gate Tunnel is a project to provide a second crossing for the
Maribyrnong and Yarra rivers—from east to west and west to east—to duplicate the link which is
currently provided by the West Gate Bridge, which has been a very important piece of infrastructure
for Victoria for the last nearly 50 years. Certainly for 40-plus years the West Gate Bridge has been a
critical east-west connector for Melbourne. But it is a bridge—it is a connector—on the West Gate
Freeway that is at capacity. It is a connector which has been the subject of substantial works over the
years to add lanes within the existing physical capacity and likewise to add freeway capacity within
the existing constraints of that footprint, and it is a road that is at capacity. So the idea of an additional
east to west crossing that is independent of the West Gate Bridge is an important one.
Leading up to the 2014 election we had the now government go to that election with the promise of a
West Gate distributor—a West Gate connector—an alternative second crossing to duplicate the West
Gate Bridge. In fact going into that election the Labor Party said that project was fully funded, it was
going to cost $500 million or $600 million and it was shovel-ready. They would get on with it, it was
scoped, it was ready to go, it had been funded, it had been budgeted and they would kick off as soon
as they formed government, if that indeed happened. Now, of course we know that is not what
happened. In fact that is a long way from what happened. Instead of getting that West Gate
distributor—or West Gate connector, as it was called—at a cost of $500 million to $600 million, what

BILLS
814

Legislative Council

Tuesday, 19 March 2019

the Victorians are now getting is the West Gate Tunnel. That project does not cost $500 million to
$600 million; that project is now costing $6.7 billion. That is a factor of 10. We are seeing the project
which replaced one we were told was shovel-ready, budgeted for and ready to go actually now costing
Victorian taxpayers 10 times the pre-election commitment from the Labor Party.
The West Gate Tunnel, which is now under construction, is a very different beast, a very different
project, to that with which Labor went to the 2014 election. It in fact has arisen from an unsolicited
proposal which came forward from Transurban. Transurban of course has been one of the two major
toll road operators in Victoria for 20 years—almost 20 years in the case of Transurban. They have
established a very strong marketplace here in Victoria as the operators of CityLink, which includes the
southern link, which we know as the section of the Monash Freeway from Toorak Road through to
the city, the Exhibition Street extension and also the northern link, which is the upgraded section of
the Tullamarine Freeway which comes down past the ‘cheese stick’, the sound tunnel and over the
Bolte Bridge. Those projects on the Tullamarine, the Exhibition Street extension and the upgrade of
the Monash Freeway from Toorak Road to the city were constructed as part of the original CityLink
project, commissioned in the mid-1990s—1995, I think it was—and completed around the year 2000.
That project was built as one of the first public-private partnerships (PPPs) in Victoria. It was built at
a time when Victoria was effectively broke. The Victorian budget was in a catastrophic state following
the decade of the Cain-Kirner years. State debt was more than $30 billion in nominal terms in 1992.
The budget, which I think was around $13 billion annually, was running a deficit of around $2 billion,
which was being funded through borrowings, and the state was on its knees. People were leaving
Victoria, businesses were closing down, unemployment was rising and business investment was
fleeing the state. Victoria in 1992 was not a good place to be living, a good place to be trying to work
or a good place to invest.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Mr Finn reminds me that the capital of Victoria was 15 cents. The tragedy
of that—‘What is the capital of Victoria? Fifteen cents!’—is that that was in fact a running joke in
Australia in 1992, such was the dire economic situation that Victoria and Australia found itself in and
the dire budgetary—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! There is a lot of noise in the chamber and a series of meetings
everywhere. I think we need to start to show respect for the people on their feet in future. If Mr RichPhillips could be heard in silence, that would be great.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: The state was in a dire situation, and it was a running joke that the capital
of Victoria was 15 cents. With the change of government in 1992 and the election of the Kennett
government, it saw the need to develop the state’s infrastructure. It also recognised that the state was
in a situation where the capacity to undertake capital works funded by the state was limited and the
need to find alternative mechanisms to bring forward infrastructure, get it built efficiently, have it
operate efficiently and have it paid for in a way the state could afford was very strong. As a
consequence Victoria became a pioneer for what became public-private partnerships. A number of
those PPPs were started in Victoria and have since gone around the world. I recall a number of years
ago attending the Asian Financial Forum in Hong Kong, where a number of South-East Asian
countries were looking at PPPs as a funding mechanism for their infrastructure needs, and Victoria
was being held out as an exemplar for public-private partnerships based on what had been done,
particularly with the original CityLink construction.
Recognising the need for that CityLink development, the government of the day entered into an
agreement, a contract, with what became Transurban for Transurban to take responsibility for building
the Domain Tunnel and the second tunnel for the CityLink project.
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: The Burnley Tunnel, thank you, Mr Finn. The Domain and Burnley
tunnels, the Exhibition Street extension, the Bolte Bridge and the connector onto the Tullamarine
Freeway—they provided the first continuous connection for Melbourne. It is easy to forget that
19 years ago, prior to CityLink opening, you could not drive from one side of Melbourne to the other
on a freeway. In fact you had to drive through traffic in South Melbourne or drive through commuter
traffic through the city to connect east to west. That was a revolutionary piece of infrastructure for the
state. Connecting Melbourne east to west; north to west and north to east through that freewayCityLink connection was absolutely revolutionary for Melbourne.
It was done through a mechanism which recognised the economic and budgetary challenges the state
of Victoria had at the time, by putting in place a public-private partnership. Basically that publicprivate partnership said that in exchange for Transurban constructing those roads—constructing the
upgrade on the Toorak Road to city part of the Monash Freeway, constructing the Burnley and Domain
tunnels, constructing the Bolte Bridge and the connector and upgrade of the Tullamarine Freeway—
Transurban would have a concession from the government to operate those roads as toll roads for a
period out to 2035, and that the tolls would be set and escalated in accordance with the formula laid
down in that concession deed. At the end of 2035 Transurban would hand the road back to the state
and the state would then take on responsibility for managing it and would obviously, if it chose to,
have the benefit of the tolling revenue.
We subsequently saw a similar project take place in the eastern suburbs with the construction of
EastLink in the mid-2000s—around 2005 or 2006—with a different operator, now ConnectEast,
operating that road on a similar basis. A concession deed was given to ConnectEast in exchange for
their constructing and maintaining that road for the period of the concession, and it entitled them to
collect the tolls off that road for the period of that concession.
There are some big challenges for a toll road operator like Transurban, which has found the operation
of CityLink to be a very lucrative road—indeed the operation of toll roads is something Transurban
has taken up in a number of other cities across Australia, either constructing or purchasing existing toll
roads. It has been very lucrative. Indeed the most recent annual report and segment reporting data from
Transurban, provided to the Australian Stock Exchange, showed that in relation to CityLink the
proportion of revenue which flows through to the bottom line—earnings before interest, taxation,
depreciation and amortisation—is 88 per cent of revenue. So CityLink has been very lucrative. In
recognition of the potential for that, when the original deed was put in place in the mid-1990s there
was a clause in that concession deed which said, effectively, that if CityLink is excessively lucrative
and generates excessive returns for Transurban, it reverts to the state early. This has been one of the
interesting arrangements in that concession deed because of the reluctance of Labor governments,
certainly over the last five years, to actually examine whether that trigger has been met. Given the
massive population growth we have seen in Victoria and in Melbourne since CityLink opened, far in
excess of anything that was forecast 20 years ago, when CityLink was built, and the consequential
massive increase in traffic volumes on CityLink, the question of whether that trigger of the super
profits has been reached as envisaged under the original CityLink concession is something which is a
live question in the minds of many members of the public and many financial commentators, but it is
a question that the Victorian Labor government has chosen not to ask, and it has actively avoided
asking whether that trigger point has been reached.
Transurban of course, needing to act in its shareholders’ interests and protect that concession that it
has to run the CityLink project, has sought to extend that. It has sought opportunities to protect the
concession over CityLink and to extend that CityLink concession. And what we have before the house
with the bill tonight, but more broadly with the West Gate Tunnel project, is an unsolicited proposal
which came forward from Transurban to the government, whereby Transurban would build the West
Gate Tunnel, which is currently under construction and scheduled to be opened in 2022, to provide
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that needed additional east–west connection in exchange for the state agreeing to allow Transurban to
toll the West Gate Tunnel, which is entirely appropriate with a new road being constructed by a toll
road operator. We have no concern about that operator building that road and being able to have tolls
on the West Gate Tunnel.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Mr Finn says they saw the Premier coming. But the other element of this
unsolicited proposal, which gives cause for great concern, is the fact that part of this deal allows
Transurban to extend its tolling concession on CityLink for an additional 10 years, from 2035 to 2045,
and allows it to escalate the tolls on CityLink above CPI. The current contract says toll increases are
to be in accordance with CPI. As part of the financing deal for the West Gate Tunnel, CityLink has
proposed to the government—and the government has accepted it—increasing tolls by 4.25 per cent
per annum rather than CPI, as well as extending tolls for an additional 10 years.
Today the Parliamentary Budget Office released its analysis of this proposal. For newer members of
the house, the Parliamentary Budget Office is an office that was established by the previous Parliament
under legislation to provide a resource for all members of Parliament who wish to have election
policies evaluated or costed or policy positions costed or even in this case projects announced by
government assessed and costed. The Parliamentary Budget Officer is appointed as an independent
officer of the Parliament and has a staff that operates independently of government and independently
of members of Parliament and provides assessments of the cost of political commitments and the cost
of projects and does that independently. The officer has access to government documents, has access
to Treasury documents and obviously has access to all public documents and can make their
assessment as to the cost of projects. And today the Parliamentary Budget Officer released their
assessment of the cost of the West Gate Tunnel project, with the extension of the CityLink concession
deed and the escalation of tolls on CityLink.
The Parliamentary Budget Office has determined that in nominal terms the cost of those extra tolls,
higher tolls and extended tolls is more than $37 billion to pay for a project which in nominal dollars is
costing $6 billion. How the government believes that is a good deal for Victorian motorists, those
people using CityLink, is beyond belief. Imposing $37 billion of tolls to fund a $6 billion project may
be in the interests of Transurban as the operator and may be in the interests of the Victorian government
in terms of what it does and does not bring to its own books, but it is not in the interests of motorists
across Victoria. My constituents in the south-east, people living in the north of Melbourne and the
west of Melbourne—imposing the cost on users of CityLink, whether they use the West Gate Tunnel
or not, is not in the interests of Victorians.
It is not in the interests of any Victorian, particularly when the state is in a position where the capital
being contributed by Transurban, the approximately $4 billion in round terms, could have been debt
funded by the state within the borrowing capacity the state of Victoria has. We know that immediately
before the last election the Treasurer announced in the dying days of the campaign—I think it was the
Thursday or possibly the Friday before the election—that, ‘Oh, by the way, the state government, if
it’s re-elected, proposes to double state debt to 12 per cent of GSP’. We saw Minister Pulford today in
question time indicate, ‘Oh, the government was transparent; we said we would double debt’—which
is true. It was on the death knell of the election, it was done as late as possible so as few people as
possible knew about it, but nonetheless they said they would do that, so there is within the debt cap
they have announced of now 12 per cent of gross state product ample capacity for the capital which is
being contributed by Transurban to in fact be contributed by the state within their adjusted increased
borrowing cap. And of course the state as a semi-sovereign government is able to access capital far
more cheaply than Transurban is able to access capital, yet we see this government signing up to a
deal which has a more expensive capital source and providing an outrageously generous concession
to Transurban on an existing road quite apart from the new road that is being constructed, which suits
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Transurban’s needs and suits the government’s needs but does not suit the needs of the people of
Victoria. It is in that context that we need to consider this legislation before the house tonight.
The legislation that we are actually considering is in the context of the overall project relatively minor.
The title of the bill is the West Gate Tunnel (Truck Bans and Traffic Management) Bill 2019, which
is a curious use of a title. It is often interesting to watch the way in which governments title bills. Quite
often they put a title on like this one to try and make it sound warm and fluffy. What could be wrong
about a bill that talks about truck bans and traffic management? Of course the title does not say West
Gate Tunnel (Ripping Off Victorian Motorists) Bill, which is a reflection of what it actually does in
terms of giving effect to the West Gate Tunnel project agreement and by extension the amendments
to the CityLink suite of agreements. The government has tried to dress up the title and talk about the
truck bans, which are an element of this bill, but the title ignores the very negative funding structure
which has actually been put in place for this project by this government.
I will run through some of the specifics of this bill. I said at the outset the West Gate Tunnel project is
a project which is currently under construction. It is scheduled to be completed in 2022. If anyone has
been over the West Gate Bridge or the West Gate Freeway in the last 18 months or two years, you will
have seen the work taking place, which raises the question: is the government building the West Gate
Tunnel or having Transurban build the West Gate Tunnel without a contract? Of course they are not.
This piece of legislation that we are dealing with tonight is not about putting forward a framework
which allows the West Gate Tunnel to be built, because of course that is already happening and of
course it is already happening under a contract that the government has entered into with Transurban.
What this bill tonight is actually doing is providing some teeth around that agreement with Transurban.
The bill tonight provides a framework for the legal enforcement of tolls which will be imposed on the
West Gate Tunnel. It is one thing for the government to enter into a contract with Transurban saying
you can put tolls on the West Gate Tunnel; it is quite another to actually enforce those tolls. So the bill
that is before the house tonight will actually provide the framework for the enforcement of tolls, as is
the case on CityLink and EastLink now. In that regard we do not have a problem with that. We do not
have a problem with the West Gate Tunnel being tolled for the people who use the West Gate Tunnel.
What this bill also does as part of the broader window-dressing, as espoused in the second-reading
speech, is provide the requirement for the tabling of the West Gate Tunnel agreement and subsequently
a mechanism for amendment of the West Gate Tunnel agreement, with oversight by the Parliament.
Again, this is something which is consistent with the Melbourne City Link Act 1995 in that the
CityLink deeds were tabled in Parliament and amendments to those deeds are now subject to
revocation by the Parliament. It is also the model used with the EastLink deeds and the EastLink
project, but that does not change the fact that the agreement has already been signed by the government
and Transurban.
One of the interesting things with that provision for the tabling of the deed and the subsequent capacity
for Parliament to consider amendments and the revocation of amendments to the deed is that this bill
seeks to limit the capacity of the Legislative Council to actually exercise that revocation power over
amendments to the West Gate Tunnel agreement, because as members know from last sitting week
when we debated a revocation motion for the most recent amendments to the CityLink deeds—a
matter which we will consider further—this house was asked to consider whether it wanted to revoke
that amendment. It was able to do that because the City Link Act says either house of Parliament may
revoke an amendment. The bill before the house tonight in fact provides that an amendment can only
be revoked by both houses of Parliament. We know by definition that the government is the group that
controls the lower house. That is what makes a government: it is the group, the party, that has the
confidence of the Legislative Assembly. It has the numbers in the lower house. So a revocation
mechanism that requires both houses to pass motions before a revocation can occur effectively means
a revocation will only occur if the government wants it to, because it will only pass if the lower house
also passes it. This has the effect of stripping the Legislative Council of the power it currently has
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under the City Link Act to act against the government of the day and revoke an amendment to a
concession deed it does not like.
We believe this is an incredibly important point. The Legislative Council, as an independent house of
this Parliament, independently representing the interests of Victorians and independently acting as a
house of review, should have the capacity as a standalone house of Parliament to consider and pass
and give effect to a revocation motion for an amendment to the West Gate Tunnel deed. Accordingly,
if this bill passes the second-reading stage, I will move on behalf of the coalition an amendment to
give effect to that provision. I would ask that my amendments be circulated now.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr RICH-PHILLIPS pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: The amendments being circulated in my name propose amendments to
clause 15, which would allow either house of Parliament to move a revocation motion for an
amendment to the West Gate Tunnel agreement in the same way as either house of Parliament can
move a revocation motion for an amendment to the CityLink agreement. We believe that this is an
appropriate mechanism to ensure that the Legislative Council maintains its standing as an independent
house of this Parliament and can provide independent oversight of these agreements.
This is important for the reason we have seen today. This government’s agreement with Transurban,
between the West Gate Tunnel agreement and the changes proposed to the Melbourne CityLink
agreement, will impose $37 billion of additional costs on Victorian motorists. It is appropriate that this
Parliament can accept or reject that. We would not, for example, have a budget bill which went through
this Parliament and allowed the government to unilaterally impose $37 billion of additional costs on
taxpayers without parliamentary oversight, and it is absolutely unreasonable that we would set up a
mechanism which allowed the government to do the same by way of contract—in this case through
concession deeds—without the Parliament having the capacity to act to disallow that.
If the bill does pass the second reading, we will seek to insert these amendments, which will preserve
the capacity of the Legislative Council to act by itself in giving effect to a revocation motion for
amendments to the West Gate Tunnel agreement.
The West Gate Tunnel agreement is an interesting document. Like the CityLink concession deed, it is
the document that sets out the basis on which Transurban will operate the West Gate Tunnel, collect
tolls et cetera. It is, however, a document that is not in the public domain. A redacted document has
been released by the government, but it is a document that has been redacted to the extent of being
effectively worthless, because all the key triggers, all the key metrics, all the key performance
measures and all the key numbers as to how this project will work and how the relationship between
the government and Transurban will work for the West Gate Tunnel have been redacted. Requests for
the government to provide a copy of the unredacted West Gate Tunnel agreement have gone without
response. The response has been nought. The government has declined to provide that unredacted
West Gate Tunnel document.
This bill, if it passes in its current form, requires that document to be tabled. But frankly this Parliament
should have access to that document. It should have the opportunity to look at that West Gate Tunnel
agreement before it passes the legislation, not after passing the legislation. After the legislation has
been passed, there is no capacity for this Parliament to act to make changes or to reject that West Gate
Tunnel agreement. We believe the government should have provided the West Gate Tunnel agreement
to the Parliament in toto before this legislation came before the house. We think its failure to do that
prior to the passage of this bill indicates that there is something in there that it does not want the
Parliament to know before it gives its position on this bill.
One of the other motions I will seek to move is to refer this bill to the Economy and Infrastructure
Committee for its investigation and consideration of these critical matters before this Parliament votes
on the second reading. I ask that it be circulated.
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I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of inserting in their place ‘this bill be referred to the
Economy and Infrastructure Committee for inquiry, consideration and report, by 7 May 2019, and the second
reading of this bill be deferred until the final report of the committee is presented to the house.’.

The reasoned amendment and house amendments were circulated to members of the house yesterday.
What the reasoned amendment seeks to do, before the members of this chamber vote on this bill, is
allow the bill to go to the Economy and Infrastructure Committee of the upper house to be considered,
to be investigated, for hearings to be held and for consideration to be made of the West Gate Tunnel
agreement before members have to vote on the bill.
The reasoned amendment proposes that the committee report by 7 May, which is the next substantive
sitting day after this week. This reasoned amendment does not seek to delay the bill beyond the next
sitting week. A referral to the committee will enable the committee to require that West Gate Tunnel
agreement from the government prior to the passage of this bill. It will allow the members of this
chamber who I understand are proposing to put forward amendments to this bill to ventilate those in
the committee. Without flagging it and without naming them, other members have certainly put
forward proposals for various amendments, and they will also be within the scope of this reference for
the committee to consider. There have been discussions offline around a number of matters relating to
which types of vehicles have tolls imposed with what sort of framework and what sort of reporting
regime is put in place for this project; all those matters will be subject to consideration by the Economy
and Infrastructure Committee.
We believe, given the cost of this project, in nominal dollars, to road users and given the government’s
failure to disclose the West Gate Tunnel agreement prior to the passage of this legislation, it is important
we have this committee consideration, and it will not delay the bill more than into the next sitting
week. Then this house can make an informed decision as to whether or not to proceed with the bill.
As I said, the main purpose of this bill is in fact to provide the legal framework for the enforcement of
tolls. That cannot be done by contract. The government can enter into an agreement with Transurban
that allows them to put tolls on the West Gate Tunnel. It cannot enter into an agreement which forces
users to pay them; hence the need for this legislation.
So we have the West Gate Tunnel agreement, which is the substantive document that sets this project
up. We now have this bill, which puts in place a legal framework to enforce tolls under that West Gate
Tunnel agreement. The legislation will require ultimately the tabling of the West Gate Tunnel
agreement, but we should have that before we pass the bill, not after passing it. It also does some other
minor window-dressing changes with respect to obviously the title around truck bans, which will seek
to exclude trucks from certain roads in the vicinity of the West Gate Tunnel, which is appropriate and
which can be given effect to. It could be given effect to without this particular piece of legislation.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Mr SOMYUREK: Pursuant to standing order 4.08, I declare the sitting to be extended by up to
1 hour.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: As I said, the main purpose of this bill is to provide that framework for the
enforcement of the West Gate Tunnel tolling agreement. It does also provide for an update on certain
provisions of the CityLink agreement, which is now an agreement certainly 25 years in age. In that
regard, it incorporates a number of provisions which are found in the existing EastLink agreement, but
fundamentally this bill is about providing an enforcement framework for the West Gate Tunnel project
and providing a framework for the tabling of the West Gate Tunnel agreement.
Completion of the West Gate Tunnel project is not under consideration tonight, just as it was not under
consideration when the Parliament considered the issue of a revocation motion two weeks ago. The
government of Victoria has entered into a contract with Transurban to build the West Gate Tunnel,
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and that is going to happen. That is happening now. Irrespective of whether this bill passes or does not
pass, that will continue to happen. That project will be completed, and we are told it will open in 2022,
and it will operate as a toll road for people who are using it.
What is contentious about this project is the way in which the government has gone about it and the
impact that is going to have on taxpayers, on motorists, here in Victoria. We will get a West Gate
Tunnel. The decision for the Parliament tonight, the decision for the Parliament tomorrow, will be: do
we expect this project to be completed and paid for by all Victorians, by the users of the tunnel or by
a different group of users at vastly inflated costs who are actually not using the tunnel itself? Do we
expect to impose the burden of this agreement on CityLink users who may not be users of the West
Gate Tunnel and who the Parliamentary Budget Office have indicated will pay $37 billion in tolls to
pay for what is effectively a $4 billion capital contribution by Transurban?
Transurban have demonstrated that they are very good at getting rents out of government. They have
been very effective at it, and that is their job. They operate in the interests of their shareholders. But it
is the Victorian government’s job to actually make sure they get a good deal for Victorians—not to
get snowed by the likes of Transurban and not to do deals which may be politically expedient because
they get a project built without having it on the balance sheet, without having the challenges of the
state balance sheet. They are supposed to be acting in the interests of all Victorians, and that is where
we believe this deal—the West Gate Tunnel agreement, the amendments to the CityLink agreement—
is not in this state’s interests and is not necessary.
Importantly the government provided an alternative funding mechanism in the West Gate Tunnel
agreement. It entered into an agreement with Transurban that if this Parliament did not pass this bill—
the Parliament which provides for the enforcement of tolls—and if the Parliament revoked the
CityLink amendments which impose the extra tolls on CityLink, there was a default way of funding it
and that default mechanism for funding the project was for the state to make the capital contribution
in place of Transurban. In the briefing provided by the Treasurer’s office and the Department of
Treasury and Finance an indication was given that the cost of that is in the vicinity of a nominal
$4 billion, which is the Transurban capital contribution. So there is already an alternative funding
mechanism provided for in this agreement. It is now up to this Parliament to determine which one it
endorses. Does it endorse a mechanism which imposes $37 billion of tolls on CityLink users who may
never go near the West Gate Tunnel or does it require the state to make the capital contribution from
state resources—from the state capital capacity, which the Treasurer has said in debt terms he is going
to double anyway—at a nominal cost to the state of $4 billion and probably no more than $9 billion
or $10 billion over the life of the project with interest cost?
This is very much about what is in the best interests of Victorians. We do not believe the deal as struck
by the government with Transurban is in the state’s interest. We believe the road should be built and
the road will be built. That is irrefutable. That is going to happen irrespective of what we do tonight.
But the deal as structured between Transurban and the government is not in the state’s interest. We
believe that as a minimum the Legislative Council should do what the government has not done and
properly investigate and properly disclose the way in which this deal will work by way of a
parliamentary committee referral over the next non-sitting period so that we can report back when
Parliament resumes on 7 May and then properly consider this bill in an informed manner.
At the outset I would urge the house to support a referral of this bill in the first instance to the Economy
and Infrastructure Committee of the Legislative Council for proper investigation and report and to
allow the amendments which are being proposed by a number of members in this chamber to also be
considered as part of that so that the house can be fully informed before it votes on this bill. If the
house elects not to do that, I would urge the house to support my amendment to ensure that the
Legislative Council has the power to revoke any future amendment to the concession deed for the
West Gate Tunnel. The power of the Legislative Council to do that is incredibly important, and it must
be exercised independently from the Assembly, which is ultimately controlled by government.

BILLS
Tuesday, 19 March 2019

Legislative Council

821

Ultimately we believe this is a bad deal. While the project should go ahead, while the project will go
ahead and while it should be funded through that default mechanism of budget funding, the deal that
has been struck by the government—the funding deal in its current form—is not in the interests of the
state. If this bill gets through the second-reading stage, the deal will not be supported by the coalition
parties in its current form.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (22:08): I also rise to speak on the West Gate Tunnel
(Truck Bans and Traffic Management) Bill 2019. As Mr Rich-Phillips alluded to in his contribution,
the bill does a number of things. One is to give effect to the arrangements or agreements reached
between the state government and Transurban in relation to the construction of the West Gate Tunnel
and also take into account the widening of the Tullamarine Freeway and the major works that were
carried out on the Monash Freeway. The bill gives legally binding effect to that contract. The contract
does provide an extension of the current toll arrangements by a further 10 years, and that subject or
this particular issue has been before this house a number of times. It was before the previous Parliament
a number of times, so I think members will be familiar with the debate. We have had that debate I do
not know how many times, and the opposition have been constant in their opposition to the West Gate
Tunnel project. I heard Mr Rich-Phillips say, ‘We don’t oppose the project, but we don’t like the toll
arrangement. We don’t like how it’s paid’. Mind you, a notice of motion was before this house to
revoke everything in the last sitting week, and in the previous Parliament there was a similar motion
trying to stop the project. In fact it was successful in stopping the project for a period of 24 hours. We
were able, thankfully, to get around that and get the project going again.
This project is probably one of the most advertised projects in the state. It is no secret what we are
doing. The project is halfway through now. The boring machine or the tunnelling machines are ready
to go, but the work around widening the West Gate Freeway from the bridge towards the M80 is
progressing reasonably well. In fact I know it is progressing really well because I drive on that road on
a daily basis. The portal at Whitehall Street in Yarraville is progressing very well, and the boring machine
is being installed and put together as we speak. Thousands of people are employed on that job.
We went to the election, and people knew exactly what we were proposing. They knew exactly what
the proposal was all about. It was no secret that this project would be paid for by extending the existing
toll arrangement—which was started by the former government, by the way, in 2010. The former
Liberal government one day finally committed to do something in widening the Tullamarine Freeway
and agreed to extend the tolling arrangement for one year, so it is okay for them to actually propose
that. They are even talking about the indexation, which Mr Rich-Phillips talked about. The indexation
in that particular contract was 4.5 per cent; in this proposed contract it is 4.25 per cent. So I think the
hypocrisy of this opposition is unreal.
Probably next week they will come back with another West Gate Tunnel project motion. They do not
get it. They do not get that they did not win the last election. We were voted in with voters knowing
exactly what we were proposing in relation to this particular project, so it is no secret. The opposition
are now coming up and saying, ‘No, no we like the project. The project should continue’. Duh!
Imagine just stopping the project halfway: it would put all these people out of work. Good luck to the
opposition leader, the opposition frontbenchers, the backbenchers and even Mr Finn in going and
facing the people of the west and the people of Victoria and in showing themselves in public. I bet you
they would not be able to do so.
They are saying, ‘We do not like the way in which you are paying for this project’, but again, we went
to the election and we said, ‘We are going to extend the contract by a further 10 years’, so it was not a
secret. Wake up to yourselves. You had a 10 or 12 per cent swing against you at the election. People
endorsed what we are doing. You might not like it; I get that, and I respect that. What are you saying
the alternative is? That the state should fork out the $6 billion cost of the project? The state should fork
out the cost of widening the Tullamarine Freeway—close to $1 billion? The state should fork out the
extra money for widening the Monash Freeway? Let us add all that up, and we are talking about nearly
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$8 billion. So that is $8 billion that the state would have to pay up-front, and then we have got projects
like railway crossings and hospitals. We are spending $1.5 billion on rebuilding the Footscray
Hospital—a new hospital in the western suburbs, in my electorate. That would be gone, because where
would we find the money?
Yes, the way this project is going to be paid for is by Victorians who use the CityLink network—and
yes, everyone gets benefit out of this, not just the people living in the western suburbs of Melbourne.
I do not know what you have got against the western suburbs of Melbourne because, you know, the
people of Geelong are not the only ones who are going to use the road. The people of Ballarat are not
the only ones who are going to use the road. The people in the south-eastern suburbs are going to use
it the most, which I talked about earlier, because part of extending the toll is that it would pay for the
costs that have already been incurred in the process of getting work completed on the Monash
Freeway. For people going to the airport, the Tullamarine Freeway widening project is not complete.
That is part of it, so most Victorians who use the entire CityLink network will benefit from this. When
the project is completed in 2022, this bill—it is already in place—will impose by law a permanent ban
on trucks entering residential streets. I think everyone should applaud that. That is what the bill does.
The bill also talks about a number of other improvements which we have managed to put in place in
relation to infringement and fines where the current system does not deal with that adequately. I know
I had a lot of representation from legal aid services in the Western Metropolitan Region in relation to
some of my constituents. They ended up paying thousands and thousands and thousands of dollars in
fines. With the current system in place, you could have a $100 fine that could very easily accumulate
and become a $1000 fine. So this will streamline a lot of that. We basically listened to the people who
were getting impacted by that, and this bill will address that issue. I want to commend the Treasurer
for giving that a fair bit of attention. I have written to the Treasurer a number of times and done some
representation on behalf of constituents in the western suburbs. I also want to recognise the Footscray
legal services for the work they have done on behalf of my constituents.
So if we look at the whole project and the value, you have economists and you have people saying it
will cost $37 billion or $20 billion. That was always going to be the case. It is fair to say that a lot of
that is projection. Maybe their numbers are correct. But they may not be correct—it depends on how
many cars actually use that road, whether the numbers go up or down.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Mr Finn can laugh. The tolling project in New South Wales went broke because
not many cars were using them. Look, when Transurban approached the government in relation to this
project, they were put through a very rigorous process to get it approved. So it was not just that
someone walked in and said, ‘Great, we like what you are saying and here you go, we will sign you a
cheque’. That was not the case, and if the opposition are truthful to themselves, if they were basically
focusing on that instead of just scaremongering and trying to sort of say—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, I have not heard what the alternative is. What is the alternative, apart from
committing to pay the $6 billion up-front? I do not think you are even saying that. You are not offering
a solution, unless I missed it. In Mr Rich-Phillips’s contribution of nearly an hour, I did not hear a
single word on how he is proposing to pay for it. I have not heard that the state should cough up, let
us say, $6 billion plus the other $2 billion I have talked about. I have not heard him say that. I have not
heard him say, ‘We will pay that, and therefore we will cancel the other project’. They do not like the
project because it is not their idea. I do not think they had many ideas for major projects when they
were in government anyway. The one they dreamt up in the last one was the east–west link, and we
all know what happened to that. So I think it is about time—
Mr Finn: Yeah, $1.3 billion—$1.3 billion.
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Mr MELHEM: No apology for that, Mr Finn. Let me tell you, we said we were going to cancel
that project and guess what—we did exactly that. We actually do what we say we will do. That is what
we do, unlike you. We actually do what we say we will do, and that is what we did. That is why we
are sitting on this side of the chamber and you are not. This project is a good project. I think this
Parliament has spent enough time chasing its tail and debating this project week in, week out. It is time
that we got on with it. It is time we passed this bill to give some certainty to the project and to streamline
some of the processes which are attached to this bill. We should get on with it and get this project built,
without playing politics. With those words, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (22:20): If there is anybody in this Parliament who can give
Daniel Andrews a run for his money for the title of Mr Arrogance 2019, it has to be Mr Melhem.
Mr Melhem got up here today and said to us, ‘We won the election. You lost, we won. We can do
whatever we like’. That is basically what he said. He said, ‘We won; we can do whatever we like’.
Well, if that is the attitude of this government, the people of Victoria are in for a pretty rough four
years ahead. He even questioned the Parliamentary Budget Office, which is an independent body that
is designed to provide figures for the community. He even questioned a body such as that to justify his
arrogance and the arrogance of the Andrews Socialist Left government. Unfortunately we have come
to accept over the last few weeks that that is something we will see over the next four years.
The fact of the matter is that what we are proposing tonight will not stop the West Gate Tunnel. That
horse bolted a long time ago. I wish it had not, but it has and it is gone. There is no way that anybody
is going to stop the building of the West Gate Tunnel now, but we have to look at the facts of the
matter. The deal that was put together by the government and Transurban is as dodgy as all get out. I
go back to my term as chair of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee. Mr Gepp is over there,
and he will remember this, as he was deputy chair. We had the CEO of Transurban in on a regular
basis. We had the secretary of the department in on a regular basis. I tell you what, they could both
give Mr Melhem a run for his money for Mr Arrogance 2019. I will never forget the secretary of the
department just leaning across the table looking at us and smirking with a dirty, great grin as if to say,
‘I know something that you don’t and I’m not going to tell you’. And it was the same deal. That typifies
the attitude of this government to this project. But what we did not know—there were a lot of things
we did not know—was exposed today. What we did not know was that in order to fulfil the
extraordinarily dodgy deal that has been done, my constituents, Mr Melhem’s constituents and
Ms Stitt’s constituents are going to be slugged $37.3 billion on top of what we were already going to
pay. That is $37.3 billion to pay for a road that we may never use.
It has to be said that—and those with a decent memory will remember—in my first term of Parliament
I had a pretty decent stoush with the then Premier of the day, Jeff Kennett, over whether we would toll
the Tullamarine Freeway. Yes, Jeff got very, very upset with me, and we had some lively exchanges,
I think it would be safe to say. But in the end I had to accept that tolls were necessary, because I could
not imagine what Melbourne was going to be like without CityLink. And I was right. Could anybody
imagine today what Melbourne would be like without CityLink? But that was a road that was built by
the tolls of the users—so that model was user pays. But here we are talking about a road being paid
for by people who may never go near the thing. They may never actually clap eyes on the West Gate
Tunnel. That is an extraordinary prospect that the government has put forward. This deal is a rip-off.
Mr Melhem said the people had their eyes open: ‘They knew all about it before the last election, and
they voted for us. We won; you lost. We can do anything’. Remember that? That is what he said. And
I will give you the drum: I will tell you that nobody in Western Metropolitan Region knew that they
were going to be ripped off for $37.3 billion—$37.3 thousand million. Nobody knew that was coming.
I tell you what: if it had been known, we might have got a very different result. Maybe the arrogance
of Mr Melhem might have been pricked in a way that he so richly deserves.
I do not intend to speak for long on this bill. I support the reasoned amendment of Mr Rich-Phillips.
After every meeting of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee over the last few years, when we
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discussed the West Gate Tunnel project, there were more questions than answers. We had people
lining up to tell us nothing. They were deliberately obfuscating what they were trying to do. All we
were trying to do was to shed some light on what was going on with this project. We knew something
was going on because we knew that they were starting to build the thing. But they were not going to
let on about contracts or about deals; they were not going to let on about anything. It is about time that
the Victorian public was allowed to know what went on behind closed doors between Transurban and
the Victorian Andrews government. It is about time that people were allowed that knowledge so they
can make a decision on whether this is a fair and reasonable deal. As it stands at the moment, I think
they can fairly say that Victorians have not got a good deal and that motorists have not got a good deal.
I again ask the question that I have asked after every meeting where we have discussed this over the
last two or three years: why won’t they answer the questions? What have they got to hide? It led me
to believe in fact that it may well be that in the future we have a situation where this matter will be
looked at by IBAC. It is something that is surrounded by mystery. It is something that I believe could
be dodgy to the point that IBAC could get involved, because this whole project has been led by
Transurban. It has grown like Topsy. It started off, as Mr Rich-Phillips said, before the 2014 election
as a $500 million project that was ‘shovel-ready’. It was all ready to go. That is what the Premier, the
then opposition leader, Mr Andrews, said—a $500 million project that was ‘shovel-ready’. I think it
was the West Gate distributor then. It had about three or four different name changes and incarnations,
and every time it had a different name or a different incarnation it came back as a bigger project, and
guess who was getting the money out of that. You cannot blame Transurban. They saw Daniel
Andrews coming, and they would be idiots if they saw this bloke coming and they actually knocked
back the opportunity that he gave them. They are in the caper of making money, and this deal gives
them more money than they could ever have hoped for. This cements them in the landscape of Victoria
for decades to come to the tune of billions of dollars—all paid for by Victorian motorists. We really
have to expose what has gone on here.
As I said, it is too late to stop the project—nobody is even attempting to stop the project—but we do
need to know exactly what has gone on here. We do need to know if indeed there has been a degree
of shysterism involved between Transurban and the government. I believe that in supporting the
reasoned amendment to refer this bill—now that we actually have a bill, because before we were just
talking about a project; we actually have a piece of legislation to examine, which will make it easier
for the committee—it is more than an appropriate time for the Economy and Infrastructure Committee
to examine this bill and to get back to us in the next sitting week of Parliament. It is not in the nevernever. It will give us the opportunity to examine this properly, come up with some questions and find
out answers for the people of Victoria—the people who employ us. We need to find out for them what
has gone on in this deal. I urge members of this house to support the amendment that has been so ably
moved by my colleague Mr Rich-Phillips. This is a very, very important matter.
I have to say I am just staggered that we have got Western Metropolitan Region members who are
actually supporting this deal, because a lot of our people—whether they live in Keilor, Essendon,
Sunbury, Gladstone Park or wherever they might be right through that north-west area—are the ones
who are going to be slugged in the neck with this deal. Right through that north-west region they are
going to be slugged very, very heavily with this. I would have thought that they—whether it be
Mr Melhem or Ms Stitt—would want to be involved in uncovering exactly what dodginess is involved
in the deal that has been struck between Transurban and the government.
I urge the house to support Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment. I believe it is a very worthwhile
amendment, given that it is only postponing what I think is inevitable for a month. It is not too much
to ask, given that there are so many questions that need to be asked and even more that need to be
answered. It is not too much to ask to send this bill to the committee so that those questions can be
asked, answers can be given and we as Victorians can know what has gone on between our
government and this huge multinational company that, quite frankly, has got us by the short and curlies
for the next however many years. It is pretty horrifying when you look at the figure of $37.3 billion.
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The socialists of the Labor Party are the ones who cooked this up. I tell you what: there would be a
few people in the Labor Party from years gone by who would be turning in their graves right now.
Would you ever think that we would see the Socialist Left of the Labor Party and their cohorts rolling
in the mud with the capitalists from Texas? Can you believe that? But that is the situation that we have.
It is well past time for us to find out exactly what has gone on here. The only way that we can do that
is to support Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment, and I urge the house to do just that.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (22:34): I would like to speak briefly to the state government’s
West Gate Tunnel (Truck Bans and Traffic Management ) Bill 2019, and it will be brief. If the bill
passes, it will give the final green light to the $6.7 billion project. Understandably, there are a handful
of concerns that Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party have about the project. There is no doubt about the need
for additional infrastructure in Melbourne’s western suburbs, but all projects should be carefully
assessed. Congestion in Melbourne’s west is costly to drivers. Mums and dads should be able to get
into the CBD safely and quickly so they can spend more time with their families, and having driven
that road many, many times I can totally understand that.
A $6.7 billion project deserves the greatest degree of scrutiny. I am still unsure as to whether taxpayers
are getting the best possible deal. In addition to the huge cost of the project, I share the views of many
crossbenchers and coalition members about the confidential parts of the contract between the state
government and Transurban, including the scheduling of payments and the potential need to compensate
Transurban if the contract is broken. Unfortunately the public is unaware of much of the contract.
It is my understanding that VicRoads may provide the government with modelling on how a cashback
scheme would work. If the state government adopted the same model which currently operates in New
South Wales, drivers who use toll roads daily to get in and out of work would be compensated. I
strongly support the implementation of a similar scheme in Victoria.
Whist our party is still considering our voting position on this bill, it is the needs of everyday drivers
that will determine how we vote. Toll hikes of 4.25 per cent each year over 10 years would leave
families up to $30 a week worse off over the next 10 years, and it just does not stack up. We share the
community’s desire for greater transparency and would rather see the revenue collected from tolls put
back into our roads and infrastructure, supporting Victorians rather than supporting multinational
companies.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (22:36): I am pleased to rise this evening to make some comments
in relation to this bill before us, the West Gate Tunnel (Truck Bans and Traffic Management)
Bill 2019, which is an innocently named bill but its consequences for people in regional Victoria and
particularly in Eastern Victoria Region over many years are quite dire. I am of an age, having been
born and raised in Gippsland, where I can remember a time when there were no thoroughfares from
the south-eastern part of Victoria into the city.
We travelled from home through the metropolis of Dandenong and then along the Princes Highway
into the city, with some deviations if we thought we could get in there a little bit quicker. Then—and
I cannot even think how long ago it was—we had a segment built, and we thought it was Christmas
because we could actually get on a dual-lane highway into the city. Then I guess in the early 1990s we
had CityLink and the tollway, and again it improved our efficiency in being able to get into the city
for various things, whether it be university, appointments or the like.
The transition in infrastructure in this country, in this state, from then to now is an important one
because we have had over time a population explosion and our state continues to increase by in the
vicinity of 140 000 people per year. It is important to have infrastructure and it is important for this
West Gate Tunnel to be built, but it is also important for any government and for this government in
particular to improve infrastructure in our rural and regional environments.
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If we look at Eastern Victoria Region, there is a need for infrastructure on a comprehensive level. We
do not even have the finish of the Princes Highway duplication between Traralgon and Sale, and we
are waiting on this government to come up with the last funding to provide that duplication. Now it is
2019 and we still do not have duplication on the major road—the major arterial—travelling through
south-eastern Victoria and on to New South Wales.
We also do not have in Gippsland a dedicated train line. Whilst the government is spruiking a whole
range of infrastructure programs based in Melbourne, they are not making any concerted effort to find
a dedicated line to get commuters on our train lines efficiently and effectively through to the end of
Gippsland. This is highly disappointing, and it has not been lost on the people of Gippsland.
These sorts of things only infuriate Gippslanders more and more, and what we are seeing here today—
and it has been borne out by the information in the report by the Parliamentary Budget Office, which
was an independent inquiry—are some of the substantial costs that will be incurred by people who
may never use the West Gate Tunnel in their lives. They will be incurring those costs whether they be
motorists or whether they be produce transporters—our freight transporters through eastern Victoria.
We see from this report that Transurban has done a deal with the government—
Mr Finn: A dodgy deal.
Ms BATH: It is indeed, Mr Finn, and it will potentially be a highly dodgy deal for rural and regional
people. We see that over a 26-year period Transurban will reap the benefits of this deal in the vicinity
of an extra $37 billion. Their investment into the West Gate Tunnel is in the vicinity of $4 billion, yet
they can reap $37 billion from our commuters. What might that mean for eastern Victorian people? It
means that over the course of that period of time, if they travel on the CityLink toll road, they can pay
$87 000 in nominal costs for the luxury of somebody else travelling on the roads.
What we also understand is that our freight companies, which transport our produce from eastern
Victoria and which travel on CityLink to the markets in Epping—and they already pay a substantially
higher cost—may end up bearing a burden that will have to be passed on to the purchasers. It is a
burden that is unnecessary, and again it goes back to the point: does the user pay? Well, not in this
instance.
Minister Pulford today in question time made a couple of comments, and I am quoting from my
recollection of what she said. But she said, ‘The deal won’t be universally popular’. That is an
understatement. It will not be universally popular for people in rural Victoria. She also said, ‘We’ve
got the balance right’. We have not got the balance right, because people are being forced to pay for
CityLink and the Tullamarine Freeway when they are not necessarily going to use that infrastructure
at all.
We have country roads that are crumbling right across Victoria. We have country roads that are in
desperate need of upgrades. The government has refused to bring back the country roads and bridges
program that all of our councils loved and commented again and again on the importance of. Yet the
government continues to shut that down and look to the city. Now they are going to slug country
people for an additional toll, an additional impost of 4.25 per cent over the life of this project. This is
a burden that we do not need in the country. We need the project, but we do not need this unfair burden
on rural and regional people.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (22:44): I rise to speak on the West Gate Tunnel (Truck
Bans and Traffic Management) Bill 2019. The Greens have been vocal about our opposition to the
West Gate Tunnel, and I have spoken on it in this house before. So it is disappointing to see that in
this new term of Parliament the government has prioritised a bad project as one of its first orders of
business, because no matter what those on the government benches say, it is a bad project. It will add
to traffic congestion in the west instead of reducing it. It will keep freight moving on trucks rather than
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moving to rail, and it will add to increased air pollution. It will pour billions of dollars in profit into
the pockets of Transurban from Victorians while threatening the livability of our suburbs.
At a time when we should be planning for our growing city and investing in our public transport
system, the government’s big plan for our city is a mega toll road that will only add to Melbourne’s
congestion problem. All over the world, road project after road project has shown that new roads also
come with new traffic. The West Gate Tunnel will pour thousands of cars into the CBD and the inner
north. The government’s own modelling says that the tunnel will be gridlocked within 10 years of
being built. Both the West Gate Bridge and the West Gate Tunnel will be full by 2031, so we will be
charging commuters to use a road that will shave just minutes off their journeys. Many of these
commuters live in the western suburbs, which have been developed without a good public transport
link, so investing in roads over trains will only lock them into greater car dependence for longer.
Victoria does not have a comprehensive integrated transport plan, despite such a plan being required
by the Transport Integration Act 2010. This has meant that our current transport policy is mostly
contained in ad hoc individual projects rather than guided by a vision for the future of Melbourne’s
transport system. Some of these projects are good, like Melbourne Metro, but many are bad, like the
north-east link and the West Gate Tunnel. The lack of a transport vision has also allowed private
companies like Transurban to set the agenda for transport in our state, an agenda which is focused on
profit rather than on good transport planning. My colleague Sam Hibbins has aptly described
Transurban as:
… essentially the first privatised transport department in the country … planning, building, owning and
operating transport projects in this state.

This project here, the West Gate Tunnel, is designed not by transport experts or by urban planners but
by Transurban, who then pitched it to the government.
In 2017 Transurban made $6 billion in revenue, including $687 million in tolls from Victorian drivers
alone. Half-yearly results released in February revealed Transurban took $409 million in toll revenue
for CityLink in the six months to the end of December, up 5.6 per cent from the same period a year
earlier. We know that Transurban also recently got CityLink tolls extended, so motorists will now pay
tolls on the road until 2045 to help pay for the construction of the tunnel. This is a road built for profit,
not for people.
The only way to move large numbers of people quickly in a growing city is with fast, frequent public
transport. This second river crossing should be a train line, which will reduce traffic. That is why the
Greens continue to call for Melbourne Metro 2, a project that would connect Newport to Fishermans
Bend and Clifton Hill. The tunnel is expected to carry just 6600 vehicles in the morning peak, which
is nothing compared to western suburbs population growth. Melbourne Metro 2 could potentially
increase the capacity of the Werribee line by 17 600 people in the morning peak, so this would give
people in the west genuine public transport options instead of another mega toll road.
I will speak briefly about some of the elements of this bill. The bill amends a number of different acts
to allow for the implementation of the West Gate Tunnel project. It provides for the amendment,
modification and tabling of the West Gate Tunnel agreement, and it sets up the tolling system for the
road. It also establishes no-truck zones and creates an offence for trucks driving in the zones.
The Greens have spoken before about our concerns with the current system of criminal enforcement
of toll infringements. Rather than being enforced through the civil debt recovery system like an energy
or water bill would be, toll infringements are policed through the criminal system. So we have a
situation where the justice system is enforcing a private company’s fines. Currently every single day
of unpaid toll road usage attracts a separate toll fine, and therefore a driver can be fined thousands of
dollars for one week’s use of a toll road. These infringements can quickly escalate to unmanageable
levels of debt, with the addition of enforcement costs when infringements remain unpaid. This is
placing a burden on our courts. Half of the matters heard by the infringements court in the criminal
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justice system result from the use of privately owned toll roads. While we are pleased that the bill
introduces a new seven-day infringement period so that only one offence can occur in that period, we
are concerned that a seven-day period will not do enough to ease the burden on the courts or the
financial pressure on those affected, so I will be moving an amendment to extend this period to 90 days
as recommended by local legal groups.
We are also moving an amendment to require Transurban to regularly report on the operation of the
toll road. We believe we should provide for regular performance evaluation of all transport systems,
showing full costs and benefits and the financial contribution made by users of the road. Our
amendment will ensure there is regular reporting on the number of drivers using the West Gate Tunnel,
the types of vehicles on the roads and the amount paid on the tolls, among other things. I wish to
circulate these amendments at this time.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Just to clarify, Dr Ratnam has two sets of
amendments, and both will be circulated now.
Greens amendments circulated by Dr RATNAM pursuant to standing orders.
Dr RATNAM: Lastly, the bill creates a new offence for trucks driving in a no-truck zone. This is
a long-awaited offence that I know the residents of the west have been fighting for for many years,
which we support. We will be moving an amendment to this section to include the names of the roads
that truck bans will apply to in the legislation. These are roads the government has already committed
to putting truck bans on. Our amendments ensure it will. We want to ensure these roads are protected
by legislation and give these residents some certainty that the bans will be upheld. We will leave the
ability for the minister to regulate further truck bans if necessary, and I note that those amendments
have been circulated as well.
We do hold some concerns about how these bans will be enforced. If you create a new offence, you
also need a way to enforce it to ensure that you can capture any wrongdoing, so we would urge the
government to install traffic cameras or find some other mechanism to monitor the roads and ensure
that the bans are being complied with.
We would also prefer a project that reduces the number of trucks on the roads and does not just move
them around to different roads. While we are pleased that this project will help move trucks off the
streets of the inner west, the trucks will just be moved to other roads, which will not stop them from
putting diesel fumes into the air we breathe. The Greens have long called for a plan to move more
freight to rail—to invest in a port rail shuttle to get more shipping containers off the road and phase
out our worst polluting trucks—and we think this is the approach we should be taking here.
I note the reasoned amendment moved by the opposition to refer this bill to the Economy and
Infrastructure Committee. The Greens will be supporting this amendment. We believe that, as
members of the upper house, our job as a house of review means that we need to properly scrutinise
and properly assess all legislation that comes before us. The parliamentary committee system is a
means of fulfilling this role, particularly with comprehensive bills that many people in this house hold
concerns about. So we agree that it is appropriate that this bill is referred to the committee to report
back by the first week of May, and I urge all in this house to consider the role this house plays in
scrutiny, in oversight and in review. It is incumbent upon us that we discharge that duty. This is a way
that we are able to do this for a very significant piece of legislation before us that will transform
Melbourne in many ways that the Greens hold serious concerns about. I urge everyone in this house
to consider supporting the referral to the committee so proper scrutiny and accountability can be
applied to this very important piece of legislation.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (22:55): I will be brief. We set out our concerns with this process
during the previous debate. I will not repeat myself. We had two insurmountable problems: the lack
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of transparency—hiding the details behind commercial-in-confidence—and the massive, huge,
unjustifiable cost to the drivers of Victoria.
We need to end commercial-in-confidence—the hiding of dodgy deals behind commercial-inconfidence. It is appalling behaviour, and we see it from all parties and at all levels of government in
Australia. Wodonga council blocks their elected councillors from seeing the $1 million contracts they
are voting on, and the Victorian government will not let the elected MPs see the details of a $45 billion
contract that we are voting on—‘Pass the bill, then we’ll tell you what you’re voting for’. It is not good
enough. Victorians are not mushrooms. Stop keeping us in the dark and feeding us manure. We need
transparency.
And why is the government lacking transparency on this deal? Because they do not want us, they do
not want the voters of Victoria, to know just how bad a deal it is—or how good a deal it is for
Transurban. As the Parliamentary Budget Office has pointed out today, it is a massive transfer of
$38 billion from the pockets of Victorians to the shareholders of Transurban.
As best I can tell, Victorians will end up paying at least three times what they should for this road. It
stinks. The government is tax farming—selling large future revenues to private companies in exchange
for small benefits up-front. Tax farming has always been a sign of short-sighted, incompetent
government. There are better solutions, and we cannot support this as it stands.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (22:57): It does not give me a lot of pleasure to stand up and
talk about this, because I am going to borrow a bit of a theme from Mr Quilty. I think the taxpayers of
Victoria are being fed a sandwich no matter which way we go this time, and we do not have to guess
what is in the sandwich. So let us have a look at the $37 billion in Transurban tolls for the West Gate.
This is from the Herald Sun:
Regular users of CityLink will be slugged the equivalent of $180 a week by 2044—up from the $82 today.

Yadda yadda yadda—and we go on and it tells us how bad it is going to be and how much we are
going to pay and so on, and then it gets into the usual guff of the politics.
I have never made it a point to hide the fact that I do not like toll roads whatsoever. I actually think
that unless they are done by the government the whole thing is not good. They have been around for
a long time now, and both sides of Parliament have had their fingers in the pie. But having said all
those bad things about the Transurban article and what we are going to have to pay for all those times,
let us have a look at what we may be up for if we do not pass this. JP Morgan estimates that the
compensation—this is in the same Parliamentary Budget Office article that tells us how bad it is—for
not making the changes to the CityLink toll agreement will be at least $1.8 billion. Ian Woodcock
from RMIT University’s Centre for Urban Research estimated that the payout could be between
$3.8 billion and $5.7 billion in present terms.
So what we are being asked to do here is choose which sandwich we want. What we are being asked
is basically: where do we want to take it, who from? So all I can say is that I have not made up my
mind, but a pox on both your houses. Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Ms MIKAKOS: Pursuant to standing order 4.08(1)(b), I declare the sitting to be extended by up
to 1 further hour.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (22:59): I just want to say something before we start so there
is no confusion. Transport Matters supports this project. We like the project. It is a good project. It
gets trucks off the roads, and it makes them safer. But like many other people, we have an absolute
issue with making people pay tolls on the Tullamarine Freeway, the Monash Freeway and through the
Burnley Tunnel. We think that is just simply wrong, and there are other ways we could have done it.
We certainly take the view that governments should be doing these projects. Clearly it is too late now
for this, but none of the amendments we are suggesting tonight has any impact; this project is going
to happen. I just want to put some amendments through.
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Transport Matters Party amendments circulated by Mr BARTON pursuant to standing orders.
Mr BARTON: I propose these amendments today because I wish to bring a new level of fairness
to the tolling system that will be adopted when our West Gate Tunnel opens. I want us to consider
what tolls on our roads are for. The disappointing passing of a motion last month in this place that
extended tolling on CityLink raises the question of whether tolls are becoming a way of life for
Victorians. Are they there to pay for the costs of building and maintaining our roads, or are they a
honey pot for multinationals dipping constantly into the pockets of Victorian road users? I would hope
that the amendments I have proposed today will spread, in due course, to road users on all other toll
roads in Victoria in a show of faith and fairness from our toll road operators.
The vehicles that make up our public transport system should not be tolled. We must exclude taxis,
VH-registered hire cars and buses from tolls in the West Gate Tunnel. We absolutely support public
transport. We should lower the cost of public transport; that is our view. We want to reduce congestion
and get cars off residential streets. This amendment aims to encourage people to use toll roads more.
There are thousands of vehicles every day avoiding the tollways now. Commercial operators do this
all the time. I can certainly say of someone we are familiar with who runs 10 little trucks that his toll
bill is $7000 a month. That is staggering. That is a huge impost on his business.
In terms of taxis, at the moment taxidrivers may recoup the costs of tolls from passengers by adding
tolls to their bill. However, these costs can only be charged when a passenger is in the car, of course,
and if drivers are required to return to the city without a passenger, they bear the toll costs themselves.
Customers will get a cheaper ride. It will encourage drivers not to use the rat runs to get back to the
city by avoiding tolls. We can also get tour buses off the back streets and onto the tollways as well.
Currently bus services are charged heavy commercial vehicle rates to use our toll roads. Whether
privately chartered or part of the public transport routes, buses provide a great service in transporting
large groups of people, getting them out of their cars, reducing congestion and providing efficiency on
our roads. They should not be tolled; they should be encouraged.
I also want to remove the mention of trailers from this legislation. We want to reduce congestion and
get people off residential streets. This amendment aims to encourage people to use toll roads more.
Adding this to the legislation opens the possibility that one day road users will pay extra for the trailer
towed behind their vehicles, as happens in Queensland.
We note that this ability for tolls on trailers is intended to apply to EastLink and CityLink. At the
moment each tolling gantry has a number of pieces of equipment to detect and identify vehicles. A
vehicle detector locates and measures the vehicle dimensions; a tag detector communicates with etags, if one is installed; a camera takes a photograph of the front licence plate; and another camera
takes a photograph of the rear licence plate.
I worry that this clause may open the door for a day in the near future when we will see families towing
trailers or caravans or boats charged twice—once for their vehicle and once for the vehicle they are
towing. Hundreds of trailers are rented in Victoria each weekend by families. By allowing toll
operators to charge based on a trailer’s registration, we will add an onerous administrative function to
service stations and hire companies. They will face a few options: taking on the role of collection
agency for toll operators, chasing down their customers for toll charges after the hire; charging more
for trailer rentals to cover the potential cost of tolls; bearing the brunt of tolls themselves; or simply
removing trailer hire from their services.
Finally, my amendments aim to make travelling on toll roads fairer for families. We want to reduce
congestion and get people off the residential streets. This amendment aims to encourage people to use
toll roads more. These amendments will limit the light commercial vehicle classification to cab chassis
vehicles—commonly called utes and crew cabs—registered as commercial vehicles only. Privately
registered utes will pay car rates.
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The vehicles on our roads have changed considerably in the last 20 years. In the 1990s, when vehicle
classes for tolling were determined, cab chassis vehicles were placed in the light commercial vehicle
class, paying almost twice as much as a car. Over time cab chassis have become the vehicle of choice
for many families, adventure seekers and animal lovers, as well as our hardworking and struggling
farmers and tradies.
All our cars are heavier and bigger. A minibus carrying up to 12 passengers passes down our toll roads
on the car rate. The enormous $250 000 Range Rover pays the car rate too. Yet single, dual and king
cab chassis—which make up seven of the top 10 sellers in the private sector—are charged at light
commercial vehicle rates. On long weekends our roads are filled with dual-cabin utes towing caravans,
all paying commercial rates. Is it fair we charge them the commercial rates?
I urge members to bring fairness to tolling on the new West Gate Tunnel. I sincerely hope our tolling
operators take these amendments in good faith, act as good corporate citizens and extend them across
the entire toll network in Victoria. House divided on Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment:

Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr

Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms

Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms (Teller)

Amendment negatived.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 26
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr (Teller)
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Jennings, Mr

Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr (Teller)
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr

Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Noes, 13
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms (Teller)
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Wooldridge, Ms
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Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (23:18): I move:
That the consideration of the committee of the whole on this bill be adjourned to the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until next day of meeting.
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (23:19): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

SHEPPARTON AND SWAN HILL INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (23:19): My adjournment matter is for the Treasurer and relates
to funding priorities that need to be included in the upcoming 2019–20 state budget. The action that I
seek from the Treasurer is that he provide a commitment in the upcoming 2019–20 state budget to
fund priority infrastructure and investment projects in Shepparton and Swan Hill. The 2019–20 state
budget to be delivered next month is an opportunity for the Andrews Labor government to finally
commit to key infrastructure projects in both Shepparton and Swan Hill. Funding commitments from
Daniel Andrews and Labor for Shepparton are nearly always by drip-feed or, in the case of funding a
new Swan Hill hospital, non-existent.
It is hoped that the following infrastructure priorities for Shepparton and Swan Hill will be fully funded
in the state budget to be delivered on 30 April. A commitment for funding of stage 2 of the Goulburn
Valley Health redevelopment, estimated at between $272 million and $374 million or maybe more, is
needed to ensure that there is no delay in the construction to completion of stage 1. A state government
contribution of least $50 million is being sought towards the cost of stage 1 of the much-needed
Shepparton bypass, valued at in excess of $260 million. Funding of $15.5 million is needed for the
proposed $37 million Shepparton sports and events centre redevelopment, which would generate
approximately $5.7 million of new spending for our local economy, meaning more visitors, more
business and more jobs. The Shepparton Education Plan has only received $20 million of the
estimated $120 million needed to build the planned ‘one school’ campus at the Shepparton High
School site. A further $100 million is needed to construct this school.
The $5 million ConnectGV redevelopment will see the construction of a contemporary, fit-forpurpose building that will deliver all programs on one site, and the organisation is seeking $2 million
from the state government. La Trobe University Shepparton campus is seeking $5.3 million towards
the cost of their $21.4 million planned extension that will provide more graduates to fill local
workforce needs. And $44 million is being sought by the Swan Hill community to fund the badly
needed redevelopment of the Swan Hill hospital, which simply does not meet the modern patient care
needs of the Swan Hill community.
The action that I seek from the Treasurer is that he provide a commitment in the upcoming 2019–20
state budget to fund priority infrastructure and investment projects in Shepparton and Swan Hill.
WATERGARDENS RAILWAY STATION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (23:22): My adjournment matter for this evening is to the
Minister for Public Transport, and it relates to the access at Watergardens station in Melbourne’s west.
Minister, in 2016 Jacinta Allan, the former Minister for Public Transport, was on record as saying the
following about the station:
I have directed PTV to investigate options to address issues of reliability and redundancy to mitigate against
risk of lift failure. This will include feasibility of adding ramps or a second lift.
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Despite Ms Allan’s promise to address access to the Watergardens station for people with a disability
and the elderly, nothing has been done. A petition has been set up by a local group calling for
immediate action. This station has no wheelchair access, no scooter mobility ramp access for people
with disabilities and elderly people and no access for commuters travelling with prams. When the lifts
are out of order, which they are on a regular basis, commuters who cannot use the stairs cannot access
the train. The only solution is a ramp and a second lift. Will the minister take the necessary steps to
build a ramp and to put in place a second lift at this busy station?
The PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming, can you change that from ‘Will the minister’ to ‘The action that
I seek is for the minister’ and then call on the minister for an action.
Dr CUMMING: The action that I seek from the minister is for the minister to take the necessary
steps to build a ramp and to put in place a second lift at this busy station.
VICTORIAN REGISTRY OF BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (23:24): I raise a matter for the attention of the AttorneyGeneral, and it relates to the operation of the Victorian Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages. I
have been contacted by constituents and other coalition MPs in recent days and weeks about the
operation of the births, deaths and marriages system. It seems to be failing on a number of levels.
I have had contact from a colleague who is advocating for a constituent who has hearing difficulties
and who is seeking to have her birth certificate adjusted to record her middle name. Despite now nearly
six months having passed, she is yet to have that adjusted. All information has been provided, as I
understand it. I have been contacted by another colleague who has a constituent who wishes to change
a child’s surname to match other children in the family, and with the father reluctant to cooperate there
seems to be no way to progress that issue. Finally, I have been contacted by a funeral director from
Eastern Victoria Region who says that:
… the new RBD&M portal is a disaster—it has … not been designed with a thought on the people providing
data (doctors/funeral directors/marriage celebrants) as it is cumbersome and clunky and full of issues. What
used to take 5 or 10 minutes now takes at least an hour!

It would appear just from these three quick anecdotes and from feedback I have received just in recent
times, that there are a number of challenges with the operation of the registry of births, deaths and
marriages at the moment. The action I seek is that the minister conduct a review of the current
operations of the registry of births, deaths and marriages to make it more user-friendly and more
accessible for the community so that the distress and concern that have been raised with me can be
addressed and the registry can work in the interests of helping Victorians achieve the outcomes they
are seeking.
MEN’S BEHAVIOUR CHANGE PROGRAMS
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (23:27): My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister
for Corrections. It follows a stakeholder meeting I attended on 13 March in northern Victoria relating
to the operation and funding of behaviour management programs aimed principally at men to reduce
domestic and family violence. These programs are extremely important in terms of prevention and
intervention and community safety more broadly, particularly in the area of individual case
management for perpetrators trying to break their behavioural cycles and for victims as they seek to
recover from their experiences.
An excellent article by Nigel McNay in the Border Mail over the weekend notes that such programs
frequently provide long-term benefits in mitigating the crippling impacts of domestic and family
violence by helping to ensure that offending is addressed in a timeframe conducive to genuinely
stimulating a change in an offender’s behaviour. However, a series of difficulties are increasingly
compromising the provision of these services. Foremost among them is declining funding and
involvement from Corrections Victoria, which apparently no longer runs men’s behaviour change
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programs and is instead referring people to non-government agencies. These agencies are already
strained in meeting the demand for referrals just from Victoria Police along with other bodies and
surrounding towns. They are now often receiving more than 30 referrals a week when they can only
cater for numbers far less than that.
It is often touted in Victoria that we cannot keep filling up prisons. Here is an area of activity that
directly contributes to the goal of not doing that, and yet it is chronically under-resourced. Most
critically, this is being seen in a dramatically reduced capacity for early intervention and, worse still,
an increased prospect of reoffending as a major response action is being completely missed in many
cases, let alone that many skilled professionals in this field are now forced to spend more time on
administration than on frontline service delivery. Therefore the action I seek from the minister is that
he reconsider the government’s funding of behaviour change programs. I hope he will also regard this
speech as an invitation to join me in meeting relevant stakeholders to look at ways of increasing
resources for these vital programs, including clarifying if existing case managers will continue to be
funded beyond the present end date of June and also whether any additional case managers will be
funded—a prospect that is clearly integral to reducing future domestic and family violence across
Victoria.
CHILWELL PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (23:29): My adjournment matter tonight is for the attention
of the Minister for Education and concerns the appalling disregard for the concerns of the Chilwell
Primary School community in Geelong shown by the Victorian School Building Authority. For two
years the school council has patiently attempted to persuade the VSBA of the optimum way to spend
$2.4 million of taxpayer funds to ensure the school can accommodate its growing student population.
Rather than listening to their well-researched and costed plans, the VSBA arrogantly ignored the
school council and instead remained determined to waste $2.4 million on refurbishing an asbestosridden, not-fit-for-purpose, out-of-date building that will result in smaller sized classrooms and less
outdoor play area. As well as ignoring the school’s proposed alternative, the VSBA has now confirmed
it can sign off on any build without recourse to the school. Such disregard for school communities and
taxpayers is outrageous.
Having previously voiced support prior to the November election, the member for Geelong,
Ms Couzens, has now abandoned the Chilwell school community and also failed to attend a meeting
convened by the school council that others and I attended. The frustration and fury of parents and
council members directed to the VSBA and their local MP at the meeting were palpable. The primary
parties consulted in construction works of any school should be the school’s community on behalf of
students, not the dictatorial bureaucrats who have no interest in short or long-term outcomes. This
entire process at Chilwell should be halted to allow for proper consultation in order to achieve the best
outcome for students and a more cost-effective use of taxpayers money. The action I seek from the
minister is for him to immediately put a stop to this dictatorial behaviour by this education quango,
which he supposedly manages, the VSBA.
ST ALBANS LEISURE CENTRE
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (23:32): I wish to raise a matter this evening for the attention of
the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events. I have raised now on, I think, three, four or maybe
even five occasions the situation with regard to the St Albans Leisure Centre, obviously in St Albans.
The Brimbank City Council has been fighting very hard now for a number of years to bring some
improvements, to understate what is needed, at that particular leisure centre. To be brutally honest, the
St Albans Leisure Centre is clapped out. Its best days are behind it. It needs to be bulldozed and it
needs to be rebuilt. We have been fighting hard for this. Unfortunately the local state member,
Ms Suleyman, has been totally ineffective in supporting the push for getting money for the new centre.
Of course it is not just the leisure centre that the council wants, but they want a health and wellbeing
centre, which will involve a whole range of services coming together under the one roof at the building
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on Taylors Road. There is already extensive planning that has gone into it from the council’s point of
view. They just need the money. I know that everybody needs the money, but given St Albans is an
area that is somewhat disadvantaged and in need of resources, I would have thought that the
government would see fit to contribute to this very important project.
I have visited the leisure centre twice now, perhaps the second time to convince myself that it was
actually as bad as I thought the first time. Unfortunately it is. What I would like to do now is invite the
minister to visit the St Albans Leisure Centre with me, and I will personally show him just how bad
this particular centre is. I will show him that people are squashed in beyond all realms of human
decency. There are cracks in the outdoor swimming pools. There is just no room within the compound
for an area which is growing, and Brimbank is still very much a growing municipality. So I ask the
minister to perhaps put his chequebook in his back pocket, jump in his ministerial limousine and come
out and visit us at St Albans, and I will give him a personal tour. I might invite the mayor along as
well, but I will give the minister a personal tour of the St Albans Leisure Centre.
A member interjected.
Mr FINN: You can come too, brother. That will be well worth looking forward to, and I ask both
ministers to do so.
EEL RACE ROAD, CARRUM, LEVEL CROSSING
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (23:35): My matter for the
adjournment tonight is for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it concerns the Eel Race Road
level crossing closure that is planned by the government. We all support level crossing removals and
understand the benefits of level crossing removals: cars can move more smoothly, trains can move
more smoothly, and in theory they are safer. In the case of the Eel Race Road crossing, this is an
unusual one because the government is achieving a level crossing removal by simply closing the
crossing. That is the way they are doing it. There is significant local community opposition to this.
I am in possession of a communication from John Tame, OAM, JP. He and Mr and Mrs Tellesson in
that area have surveyed local residents and found that 97.7 per cent want Eel Race Road kept open.
They are very concerned that the Seaford precinct local area traffic management study through
Frankston council has confirmed that VicRoads will be encouraged to install lights at Nepean
Highway and Armstrongs Road, up the road. Indeed, going the other way, going north as opposed to
south, to Armstrongs Road, to Carrum, there will be a significant flow of traffic up that way. Currently
the traffic can get out onto the Nepean Highway through the crossing, but of course it will not be able
to get through the crossing if the crossing is closed.
It is actually a relatively safe crossing. It is not one of the more dangerous ones in any accurate or
empirical sense, but key institutions like Carrum Primary School and Patterson River Secondary
College are also inconvenienced and impacted by this because the access to those centres, particularly
the secondary college, are deep inside an area that will not have good access to the Nepean Highway
after the closure of this road and this crossing is implemented.
The community particularly wants the level crossing removal, but they want it done properly, or
alternatively they want the crossing left open, because if you close it, they cannot get out. Some might
say there will be reduced opportunities to get out now. Well, I can tell you the ultimate reduction in
opportunity to get through is by a closure of the crossing. So what I seek for the minister to do is meet
with Mr Tame and the Tellessons and others, including me, in the area to examine this matter closely.
It appears that Sonya Kilkenny, the local member in the Assembly, has been presented with
documents, but we have heard nothing from her in detail about this. She needs to stand up for her
community and actually reflect what they want. The truth is that there is a significant number of people
who want Eel Race Road kept open, and it is time for the minister to come down, meet the community
and hear what they want.
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RESPONSES
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (23:38): I have seven adjournment matters that I will pass on to the relevant ministers.
They are from Ms Lovell to the Treasurer, Dr Cummings to the Minister for Public Transport,
Mr O’Donohue to the Attorney-General, Ms Maxwell to the Minister for Corrections, Mrs McArthur
to the Minister for Education, Mr Finn to the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events and
Mr Davis to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure.
I have also got written responses to adjournment debate matters raised by Ms Shing on 19 December
2018; Mr Bourman, Mr Davis, Mrs McArthur and Mr Melhem on 5 February 2019; Mr Hayes on
6 February 2019; Mr Atkinson, Mr Hayes, Ms Lovell and Ms Shing on 19 February 2019;
Mrs McArthur and Dr Ratnam on 20 February 2019; Mr Meddick on 21 February 2019; and last but
not least, Mr Ondarchie on 5 March 2019.
The PRESIDENT: The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 11.40 p.m.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 19 March 2019
TRAFALGAR VICTORY FOOTBALL CLUB
In reply to Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (19 December 2018)
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism, Sport
and Major Events, Minister for Racing):
I refer to your adjournment debate matter regarding the Traralgon Football Netball Club and Trafalgar Victory
Football Club.
Since 2014, the Victorian Government has invested over $630 million into high quality accessible community
sport and active recreation infrastructure. The Victorian Government has also committed to the Country
Football and Netball Program and The World Game Facilities Fund to support clubs like Traralgon Football
Netball Club and Trafalgar Victory Football Club who wish to upgrade facilities and increase participation.
The Victorian Government supports initiatives that encourage greater physical activity both within
metropolitan and regional Victoria.
I can confirm that the Victorian Government have allocated over $130,000 to various administrative,
equipment and coaching projects for both Traralgon Football Netball Club and Trafalgar Victory Football
Club since 2014. This includes a contribution to the Traralgon Football Netball Club to develop a strategic
plan focused upon sustainability and participation growth.
The Victorian Government has committed $20 million over four years to extend The World Game Facilities
Fund. Further, it is expected that the next round of the Country Football and Netball Program will be open
for applications in the near future.
I encourage both clubs to liaise with Baw Baw Shire Council to seek support in applying to a future round of
funding from the Victorian Government.

SOLAR ENERGY
In reply to Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (5 February 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The $1.3 billion Solar Homes program builds on the government’s commitment to cut power bills for
Victorians. Over ten years, the Solar Homes program will install solar panels, solar hot water systems or
batteries on 770,000 homes across the state. This will bring the number of homes in Victoria with solar panels
to one million—and will save Victorians more than $500 million a year on their electricity bills once the
program is complete.
Installing solar panels can save the typical Victorian household up to $890 a year on their electricity bills.
Replacing an old, inefficient hot water system with a new solar hot water system can save a typical Victorian
household between $160 to $400 a year off their energy bills.
The Solar Homes program currently offers rebates for owner-occupier households—up to $2,225 for the
installation of solar panels or up to $1000 for solar hot water systems. Not for Profit community housing
providers can also apply on behalf of their tenants.
This is a generous program which gives Victorians, particularly those on low and middle incomes a real
chance to reduce their energy costs immediately.
From July 2019, a zero-interest loan scheme will allow eligible households to install solar panels on their
home at no up-front cost. The Government will also offer Solar PV rebates to 50,000 renters and their
landlords, saving these families hundreds of dollars every year.
I thank the member for his question.
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DUCK HUNTING SEASON
In reply to Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (5 February 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
Ahead of each duck hunting season, assessments of rainfall data, wetland conditions, waterfowl abundance
and distribution, and harvest data are undertaken by the Game Management Authority and the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning. Given the highly mobile nature of many of Victoria’s game species,
conditions across eastern Australia are considered.
The last twelve months has been very dry, with lower than average rainfall across large parts of eastern
Australia. Most of NSW, much of Queensland, and some parts of Victoria are in drought. Aerial survey
indices for water bird abundance, breeding, and wetland area all show declines. However, waterbirds were
found to be more widely dispersed than in the previous year.
The Game Management Authority recommended changes to the season length, bag limit and a prohibition on
the hunting of Blue-winged Shoveler. These restrictions are expected to result in a seasonal harvest reduction
of approximately 40 per cent—consistent with changes made by NSW and South Australia for this year.
A presentation developed by the Game Management Authority detailing the considerations for the 2019 duck
season is available to be downloaded from the ‘Research & Management’ section of the GMA’s website:
www.gma.vic.gov.au.
Going forward, implementation of the Waterfowl Conservation Harvest Model—or ‘Adaptive Harvest
Model’—is a key element of our Sustainable Hunting Action Plan. The Government is committed to
finalising the development of this model by 2020.
The final design of the model will be subject to consultation with an expert panel to be established soon, and
will provide greater scientific rigour to management decisions.

AUSSIE FARMS
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (5 February 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
On 8 February 2019, I raised the issues associated with the Aussie Farms website directly with the Australian
Government Minister for Agriculture and Water Resources, the Hon. David Littleproud MP, at the
Agriculture Ministers’ Forum. I have encouraged a national response that includes consideration of whether
the charitable status of Aussie Farms should be revoked.

METROPOLITAN TRAIN SERVICES
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (5 February 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Ports and Freight):
PTV is unable to confirm the cancellation rates as stated. For performance and other related data, please refer
to the PTV website.

AGL CRIB POINT GAS TERMINAL
In reply to Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (6 February 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
AGL’s Crib Point Gas Terminal proposal is being assessed in accordance with State and Commonwealth
legislative requirements and approvals processes. This will include an Environment Effects Statement.
The Victorian Government supports a national domestic gas reserve. This is a position we have previously
made clear to the Federal Government.
The Minister for Planning’s office has indicated they are happy to facilitate a briefing for Mr Hayes.
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GLEN EIRA PLANNING
In reply to Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (19 February 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural
Affairs):
The approval of an interim Design and Development Overlay is an extraordinary use of ministerial powers
and must meet the tests of section 20(4) of the Planning and Environment Act 1987. There is a high threshold
for approving mandatory controls in major activity centres. Planning Practice Note 60 states that mandatory
controls will be considered only in exceptional circumstances and based on comprehensive strategic planning
work.
I amended the height control for Precinct 5A West, which includes Selwyn Street, because Glen Eira City
Council’s strategic justification did not demonstrate how the proposed heights fully meet these tests.
The council now has the opportunity to do further work to justify a mandatory height control of six to eight
storeys for this precinct. I will reconsider the proposed height controls for Elsternwick Activity Centre when
the council requests authorisation to prepare and exhibit an amendment to implement the controls in the
planning scheme on a permanent basis.
I encourage residents to put their support or concerns in writing about height controls during the exhibition
period for an upcoming planning scheme amendment.
State planning policy expressed in Plan Melbourne 2017–2050 identifies Elsternwick as a Major Activity
Centre appropriate for medium and higher density development.
Some intensification of housing in activity centres such as Elsternwick is appropriate because this area
provides access to employment, public transport and services.
The Elsternwick Structure Plan prepared by the council seeks to manage housing growth and change in
Elsternwick. I encourage the council to request authorisation in a timely manner to implement the structure
plan and the built form controls on a permanent basis.

NUMURKAH FLOOD MITIGATION PROJECT
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (19 February 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
The Victorian Government has a clear policy, as set out in the Victorian Floodplain Management Strategy,
of sharing the cost of flood mitigation projects with a one third funding contribution from local, state and
federal governments.
Essential elements for contributing to the Numurkah Flood Mitigation Project (and all flood mitigation plans)
is community support for the proposal, a robust assessment of the cost-benefit and a one third funding
commitment from the local council. Government will consider a contribution once council has shown
community support by committing one third funding to the project.
A business case supporting any funding proposal will depend on details of the functional design, which has not
yet been prepared. Moira Shire Council convened a Flood Mitigation Project Steering Committee in February
2019, comprised of Numurkah residents and one Moira Shire councillor. The committee will facilitate
ongoing community involvement in preparing the functional designs for the levees and associated works.
We are investing a total of $23 million across the state over four years in better preparing Victoria for future
floods—$12 million to support implementation of the Victorian and Regional Floodplain Management
Strategies and $11 million in locally-led flood mitigation measures.
Designing and implementing flood mitigation projects is a complex and time-consuming process requiring
considerable investment in consulting the community to ensure residents have confidence in the outcomes.
Numurkah residents have clearly expressed the view that the lack of warning is their key criticism of the
response to the 2012 floods.
The Victorian Government is supporting Moira Shire Council to progress Numurkah’s flood mitigation plan
by installing eight new flood warning gauges in the Broken Creek catchment, with funding totalling $143,610.
The public can access river level and rain data from seven of these gauges on the Bureau of Meteorology
website, with the last river gauge due to be installed over the coming weeks. The next step will be to work
together with the Bureau of Meteorology and Moira Shire Council to construct a flood forecasting model for
the town.
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FORMER SERVICE STATION SITE, BLACKBURN
In reply to Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (19 February 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Victorian Government has invested over $180 million to reform the Environment Protection Authority
Victoria (EPA) to prevent harm to human health and the environment from pollution and waste. This
represents the government’s commitment to a once-in-a-generation transformation of the EPA to equip it for
the future.
The EPA is aware of concerns about potential impacts on the environment from an unused underground
petroleum storage system (UPSS) at the Blackburn site. I am advised that in response to direct reports to the
EPA from the site operator, Mr Colin Papcun, the EPA conducted an inspection of the premises on
25 February 2019.
The EPA is further investigating the history of UPSS at the premises and potential for impacts to land and
groundwater. If there is evidence of impacts to the environment, the EPA will consider compliance and
enforcement actions. The EPA has updated Mr Papcun on the outcomes of its inspection and future steps to
be taken.

LATROBE VALLEY WASTE-TO-ENERGY FACILITY
In reply to Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (19 February 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
Waste-to-energy is a growing technology in Victoria, and the company Australian Paper has received
Victorian state and federal funding to perform a feasibility study for a waste-to-energy plant at its paper mill
in Maryvale in the Latrobe Valley.
To ensure this proposal is properly considered with human health and environment protection in mind, there
are checks and balances in place. The proposes scheduled under the Environment Protection (Scheduled
Premises) Regulations 2017 and requires an Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) works
approval and licence. A planning permit for buildings and works is required under the Latrobe Planning
Scheme. The site is also licensed as a major hazard facility s requirement to notify WorkSafe of any proposed
changes to the site’s safety case.
In assessing this waste-to-energy proposal, EPA has a key role as Victoria’s environmental regulator to
prevent harm to human health and the environment from pollution and waste. On 28 November 2018, EPA
granted a works approval to Australian Paper. EPA’s assessment of the application considered issues such as
use of best-practice technology, energy efficiency and greenhouse gas emissions environmental management
and potential risks to human health Victorians can find out the latest information about EPA’s decision and
the status of the approval at the Engage Victoria website.
Following EPA’s issue of a works approval to Australian Paper Pty Ltd, an application for review of the
decision was lodged with the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). Now that this application
to review the decision has been lodged with VCAT the decision is suspended until the application is
withdrawn or the review is determined. It is inappropriate for me to comment about the works approval
application until VCAT has made a decision.
The Victorian Government places great importance on the health of the community in the Latrobe Valley and
is collaborating with the community on initiatives to achieve positive health outcomes.
The Victorian Government has committed to release a Victorian Air Quality Strategy in 2019. The Victorian
Air Quality Strategy will articulate clear, sustainable and cost-effective policies and programs to ensure clean
air for all Victorians, empower Victorians to reduce air pollution and their exposure to it, and tackle emerging
air quality challenges.
The Victorian Government has invested more than $180 million to reform the EPA as a once-in-a-generation
transformation to better protect human health and the environment.
EPA monitors Latrobe Valley air quality in Newborough, Moe, Churchill, Morwell South, Morwell East,
Rosedale and Traralgon. The information collect at these sites is reported hourly on the EPA AirWatch
website. The Morwell East station is approximately 4.5km from the proposed waste-to-energy plant.
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More than 30 Latrobe Valley community members have recently developed a blueprint for a more extensive
EPA air monitoring network in the Latrobe Valley. Community members were supported by EPA’s air
scientists and local experts during the design of the enhanced network, which includes 12 additional sites.

SEA-TO-SUMMIT HIKING TRAIL
In reply to Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (20 February 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $1.5 million to plan and deliver the first stage of a Sea to
Summit trail in East Gippsland. The potential route will run from Errinundra National Park to Cape Conran
Coastal Park and provide up to 120 kilometres of trail.
Work to plan the first stage of the Sea to Summit trail has already begun, looking at the factors that create an
iconic multi-day hiking trail. The final route will be developed in consultation with stakeholders, including
local government, recreational users, industry, local communities, and environmental groups. Consultation
will consider the needs of walkers, the landscape, and timber harvesting operations in the area.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water, and Planning is working with the Department of Jobs,
Precincts and Regions and VicForests, to identify where timber harvesting may impact on the walker
experience, and how these impacts can be avoided or mitigated. Options currently being discussed include
postponing timber harvesting in specific coupes, increasing the distance between the trail and the coupe, or
reshaping coupe areas.

BELFAST COASTAL RESERVE
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (20 February 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The fox is a declared pest animal and a serious threat to many bird and animal species in Victoria. Parks
Victoria undertakes fox baiting programs across its estate as an effective method for fox control.
Parks Victoria uses sodium fluoroacetate (1080) and para-aminopropiophenone (PAPP) bait types for its
programs. They are considered the most environmentally responsible option to protect the native environment
from predation by introduced species. Their use in conservation areas allows the continued survival of rare
and threatened native wildlife.
The bait type used in the fox bait programs at Belfast Coastal Reserve programs was recently changed from
1080 to PAPP. There is an antidote for PAPP that can be administered by a veterinarian.
When Parks Victoria implements its fox baiting programs, it ensures its intentions are publicly advertised,
communicated to neighbouring properties and well signposted. Furthermore, the programs are undertaken
according to strict guidelines and targeted at locations only where there is evidence of areas that are frequented
by foxes.
There is no evidence to suggest fox baiting programs are linked to bird deaths. Investigations into reported
bird deaths, both locally and across southern Victoria, suggest the deaths may be caused by a combination of
natural causes and the private use of rodenticide poison, resulting in secondary poisoning.

WILDLIFE VICTORIA
In reply to Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (21 February 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
Victoria has a large network of dedicated volunteer wildlife rehabilitation organisations and shelter operators
who respond to calls for assistance with sick, injured and orphaned wildlife.
I acknowledge that Wildlife Victoria provides a valued service to the community through the operation of its
call centre, and this is a significant contribution to the overall wildlife rehabilitation effort. The Department
of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) recently met with Wildlife Victoria and is working
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with Wildlife Victoria to help ensure that it has a sustainable business model to be able to continue to provide
this service into the future.
In recognition of the hard work and dedication of these volunteers, the Andrews Labor Government has
invested in the Wildlife Rehabilitator Grants Program which, now in its eleventh year, provides funding to
support wildlife shelter operators and foster carers, to purchase a range of equipment and infrastructure to
assist with the operation of its facilities and to attend appropriate training.
Since it began in 2008, the Wildlife Rehabilitator Grants Program has provided over $1.3 million to volunteer
shelter operators and foster carers.
A Help for Injured Wildlife tool has also recently been developed by DELWP, which connects members of
the public with the contacts and information they require to get help with sick, injured or orphaned wildlife.
This tool is a key action under the Andrews Labor Government’s Living with Wildlife Action Plan.

EPPING CHEMICAL WASTE DUMP SITE
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (5 March 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The question you raised falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Workplace Safety. Your
question will need to be redirected the Hon Jill Hennessy for response.

