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Wednesday, 28 August 2019
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:35): 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, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Rulings by the Chair
USE OF PROPS
The PRESIDENT (09:36): Order! I remind members that there have been numerous rulings over
the years in this house, consistent with rulings in other houses in Australia, which prohibit members
from wearing badges, scarves or T-shirts or using any other props which convey a message,
particularly one that may be political or of an industrial nature.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house:
RETIREMENT HOUSING
TO THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL OF VICTORIA
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
very serious issue of Retirement Housing Disputes and the costs in achieving a binding resolution.
The Petitioners therefore request that the Government establish an Ombudsman for Retirement Housing to
ensure an low-cost, timely and binding way to resolve serious retirement housing disputes without the need
to go through courts and tribunals.

By Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (62 signatures).
Laid on table.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Report on Managing Registered Sex Offenders, August 2019 (Ordered to be published).
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986—Minister’s certificate of 21 August 2019 to not require the
service of a notice of intention to acquire land, pursuant to section 7(1)(c) of the Act.
Voluntary Assisted Dying Act 2017—Voluntary Assisted Dying Review Board’s Report of Operations,
1 January 2019 to 30 June 2019.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
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Members statements
COMBINED PROBUS CLUB OF NARRE WARREN
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:42): President, let me confidently tell you that the
winter break is well and truly over for me. Last week saw me travelling from Berwick to Geelong and
to the many suburbs in between. I want to make mention specifically of the Combined Probus Club
of Narre Warren, which was kind enough to let me talk a little bit about my story. I must say that it is
absolutely wonderful to see such a dedicated group of retirees committed to embracing life.
CAMBODIAN VISION
Dr KIEU: On another matter, I also had the honour to represent the Honourable Richard Wynne
at the annual Cambodian Vision charity dinner. Cambodian Vision is a non-profit charity organisation
established in December 2006. The organisation works in small provincial towns in Cambodia and
focuses on the prevention of blindness and the provision of basic medical care, with a team comprising
surgeons, nurses, general practitioners, pharmacists, optometrists and volunteers from Australia.
GEELONG REGIONAL ROAD SAFETY FORUM
Dr KIEU: On another matter, I also trekked up to Geelong where I met up with Minister Lisa
Neville and parliamentary colleagues at the Transport Accident Commission’s Towards Zero regional
road safety forum. Everything discussed and documented in this series of forums across the state will
be shared with the Victorian government to help inform the development of Victoria’s next road safety
strategy and action plan. The Andrews state government is strongly committed to reducing the overrepresented amount of deaths and serious injuries on our country roads.
TIM FISCHER
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (09:44): It is with great sadness that I rise today to pay my
condolences and respect to the late Honourable Tim Fischer, AC. Tim’s recent passing at age 73 came
after a 10-year battle with cancer, which has been quite devastating for us in The Nationals. He is
survived by his beloved wife, Judy, and sons, Harrison and Dominic. He was a deeply loved and
respected man.
Born on 3 May 1946 in Lockhart, New South Wales, Tim was always very proud to be a boy from a
country town. Known as the ‘boy from Boree Creek’, he was well known for his trademark akubra
hat and wore it with much pride, noting everything it symbolised in terms of rural and regional
Australia. At age 20 he was conscripted to the army and served as an officer and a platoon commander
both in Australia and Vietnam. He was Deputy Prime Minister between 1996 and 1999 and National
Party leader from 1990 to 1999. He led our party with enormous enthusiasm and inspiration, and he
was well respected. His stance on firearm reformation was nothing short of heroic in the wake of the
horrific Port Arthur massacre that changed our nation.
After politics Tim was made a Companion of the Order of Australia, and he was awarded various
other orders and medals. Tim was a giant in The Nationals and embodied courage, loyalty and
kindness. He got the balance right between humanity and politics, and we would not go wrong if we
took a leaf out of Tim Fischer’s book. Vale, Tim Fischer.
JIM RICHARDSON
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (09:46): Fifty years is a long time in anyone’s language, especially
if you spend 50 years working for the one employer. I would like to pay tribute today to a great icon
of Victoria’s railways, Jim Richardson, who retired recently as V/Line service manager in
Maryborough.
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Jim was just 16 years old when he was offered his first job working at the Birchip railway station
unloading beer and groceries. What was supposed to be a temporary school holiday gig soon became
a lifelong passion which took him to railway postings across Victoria, including Deer Park, Yelta,
Avoca, Carisbrook, Portland, Newstead and of course Maryborough, where he has been based for
23 years. He has worked in a range of roles, including as assistant station manager and in signalling
and shunting, and spent many years in relief positions.
Maryborough locals tell me Jim is a true professional and has kept Maryborough station running
smoothly since the Labor government returned trains to the town in 2010. Congratulations, Jim, on a
great career, and thank you for your service to Victoria’s railways.
ELLA EBERY
Ms PULFORD: On another matter, I would like to put on the record my admiration for a true
pioneer of western Victoria, Ella Ebery, who passed away in May at the age of 103. Ella was born in
Slaty Creek, near St Arnaud, in 1915. It was not until the age of 63 that Ella found her true passion in
life as editor of the respected North Central News in St Arnaud. She went on to edit the paper for
34 years but was made redundant at the age of 97. She was St Arnaud’s first female mayor, a recipient
of the highly respected Country Press Shakespeare Family Award for excellence in editorial writing
and a couple of years back was reportedly Victoria’s oldest driver.
To me Ella was inspiring. She was passionate about her community and ensured the newspaper was
always a voice to promote and agitate for better outcomes for St Arnaud. She was proof that age is no
barrier to great achievement.
SYDENHAM PARK
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:47): I would like to thank the Brimbank City Council
for arranging an MP bus tour on Friday, 23 August, for local MPs to see and experience the
opportunities, challenges and issues being experienced by the Brimbank community. The tour took us
to various locations; however, the key site I would like to draw this house’s attention to today is
Sydenham Park.
When we think of significant parks and nature-based tourism, especially in terms of unique fauna,
flora and open space, we tend to think of the parks in regional areas of Victoria. Sydenham Park,
situated in the western metropolitan region, provides a critical habitat and refuge for a range of
significant flora and fauna. On this bus tour we saw a mob of kangaroos, and the park is also home to
growling frogs, wallabies and birdlife, including the soaring Bunjils, and much, much more.
Parks such as this area are an example of how such a beautiful natural space can exist in close
proximity to otherwise urbanised areas. They provide a real opportunity not only for my community
to enjoy healthy spaces with their family and friends, but also to improve education about and
awareness of our precious Australian wildlife. This will go a long way to improve the connection
between metropolitan and regional Victoria.
CHEDER MENACHEM EARLY LEARNING CENTRE
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:49): It was a great pleasure to attend the Cheder
Menachem Early Learning Centre this week to launch their upgraded facilities resulting from a major
early learning facilities upgrade grant of $350 000. There are actually lots of kinders that do not have
space to take three- and four-year-olds, but we are in the process of changing that. It was just such a
thrill to see that grant go specifically to enhancing the capacity of that facility to take in three- and
four-year-olds. We know that two years of kinder is much better than one, and it is going to help them
on their pathways through life. You never know, and this is what I said to the kids at the kinder: ‘Any
one of you might be Prime Minister one day. We don’t know that, but let’s give you the best chance
of getting there’.
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What did they get? They got a new kindergarten room, a new children’s toilet, storage and admin
facilities, an outdoor balcony to provide extended outdoor space and, very importantly, a lift and stairs
for all-abilities access. What does this mean for the kinder? They are going to increase their capacity
for four-year-olds from zero to four to six and their capacity for three-year-olds from zero to 10. They
will increase their capacity for long day care from 26 to 40 to 42, which is a significant improvement.
It is also going to help take the pressure off parents in the local area because they can drop their kids
there, and I am happy for that as well. I want to give a shout-out and a thank you to Rabbi Kurinsky,
the staff and the kids for making me feel so welcome. The kids actually listened to me when I read the
story. I could not believe it! I would credit that to the wonderful book.
GIPPY GOAT CAFE
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (09:51): Last December a group of over 70 city-based radical
animal activists stormed the Gippy Goat Cafe. This marked the start of a four-month campaign of
harassment and intimidation. They stole goats, threatened employees, damaged property and refused
to leave. This campaign of targeted harassment ultimately led to the closure of the cafe. Police charged
a handful of the offenders, and they have faced court. Some got $1 fines. Last week another pled guilty
to theft but had no conviction recorded. This is unacceptable. When a person has been harmed through
theft, trespass and property destruction, the law should be on their side. Everyone has the right to
protect themselves, their family, their property and their home, and these are real rights—inalienable
rights. If the police and the courts refuse to enforce the laws that protect farmers and their families,
then farmers will take matters into their own hands.
The PRESIDENT: I just want to advise Mr Quilty that we do not reflect on the courts in this
chamber, so there might be a problem. But you got it on the public record.
LILYDALE HEIGHTS COLLEGE
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (09:52): I rise today to congratulate the many members of Lilydale
Heights College for the ResourceSmart Schools accreditation that they received. It was such a joy to
meet with Lachlan Cottier, Imilia Popa-Jeske, Eden Magee, Jacinta Richards, Lucy Lamond, Hazel
Gannon, Allie Webber, Laura Dangaard and Caleb Seears to talk about the work that they have done
and continue to do to develop sustainable practices within the school environment and the broader
community in Lilydale. We need to make sure that we continue to encourage these wonderful students.
It was a joy to hear about the plans for the sustainability hub, the bee hotel’s indigenous plantings and
the broader awareness raising around everything from permaculture to a better understanding of
compatible and complementary plantings. I congratulate them all on their amazing work.
LILYDALE RAIL TRAIL
Ms SHING: It was an absolute pleasure to return to Coldstream to see the works commencing for
the rail trail which will connect Lilydale to Yarra Glen as part of an $8.5 million project. To see that
we have as the Andrews Labor government contributed $3.5 million to this project, alongside a
partnership with the commonwealth government and with the Yarra Ranges Shire Council, shows that
there is a great capacity to collaborate. This rail trail will link 40 kilometres of accessible and graded
track and open up the wonders of the Yarra Valley to more people as the visitor economy booms. I
congratulate everyone who is involved in this project and wish all the contractors and the workers all
the best in getting this work done over the coming months.
TIMOR-LESTE INDEPENDENCE ANNIVERSARY
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (09:54): This Friday will mark 20 years of independence for
the people of East Timor. This anniversary brings mixed emotions as I can remember the elation at
the initial result of the independence vote, but very quickly that turned to shock and horror at the
violence and the brutal crackdown by the military and armed militia. With many Australian journalists
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on the ground at that time, the images of women and children huddled together and weeping are
images that I will not easily forget.
I also remember with pride how the Australian people responded. In Melbourne over 150 000 people
took to the streets. The Australian government and politicians of all persuasions reacted in a principled
way to the crisis unfolding on our doorstep. I will forever take pride in how the Australian trade union
movement immediately acted in solidarity with the people of East Timor. Members of my own union,
the Australian Services Union, took industrial action at airports in support of the fledgling nation, and
many other unions were involved in that campaign. Solidarity to the people of Timor-Leste. Your
courage then and now is an inspiration to us all.
VICTORIAN DISABILITY AWARDS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (09:55): It is with great pleasure that I rise today to congratulate the members of Find Your
Voice all-abilities choir from Warrnambool on their recent successes. The choir, led by inspiring
Warrnambool musician Tom Richardson and facilitator Kylie Thulborn, was recently awarded the
Minister’s Award for Outstanding Leadership at the Victorian Disability Awards. The choir was also
highly commended for excellence in creating inclusive communities and the work of its volunteers.
I was delighted to see the choir perform on Australia’s Got Talent recently. It was a magical and joyful
performance that clearly touched the audience, judges and choir members. Well done to vocal soloist
Jacob and dancer Bernie, who entertained us with their talent and enjoyment of music. A huge
congratulations as well to the backup team, who assisted and supported the 170 members of the choir
to get to Melbourne to perform.
I also wish to congratulate Rosemary Malone, who was recognised for her outstanding leadership of
Gateways Support Services in Geelong by being inducted into the Lifetime Achievement Honour Roll
at the Victorian Disability Awards ceremony. Under Rosemary’s stewardship, Gateways grew from a
grassroots service to a broad-based support service that provides services to more than 2000 children
and adults and their families across Western Victoria and beyond. I am very proud of these outstanding
contributions that enrich the lives of people of all abilities living in Western Victoria.
Bills
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (09:57): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility with
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (“the Charter”), I table a
statement of compatibility with respect to the Public Administration Amendment Bill 2019 (“the Bill”).
In my opinion, the Bill is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter.
The Bill amends the Public Administration Act 2004 to clarify the standards that apply to public sector bodies
for the publication of public sector communications.
The Bill implements the recommendation of the IBAC and the Victorian Ombudsman following the
disgraceful and partisan “fair share” advertising campaign, run by the State Government prior to the federal
election earlier this year. It does this by amending section 97C(a) of the Public Administration Act 2004.
The Bill does not limit or engage the rights set out in the Charter.
Hon. E.J. O’Donohue
Member for Eastern Victoria
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Second reading
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (09:57): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Victorians work hard, and all governments must ensure taxpayers money is expended wisely,
prudently and responsibly.
Unfortunately, the Andrews government has consistently failed this basic test.
From the red shirts rort scheme to the misuse of parliamentary allowances by the former Labor Speaker
and Deputy Speaker and the enormous cost blowouts across the public sector, this arrogant and outof-touch government hasn’t respected taxpayers the way it should.
Consistent with this approach, the Andrews government’s taxpayer-funded so-called ‘fair share’
advertising blitz during the federal election campaign was a disgraceful waste of taxpayers money that
to many members of the community was nothing more than political campaigning for the then Shorten
federal Labor opposition, designed to influence public sentiment against the Morrison coalition
government.
Spending nearly $2 million of Victorian taxpayers funds advertising for Labor during the federal
election campaign is not only wrong, it also reduces the available funds for vitally needed school
upgrades, reducing hospital waiting lists and fixing our crumbling roads.
On 5 March 2019 the Shadow Treasurer and member for Ripon, Ms Louise Staley, MP, wrote to the
Victorian Ombudsman about what initially appeared to be a radio advertising campaign on education
funding, which appeared to be in breach of government communications guidelines.
On 16 April this year the Leader of the Opposition and member for Malvern, the Honourable Michael
O’Brien, MP, and the Shadow Treasurer and member for Ripon, made complaint to the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (‘IBAC’) that what turned out to be the government’s
multifaceted, multidepartmental and coordinated ‘fair share’ campaign breached the Public
Administration Act 2004.
In an unprecedented response, the IBAC and the Ombudsman jointly wrote to the Premier on
15 August this year advising him that ‘we consider that the timing and content of the campaign
advertisements would have had the effect of influencing public sentiment against the government of
the commonwealth’ and further that the ‘fair share’ advertising campaign was ‘inconsistent with
apolitical public service conduct’ and that the ‘likely public perception of the recent advertising
campaign would be at odds with this intent’—that is, of being apolitical or non-partisan.
Further, the IBAC and the Ombudsman recommended that section 97C(a)(v) of the Public
Administration Act be amended so that in future those commissioning and authorising such campaigns
must ensure the communication is apolitical, even if the communication can be seen as meeting a
specific public interest. Specifically, the IBAC Commissioner and the Ombudsman recommended that
‘the requirement that the communication be “designed or intended” to have the prohibited effect
should be removed from section 97C(a)(v)’.
This bill implements this important public administration governance recommendation.
Further, we bring this simple bill to the Parliament now because the Ombudsman and the IBAC
Commissioner recommended ‘prompt amendment of the act and regulations’. Today is the first
opportunity for the Parliament to act upon this advice, and there is an urgency for this much-needed
reform.
Unlike Labor, the Liberal-Nationals believe in the importance of both an independent public service
and apolitical public sector communications.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (10:01): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for one week.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for one week.
RACIAL AND RELIGIOUS TOLERANCE AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:01): I lay on the table the statement of compatibility
with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I
make this statement of compatibility with respect to the Racial and Religious Tolerance Amendment
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Racial and Religious Tolerance Amendment Bill 2019, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview of bill
The main purpose of the Racial and Religious Tolerance Amendment Bill 2019 is to amend the Racial and
Religious Tolerance Act 2001 to include protections from vilification based on the following attributes—
a)

Gender;

b)

Disability;

c)

Sexual orientation;

d)

Gender identity;

e)

Sex characteristics.

Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the bill
The Racial and Religious Tolerance Amendment Bill 2019 engages and promotes the rights of privacy and
reputation as set out in section 10 of the charter and to equality before the law set out in section 8 of the charter.
The Bill does not interfere with rights set out in section 14 of the charter.
Consideration of reasonable limitations—section 7(2)
The Racial and Religious Tolerance Amendment Bill 2019 imposes reasonable limitations on section 15 of
the charter, by inhibiting vilifying expression that would otherwise offend sections 8 and 10 of the charter,
respecting the rights and reputation of other persons and protecting public order, public health or public
morality. These limits can be demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society based on human dignity,
equality and freedom.
Conclusion
I consider that the Bill is compatible with the charter.
Fiona Patten MLC
Leader of the Reason Party

Second reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:02): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Opinion columnist Amy Gray has regularly received abusive and threatening messages. ‘You are just
another bipolar whore who (bleep) and (bleep) (bleep) for cash and free drinks ugly pig’. In response
to a column about global terrorism—she received messages calling her an ‘(effing) Arab lover’ who
would be beheaded and raped with a knife.
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Freelance sports writer Erin Riley has for years received daily online abuse, including rape and death
threats, as well as being the target of several huge mob attacks. During the first of these ‘pile-ons’ she
received over 2000 messages over a two-day period involving ‘every kind of abuse possible’.
AFLW footballer Tayla Harris said she was worried for her safety at matches, even when signing
autographs for young fans, after she was the target of online abuse in March this year. Tayla’s manager
said that the trolling was ‘pretty common, especially in the direct messages section of Instagram’. She
called the messages the players received ‘astonishing, threatening, violating. It’s horrific’.
These women are resilient, but they receive swarms of vile harassment—real messages, sent and
received by real people—with very real effect. It can even be organised abuse, as we learned from
‘Gamergate’.
Online hate speech is not confined to women with public profiles. Three in 10 women have
experienced online abuse or harassment—this rate increases enormously for women under 24. Of
women who have experienced online abuse or harassment, 37 per cent said that they had felt that their
physical safety was threatened.
Victoria understands family violence. We instituted a royal commission and we are implementing all
of its 227 recommendations. We accept that ‘we must change community attitudes towards women if
we are to prevent violence from happening in the first place’, to quote the Premier of Victoria. Yet we
have done little to address this type of violence against women where it is most pervasive. Hate speech
lives and breeds in social media feeds and the comments sections of news articles; it is shaming,
bullying and brutalising via the everyday mediums that we use to communicate and consume media.
Bullying in this form has led to suicide. It causes physical, psychological and emotional harm. It affects
people’s sense of self-worth and feelings of safety and belonging in the community.
We authorise hate speech if we do not act to prevent it—hate speech that if left unchecked can embed
discrimination and prejudice; hate speech that can lead to hate crime, which does not occur in a
vacuum. It is the violent manifestation of prejudice in the wider community.
Eighteen years ago Victoria recognised this in introducing laws to prevent vilification based on race
and religion. Today I introduce this bill, which amends and renames the act to the Elimination of
Vilification Act and extends the protections under the act to vilification based on gender, disability,
sexual orientation, gender identity and sex characteristics.
Vilification is public hate speech that threatens or incites hatred and violence against another person,
or group of persons, based on who they are, not something they might have done. It is also behaviour
that incites serious contempt, revulsion or severe ridicule.
The bill that I present today draws on laws in other Australian jurisdictions, including New South
Wales, Queensland, Tasmania and the Australian Capital Territory, where vilification based on sexual
orientation, gender identity and other attributes is already prohibited.
Hate conduct is a very real issue for the LGBTIQ+ community. The Australian Human Rights
Commission has reported that six in 10 people from that community experienced verbal homophobic
abuse and one in five experienced physical abuse in a 12-month period—a roll of a dice every year as
to whether you will be physically assaulted just because of your identity or your sexuality.
One LGBTIQ+ helpline is experiencing an increase in calls for assistance but is also receiving direct
hate calls at an escalating rate. Last month that helpline received nine vicious and vilifying calls that
were directly harmful to the queer volunteers who staff the service.
Hate speech also impacts Victorians living with a disability, who are often its silent and most
vulnerable victims.
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In turning to the structure and key elements of the bill, clause 4 renames the principal act as the
Elimination of Vilification Act to reflect its broadened purpose.
Clause 6 extends the purposes of the principal act to include protection from vilification based on the
new protected attributes.
Clause 7 inserts further definitions into the principal act.
Clause 8 inserts new section 3A into the principal act, which extends the attributes protected by the
act to race, religious belief or activity, gender, disability, sexual orientation, gender identity and sex
characteristics.
Clause 10 extends unlawful vilification under the act to the new protected attributes and amends the
threshold test for vilification so that it does not exceed the threshold for serious vilification.
Clauses 16 and 17 insert new powers to require information, principally to allow the commissioner to
identify a respondent to a complaint. This is an important aspect of the bill in enabling a response to
trolling, which is often anonymous.
Clause 18 extends the serious vilification offences under the act to include the new protected attributes.
For consistency with other Australian jurisdictions, it amends the fault element to ‘intentionally or
recklessly’ and replaces the subjective test of ‘offender knows’ with an objective (reasonable person)
test.
Clause 22 inserts the relevant transitional provisions, including a renaming savings provision.
In a cohesive society that embraces diversity and supports human rights, it is not okay to vilify
someone because of who they are. It is not okay to incite violence and hatred against a group of people.
It is not okay to shame, bully and brutalise online. It is not okay to passively condone this culture by
doing nothing.
The Racial and Religious Tolerance Amendment Bill 2019 gives Victorians a reason to take personal
responsibility for their words and actions. It draws a clear line as to the racist, homophobic and
gendered hate speech that we will not tolerate in Victoria.
I conclude with this comment sent to writer and disability advocate Carly Findlay in response to her
article on disability slurs in the AFL. It said: ‘Seriously? We call them retards because you should
never have been born. The sad fact is you were, so why should the able bodied tread on eggshells
around you? It is us you should be thanking for the roof over your head the meals that you eat and all
the free medical and welfare you get … the day of the rope draws nearer with every (effing) online
whinge post you make’.
The standard you walk past is the standard you accept. I will not be walking past Carly on this.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (10:11): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for one week.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for one week.
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Motions
DUCK HUNTING
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (10:11): I move:
That this house notes that:
(1) Australia’s native waterbirds are at perilously low numbers;
(2) the current climate emergency is not considered in the environmental assessment of a duck shooting
season;
(3) 1 million species around the world are facing extinction because of human activity;
(4) the 2019 duck shooting season opening saw the lowest shooter participation rate on record;
(5) a majority of Victorians do not support duck shooting;
(6) the alleged economic benefits from duck shooting have been roundly criticised by numerous
independent experts;
(7) Victoria is home to some of the best wetlands in the world that are perfect for recreational activities such
as birdwatching, kayaking, picnicking and hiking;
(8) legislation omits those without a shooting licence to go near the water before a certain time, limiting
wetland use for non-shooters;
(9) nature-based tourism makes a positive contribution to the state’s economy and there is appetite for its
expansion in regional Victoria;
and calls on the government to stop the 2020 duck shooting season from going ahead.

I rise to move a motion I feel extremely passionate about. For many years now I have joined with a
great number of Victorians, people from all walks of life, to bear witness to and to rescue where
possible native Australian waterbirds that fall victim to the annual sanctioned slaughter that is duck
shooting season in Victoria, a gazetted period that brings together in protest the outrage of the majority
of all communities, all to satisfy the bloodlust of a minuscule number of people that cling to vacuous
arguments that have long lost any currency in a caring community.
Waterbirds in Victoria have suffered tremendously at the hands of shooters but also due to drought
across eastern Australia and the scandalous management of water resources in the Murray-Darling
Basin, resulting in habitat destruction. The most recent annual waterbird survey in eastern Australia
makes it clear that the long-term trend is in decline for six of the eight game species of native waterbird
and finds no indication of any breeding of game birds whatsoever in 2018. Native waterbirds remain
at population levels only a few per cent of their historic numbers, leaving some species perilously close
to extinction.
In the criteria that the Game Management Authority use for assessing whether a duck shooting season
should proceed the global climate emergency is not considered. Established under a dysfunctional
coalition government in 2015, the news that the climate is changing has yet to reach the GMA. In May
the UN handed down a comprehensive global report noting that over a million species around the
world are at risk of extinction, overwhelmingly due to human activity.
Locally our record on extinctions is terrible, and every year duck shooters continue to shoot and kill
threatened species, such as the freckled duck and blue-winged shoveler. Australia is the only place the
freckled duck calls home, and it is one of the rarest waterbirds in the world. Yet it is routinely shot
through carelessness or mistaken identity. In fact at the opening of the 2017 season 68 rare and
endangered freckled ducks were slaughtered by shooters. This is the body count at just one wetland.
Now consider this: there are an estimated 20 000 places to shoot in Victoria. Who knows how many
of these magnificent birds are killed each year?
The diminishing number of shooters last season brought the lowest shooter participation rate on record.
A reported 1300 shooters were active across the opening. This was attributed by the Game
Management Authority to dry conditions and wetland closures.
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As far as we can tell, throughout Victoria’s history, as soon as anyone started asking people whether
they supported duck shooting, Victorians said no. In 2007 a Roy Morgan poll of randomly selected
city and country Victorians showed 75 per cent wanted a permanent ban on recreational duck shooting.
A survey conducted just this year gave similar results. Overwhelmingly, old or young, male or female,
city or country, strong majorities of all Victorians support an end to duck shooting.
Of particular interest is the experience of those who call these shooting sites home. A recent survey
found that local residents are dealing with stray pellets landing on their roofs and in their yards as well
as with terrified children and pets. What is more, complaints of this nature are not responded to by
police or government. The Game Management Authority went so far as to suggest people move away
if they do not like the shooting.
Indigenous communities and environmentalists also oppose shooting and have long documented
damage to the lands surrounding wetlands: evidence of sacred trees cut down for firewood, artefacts
disturbed and trails of litter left behind. The high cultural value of these important sites calls for
educational tourism above anything else. I was recently taken on a tour of some of the main shooting
wetlands around Boort and shown evidence of the disrespect shooters have for our First Nations
culture. Scar trees had been chopped down and either sliced up by chainsaws or dragged to another
spot to build camp fires, and burial and cooking mounds had been used as camp spots, and worse, as
makeshift toilets.
In 2013 the Department of Environment and Primary Industries commissioned a ridiculous report that
attributed every expense of duck shooters, like their cars and food purchased for home, to duck
hunting. It contained no cost-benefit analysis, used a biased sample and methodology and ignored the
benefits of nature conservation entirely. In 2016 Dr Kristy Jones published a comprehensive rebuttal.
If the report were true, the streets of Boort and Donald would today be paved with gold. Let me assure
you, this is far from being the case.
An economic analysis by the Australia Institute in 2012 showed that claims duck shooting contributes
significantly to the economy in Victoria are false. In monetary terms revenue from non-hunting
tourism is far more important and is negatively impacted by hunting. In non-monetary terms they
estimate the benefit of banning duck hunting at around $60 million per year.
Having spoken to the mayors, CEOs and councillors of many of the affected regions, there is no desire
to continue with duck shooting in their municipalities. They want safe communities, healthy
waterways, recreational activities for young people and families and an increase in visitor numbers to
grow their tourism businesses. Some, like Mount Alexander shire, have actually passed motions to
end shooting in their region.
Victoria’s wetlands are recognised internationally through the Ramsar convention on wetlands.
Having ratified this treaty, we now need to live up to our commitments and to protect Victoria’s
wetlands and the flora and fauna that they contain. These sites could be the heart of a thriving naturebased tourism industry in rural Victoria, with birdwatchers, kayakers, hikers and other outdoor
enthusiasts keen to visit. But currently laws prevent non-shooters from going near the water in the
early mornings, and the sound of gunfire discourages them, infringing on their freedom to quietly and
peacefully enjoy the use of public land.
Nature-based tourism can bring real economic benefits to rural Victoria. The Great Ocean Road
delivers over $1 billion in tourism revenue every year. Phillip Island does similarly. But country towns
throughout Victoria are denied the opportunity to benefit because their wetlands are out of bounds for
ordinary people.
This motion is for birds like Piper, a small native teal who fell victim to this year’s duck shooting
season. She, like countless other birds, was shot, but not fatally. The indiscriminate nature of duck
shooting means that at least one in four birds shot will not die instantly, leaving them to languish with
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their injuries for days or even weeks on end. Eventually they will succumb to drowning, predator
attacks or infection. Piper was shot through the bill, impacting her ability to feed. If she had not been
found by rescuers, she would have slowly starved to death long after the shooter responsible for her
suffering left her in the wetlands.
Many caring individuals rallied to save Piper’s life—the rescuers who found her, the vet who treated
her and the wildlife carer who rehabilitated her. Finally she was ready to be released onto the tranquil
water of Lake Bolac in my own electorate, and I was honoured to be asked to do it. Opening the carrier
and seeing Piper back in the wild was a truly special moment. I just hope she will never be put at risk
of shooters’ guns again.
It is clear there is no moral, economic, legal or political case for a duck shooting season to go ahead in
2020. I call on the government to listen to the people of Victoria and ensure no season goes ahead. In
this age where technology allows the eyes of the world to turn their gaze to acts of violence and cruelty,
the whole world is watching. It is casting judgement on this state. We no longer want to be seen as a
cruel and uncaring society holding out for so-called tradition instead of compassion. The other states
and the world have moved on. It is time Victoria did too.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:22): I rise to speak on Mr Meddick’s motion. The
government recognises and respects the diverse views on duck hunting and hunting in general held by
the Victorian community. The Victorian government will continue to take a measured and responsible
approach to hunting in general, including duck and other game bird hunting in Victoria. The
government recognises that duck hunting is a legitimate recreational activity provided the rules are
followed. We are committed to ensuring that game hunting in Victoria is conducted in a safe,
responsible and sustainable manner.
The Sustainable Hunting Action Plan is a $5.3 million investment to support and guide the game
hunting industry’s long-term growth. We are delivering on all our actions in the Sustainable Hunting
Action Plan. Some of our key achievements include the release of new hunting maps showing where
hunting of game and pest species is permitted on public land; the replacement and upgrading of
360 new signs and information totems at the state game reserves and parks that permit deer hunting;
improved access to seven state game reserves that have undefined or locked access points; the removal
of barriers so farmers can now dispose of problem deer and wild deer can be processed commercially
for human and pet consumption; the release of the draft deer management strategy for public
consultation; expanding the deer hunting areas within the Alpine National Park by approximately
90 000 hectares and allowing all species of deer to be hunted; publication of Game Hunting in
Victoria—A Manual for Responsible and Sustainable Hunting; a new Game Management Authority
(GMA) website and Facebook page; working with stakeholders to deliver the ‘Respect: Hunt
Responsibly’ program; and providing funding to the Australian Deer Association for deer control
programs, to the Firearm Safety Foundation (Victoria) to develop five safety information, to the
Wetlands Environmental Taskforce to support the Australian National Hunting Archive and to the
Federation of Victorian Traditional Owner Corporations to lead development of the traditional owner
game management strategy.
Ongoing updates on each of the actions in the Sustainable Hunting Action Plan are provided on the
department’s website: agriculture.vic.gov.au/agriculture/game-hunting/sustainable-hunting-action-plan.
Among several significant election commitments to hunting, we have committed to develop and
deliver another sustainable hunting action plan to follow the completion of the current plan by 2020.
Our approach has been comprehensive and extends across education, testing, training, communication
and enforcement. We have provided a $6 million boost to the independent statutory authority
responsible for the regulation of game hunting in Victoria. This funding boost will deliver a 30 per
cent increase in GMA staff to improve local enforcement, to prevent illegal hunting and for
stakeholder engagement; new equipment for new and existing compliance officers; increased research
capacity; education campaigns; and a new game licensing system.
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As long as duck hunting is conducted safely and responsibly it can be done in a sustainable way.
Published studies using monitoring data collected over long periods of time have failed to detect any
significant effect of the hunting of game on game ducks. It is generally agreed amongst scientists that
the loss of suitable waterbird habitat, changed waterway and wetland management regimes and
climate impacts are the primary factors impacting waterbird populations in Australia.
When the evidence indicates that changes to a season are required, the government will modify the
duck season accordingly, as we did this year. Duck season modifications are common and can include
changing bag limits, season length and the species that can be taken. Since 2000, successive
governments have modified 16 duck seasons, including the cancelling of three seasons. Our system of
administering duck and other hunting can deliver conservation outcomes.
Victoria’s state game reserve system began in 1959 by using game licence fees to purchase private
land for the development of breeding grounds for waterfowl. Today we have over 200 state game
reserves that provide not only benefits to duck hunters during a short duck season but also long-term
conservation benefits for wildlife and the general community. Victoria has 50 000 licensed game
hunters, 26 000 of whom are licensed to hunt ducks. Hunters come from a wide range of socioeconomic backgrounds and participate in hunting for many reasons that are often not associated with
taking game.
We recognise and acknowledge the wideranging views held by the Victorian community on this issue
and the passion of Mr Meddick. I will go through his motion point by point. I will not repeat all of the
headlines, but I will go through them. Regarding number (1), out of the many waterbird species, only
eight are declared game and can be hunted. They are selected as game species because they have
biological and behavioural characteristics and are able to adapt to extreme and unpredictable
environmental conditions. Their resilience and adaptability are demonstrated in population abundance
surveys that show game birds achieving long-term record high numbers when conditions improve,
like they did in 2011 and 2012. Published studies have failed to detect any significant effect of hunting
on game ducks.
Number (2) is the climate emergency—an environmental assessment of a duck shooting season. This
is not correct. Climatic conditions are a key part of the scientific data that is reviewed in assessing the
sustainability of duck hunting. It is generally agreed amongst key scientists that the loss of suitable
waterbird habitat, changed waterway and wetland management regimes and climate change are the
primary factors impacting waterbird populations in Australia. In light of this environmental variability
the government seeks to ensure duck hunting remains sustainable. When the scientific data indicates
that changes to a season are required, the government takes action to modify the duck season
accordingly. Duck season modifications are common and can include bag limits, season length and
the game species that can be taken. The government is finalising the development of a waterfowl
conservation harvest model that will further strengthen the scientific rigour around setting and
modifying duck seasons to ensure harvesting remains sustainable.
Regarding number (3), population impacts are a key consideration in setting the parameters for duck
hunting. Published studies have failed to detect any significant effect of hunting on game ducks.
Furthermore, the government is finalising the development of a waterfowl conservation harvest model
that will further strengthen the scientific rigour around setting and modifying duck seasons in order to
ensure harvesting remains sustainable.
Number (4) is the 2019 duck season. The duck hunter numbers stated by the Game Management
Authority immediately after the opening weekend related only to the wetlands at which they were
present over the opening weekend. The 2019 harvest report is still being finalised and will be available
on the GMA website later this year.
Number (5) says a majority of Victorians do not support duck shooting. The government recognises
and respects the diverse views on duck hunting, and hunting in general, held by the Victorian
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community. However, we will continue to take a measured and responsible approach to managing all
game hunting in Victoria.
Number (6) is about the alleged economic benefits from duck shooting. Hunting is a significant
contributor to the Victorian economy. A new economic study of hunting in Victoria will be
commissioned in 2019.
Regarding number (7), Victoria is home to some of the best wetlands in the world that are perfect for
recreational activities such as birdwatching. We agree, and this situation remains the same with the
existence of a short, regulated duck season.
On number (8), legislation prevents those without shooting licences going near the water before a
certain time. This public safety measure only applies to around 240 wetlands out of the tens of
thousands in Victoria. It was put in place because some people have unnecessarily and purposefully
chosen to put themselves and others in dangerous situations in popular hunting wetlands. The
exclusion period is also limited to the early morning and late evening, with people allowed on these
240 wetlands for most of the day.
Number (9) says that nature-based tourism makes a positive contribution to the state’s economy.
Hunting in general also makes a positive contribution to the state’s economy. The 2013 government
economic study estimated that all types of hunting contributed $439 million to gross state product.
Duck hunting, ecotourism and other public land activities currently coexist in Victoria. Duck hunting
is only permitted for a relatively short period of the year, with half of all hunting occurring on private
property. Victoria’s state wildlife reserve system has been designed to provide a balance of wetlands
that are open and closed to hunting. This provides the opportunity for a mix of wetland activities to
coexist across the state and for game species to seek refuge from hunting, which assists with ensuring
duck hunting remains sustainable.
Finally, the motion calls on the government to stop the 2020 duck shooting season from going ahead.
In conclusion, I would say the government welcomes the conversation. We recognise that duck
hunting provides significant social and economic benefits to Victoria, and we also acknowledge that
there is a lot of opposition to the practice. We have no current plans to cease duck hunting.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:39): I rise to speak on behalf of the Liberals and The Nationals
this morning in relation to motion 148 standing in Mr Meddick’s name. It will be no surprise to the
house that the Liberals and The Nationals will not be supporting this motion. Mr Meddick has also
flagged his intention to put forward a bill in relation to duck hunting. At the time that occurred a
number of weeks ago I am not sure if other Liberals in this house received—but I know many
Nationals, including me, received—some emails in relation to support for that particular bill, and
naturally we also received some in opposition to the bill.
Why I am raising this this morning is some of the conversations that came in through the email system
were quite disappointing and in fact were quite offensive. Some of the comments that came in in
relation to the type of people who take their families duck hunting were really unacceptable. It felt to
me that these were blanket-coverage statements—ideological statements—about people that they had
no great knowledge about. They were very repulsive statements, and I will read one. One of the emails
called hunters ‘primitive and challenged psychopaths’ and said that if they could get away with it they
would move on to human targets. Now, I find that offensive, and I am sure that most members in this
chamber, if not all, would find that offensive as well. We are allowed to have different opinions and
that is what this place is for—debate. But to go down those paths, I believe, is quite unacceptable.
When I speak with people who enjoy the family pastime, and I know some who are quite close to me
who do this and have done so over multiple generations, duck hunting is very much a family occasion
and a community occasion. Certainly there are groups of people who have gone out into the wilds to
enjoy the beautiful countryside, the wetlands, the environment and the whole ambience of our rural
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and regional areas and in doing so also take part not in a sport but in an occasion that has happened
for decades and decades. Indeed it is a cultural pursuit that families and individuals partake in. They
do not shoot for sport, as I have said, they prize the meat and they prize the game. It has a particular
flavour. I know from time to time I really enjoy going to the Lost Angel up the road and having the
confit duck—it is absolutely to die for. But these people enjoy going out into nature and obtaining
their own individual game and cooking it, preparing it or freezing it down for later months.
Indeed I thank Mr Dean O’Hara, who I know happens to be in the gallery today, for sending me some
information about Field & Game Australia. Mr O’Hara happens to be the CEO of Field & Game, and
he went on to say in his letter:
As hunters, we take a little during the season, but we are not a threat to Australia’s wild duck populations.
The accepted science, here and internationally, is that regulated hunting has no impact on the sustainability of
waterfowl populations.
The key factors in the sustainability of our waterfowl populations are water and habitat.

I want to speak to habitat and water in a moment. He went on to speak about how Field & Game has
worked hard over 60 years to preserve and rejuvenate many wetlands. Indeed Field & Game also
looked at introducing a licence fee. This is an involuntary tax where hunters pay for the establishment
of Victoria’s network of state game reserves, securing critical habitat for waterfowl and other species.
He went on to talk about a wetlands environment task force, where the trust and the task force look at
purchasing and rehabilitating wetlands. In my electorate the Heart Morass is particularly dear to many
Gippslanders and to many Victorians—and indeed national and international tourists—who tread their
way there for this pursuit. There are many, many volunteers who put countless hours into that, and
again I will develop that area in my debate shortly.
I also want to point out that Field & Game have purchased wetlands and an educational centre near
Geelong, which is showing a diverse range and interest in this area. They also run various programs
like Bug Blitz and a whole range of programs setting up establishments for wetland bird species to
breed and flourish. I think this is key: hunters in this pursuit are mindful to encourage and encompass
all the benefits and the requirements that keep bird species alive and thriving.
As to Mr Meddick’s points, I will just go through a few of them that I think are very pertinent in order
to counter his arguments. In relation to Australia’s native waterbirds being perilously low in numbers,
indeed the International Union for Conservation of Nature is a global authority and speaks to the status
of the natural world and the measures needed in terms of safeguards. Victoria’s game bird species do
not feature on the red list of birds under threat in terms of population decline; indeed they are listed as
species or a general collaboration of ‘least concern’ for this institution.
Australian species are certainly nomadic. Game species are nomadic; that is their very nature. They
are highly adaptable and they travel vast distances in response to rainfall. They follow where they can
feed and breed, which is most sensible. This is nature. This is how species adapt and survive.
A lack of water and habitat will also see a lack of ducks. So there are not necessarily fewer ducks; it
just means that they have sought refuge elsewhere. We know even within our own state at the moment,
even within Victoria, that rainfall varies quite dramatically. In South Gippsland, just for example, we
have had a great winter season at the moment, but you go 2 hours down the road and in Bairnsdale
and all through East Gippsland they still lack water in great severity. Ducks read the play and indeed
travel where they need to.
The second argument in relation to the low numbers is that the Kingsford method currently used by the
GMA—Game Management Authority—does not count ducks. Field & Game have been advocating
for—and also I am pleased to hear that the government has agreed to implement—an adaptive harvest
model based on evidence and fact rather than the current method, which just measures one point in
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time. So in order to get the science right and the numbers accurately dictated and evaluated you have
to do the proper science and evaluation.
Mr Meddick’s motion says the 2019 duck shooting season saw the lowest shooter participation rate
on record. Well, that does not mean that interest is declining at all; it means that shooters also are
adaptive and hunters are adaptive to what is going on in their system and what is going on with the
birds and nature. In 2019 there were 26 000 duck game licences issued. This number has been
consistent over the past few years. The Game Management Authority has stated that duck game
licences are stable and not in decline. This is the regulatory body set up by and still currently running
with the current government.
If we assume there was a low number of hunters when the season was opening, then it would be
directly related to duck numbers. What we really understand is that they were respecting the law. Also,
they may not wish to engage with protesters who on regular occasions have actually demonstrated a
lack of respect in terms of the law. Approximately 1300 hunters took part in the opening weekend in
Victoria, and whilst this was lower we certainly understand that there were fewer wetlands. So there
is a flux and there is a respect that the hunters appreciate.
In terms of a majority of Victorians not supporting duck hunting, if you go to a poll, it can be very
much biased depending on how it is asked. I will give one particular example that I raised only last
week. We have seen with the regional forest agreements the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning put out a survey. Indeed they also looked at a youth symposium. If you look at the details
around that youth symposium of 49 young people, it was incredibly weighted in one area. It was
incredibly biased. I will not drill down into the details, but I have mentioned this before. The
department put eight pages out in relation to what the youth were thinking. If you want an outcome,
sometimes you just have to go to a particular pocket of the room to find that outcome. Mr Elasmar
spoke about the government looking at having an inquiry in relation to duck numbers and also the
community interest and the economic benefits. I think that at least needs to be on the table in 2019.
In relation to the economic drivers for this activity in this region, even Minister Pulford in 2014 spoke
about the economic driver of $430 million into the Victorian economy through duck hunting. What
we know in the country is that duck hunting is a great pastime. Many people actually direct their funds
and choose to spend their money entertaining their families and bringing their families together. They
buy fuel. They buy coffee. They go to the hunting shops and buy hunting equipment or coats and the
like. They go to the pub. Indeed we know that there are many overseas visitors who come here with
hunting pursuits in mind and for duck season. This is very much an important driver for the rural and
regional economy, particularly when it is so under pressure for a range of reasons. I was up in Mildura
in May and I spoke to some fantastic people up there who really care about the environment and who
care about their country town and who want to be able to still be a family and go out and direct their
money into the economy in this fashion.
I want to spend some time on Heart Morass, which is a wonderful, wonderful environment and wildlife
reserve down near Sale in my electorate. I want to speak to what Field and Game Australia are doing
in that area. It covers 1800 hectares and it is a wildlife reserve. It can encompass a whole range of
activities, and it does. I know Mr Meddick’s motion talks about kayaking, birdwatching, picnicking
and hiking. All of those things are currently being conducted on a regular basis and are enjoyed by
families at Heart Morass. Only recently there was a tree-planting exercise—I think it was in early
July—where many people went out and planted thousands of trees in addition to those already planted
by volunteers in Heart Morass. It is a significant wetlands and is part of the Ramsar-listed Gippsland
Lakes. It provides for a wonderful range of flora and fauna—frogs, reptiles, fish and the like.
I want to put the message to this house that families who partake in duck hunting respect the
environment. They respect the animals that they hunt. They respect the fact that they are part of the
solution to provide ongoing measures to sustain duck populations. It is important that we support these
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industries because they have a flow-on effect to rural and regional Victoria. The Nationals and the
Liberals will certainly not be supporting this motion before the house today.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (10:54): It is actually a delight to have a chance to talk about
duck hunting, what with everything else going on at the moment. Before I start I just want to thank the
government and Mr Elasmar for their continued support of duck hunting.
I am assuming this motion is designed as a warning shot, because it has clearly missed the mark. I
intend to educate Mr Meddick on the facts, and my lesson should not take too long. I am going to
quickly go through the motion: ‘I move … yada, yada, yada … Australia’s native waterbirds are at
perilously low numbers’. None of the game birds included in Victoria’s regulated game seasons are in
any way threatened; it is drought that is the problem. Waterfowl tend to breed less during drought.
Where there is water, there are ducks; where there is no water, there are no ducks. Correlation and
cause are not always the same thing. Yes, there may be fewer waterfowl, but it could be just because
the place is in drought. It is fairly simple.
Then we get to number (2). This is one I enjoy:
the current climate emergency is not considered in the environmental assessment of a duck shooting season …

There are a whole lot of different factors taken into account in setting up the season. There are a whole
lot of things, such as the overflights by our good professor who goes and counts ducks in places. There
is an analysis of it, and it does take into account the climatic and environmental conditions for the
simple reason that, again, if there is no water, there are no ducks. If there are no ducks to count, the
recommendation will no doubt be to reduce the season. It is fairly simple. The climate emergency is a
catchall for a whole lot of things going on. If there is a drought, which is part of this climate
emergency—we will not get into that—then that will no doubt show in the lack of numbers.
Number (3) says, and I am not sure where this one came from:
1 million species around the world are facing extinction because of human activity …

As someone put to me, the odds of getting a royal flush in poker are one in 649 740. That fact is about
as relevant as this point is to duck hunting in Victoria.
Number (4) says:
the 2019 duck shooting season opening—

I will actually correct the member. It is not ‘duck shooting’; it is ‘duck hunting’. If you are going to
criticise something, at least get it correct—
saw the lowest shooter participation rate on record …

Again, for those of you who have been paying attention, it is dry. Ducks tend to be where the water is,
and hunters do not tend to hunt ducks that are not there.
There are a lot of people who have been going out there for decades and generations who might go
out there and camp and I would still suggest that if there are actually no ducks whatsoever to shoot,
they will probably go and find somewhere else to camp. Again, correlation and causation are two
different things. You cannot just say that one is the cause of the other when you are just completely
ignoring the real facts. Here is a cracker:
a majority of Victorians do not support duck shooting …

In fact less than 3 per cent do. There is an interesting point here. Mr Meddick, I believe, was elected
on a 2.7 per cent primary. I did not get that much more myself. But that means 97.3 per cent of the
people do not want him here. So I caution anyone about using this sort of thing to deal with this issue.
The crossbench—anyone that has not got a full quota in their own right: the majority of Victorians do
not want you here. Think about it.
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Members interjecting.
Mr BOURMAN: Yes. I am sure you guys will get over it. But let us get onto the poll, this muchvaunted poll. I wonder who did it. Could it be the Coalition Against Duck Shooting? Possibly. The
poll results state:
Respondents were first asked: “In your opinion, should the shooting—

and I say shooting, not hunting—
of native water birds for recreational purposes be banned in Victoria?”
Those who initially thought the shooting of native water birds should not be banned in Victoria, or who were
undecided—

about 25 per cent—
were told: “You may or may not be aware that due to drought and climate change, the numbers of native
water birds across eastern Australia have dropped by over 80 per cent, that at least one in four native water
birds shot at, are wounded, and that duck shooting has been banned in WA, NSW and Queensland.”

Well, duck shooting is not banned in New South Wales; you shoot them off the rice as a pest mitigation
strategy. Anyway, there is a whole lot more we can go into, but talk about push polling—worthless.
Mr Meddick’s point number (6) is:
the alleged economic benefits from duck shooting have been roundly criticised by numerous independent
experts …

Independent? I think not. It was one of the big four consulting firms that did the original study. It was
not GetUp! or anyone like that. I think it is fair to say that that number, which is now outdated, is fairly
accurate. Just saying it is not credible with no real reason is pretty ordinary.
Next is number (7), which will help me with fixing up number (6):
Victoria is home to some of the best wetlands in the world that are perfect for recreational activities such as
birdwatching, kayaking, picnicking and hiking …

Absolutely—duck hunting as well. In fact there are 200 or thereabouts of these reserves which exist
today solely because of the foresight of duck hunters, who introduced game licences and willingly
purchased game stamps to fund our superb network of game reserves. So let us think about that: when
was the last time you saw an activist running around making breeding boxes for the ducks? When was
the last time you saw them out clearing carp out of something? I do not think you are going to have to
think too long to come up with ‘not at all’.
Number (8) states—and I am conscious that there are a few more people to go:
legislation omits those without a shooting licence to go near the water before a certain time, limiting wetland
use for non-shooters …

This is for the activists’ own safety, and in fact with the opening now changing from a 7.00 am start
to a 9.00 am start the shooters—the hunters—have less time on their own without having to worry
about activists getting in front of them. So I actually agree with one thing—that the activists should be
pushed back. They can come in at lunchtime. If the hunters’ time comes back, then I believe the
activists’ time should too.
We should not be encouraging people to break laws. It is silly. I wonder how many tourists ever visit
a state game reserve in the off-season, when there is no duck shooting—hunting; I will correct myself
on that one. How many? I would say probably somewhere between zero and words I cannot say, but
let us say not a lot.
My favourite one is Lake Mokoan, which is now the Winton wasteland—oh, wetlands. That used to
attract hunters from everywhere and generally contribute greatly to the local economy. Once active
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use was banned millions of dollars were used to turn it into a tourist centre. I have had it described to
me as a white elephant with tumbleweeds in the car park. I do not think that the taxpayer’s value for
money was really high on that one.
The next point is number (9):
nature-based tourism makes a positive contribution to the state’s economy and there is appetite for its
expansion in regional Victoria …

Absolutely—game hunting contributes more than $439 million a year, and that is from five years ago.
It contributes more than the grand prix and is second only to the Spring Racing Carnival, so expanding
hunting opportunities is an excellent idea. I think we really should do that. Again, as someone put it to
me, camo is the new green.
Almost lastly, the motion:
… calls on the government to stop the 2020 duck shooting season from going ahead …

Well, it is a duck hunting season. There is no justifiable or factual reason to do this. In fact whilst we
are in drought in part of this state, we are actually flooding in other parts. I saw it with my own eyes
in the Latrobe Valley. There are going to be a lot of ducks down there. Even though the duck hunters
from Gippsland will tell you there are no ducks out there, there will be a lot of ducks down there.
I am just going to say a couple of things. Regarding ethical hunting, the Game Management Authority
are very big on ethics and, as such, so are hunters. This involves knowing and respecting the game;
obeying the law, which is something the activists could work on; and behaving in the right manner.
No-one is perfect, but I have noticed that hunters are now calling out their own when there is
substandard behaviour. We need to be doing this—we need to be taking this on board—but we are the
responsible ones. We are the ones trying to mind our own business. We are doing something in a way
that has been done for generations. We are the ones that are under attack in this instance.
I will say a couple of small things about hunting as a conservation method. Whether they like it or not,
the world wildlife fund begrudgingly recognises that in certain instances hunting is a conservation
method. Over-hunting in the US in the early 1900s nearly brought extinction to a number of species,
but the hunters got their act together. The hunters actually started funding conservation efforts and
now white-tailed deer, mule deer, turkey, bison and all these things which were a problem are now
abundant, but we can never drop our guard. If you are going to hunt something, it needs to be hunted
in a sustainable and managed way.
Just before I go, there is an e-petition running. We talk about there being no support for duck hunting,
but 6600 and something signatures is the biggest e-petition to date. If there is no support for the hunting
of ducks, why on earth is that the biggest e-petition? Lastly, for the people that are not going to support
this—I understand Mr Meddick is not going to change his mind—and for those that profess to support
data-driven and factual motions, here is your chance to vote no.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:04): I am pleased to rise this morning to
speak in opposition to this motion moved by Mr Meddick, and I do so on the back of the comments
made by my colleague Ms Bath in her earlier contribution.
It is often the case that those who preach tolerance, those who preach respect for minorities, those who
preach respect for other cultures are in fact the most intolerant themselves. We saw the demonstration
of that this morning with Mr Meddick’s comments on this motion where he sought to demonise a
group of Victorians who participate and have participated for generations in a legitimate recreational
and cultural activity, just because he does not like it. The man who preaches tolerance on everything
else came into this place and made some frankly disgusting comments about the fraternity of
Victorians who engage in recreational hunting on our wetlands. He made claims about illegal activity,
he made claims about rubbish being left, he made claims about damage to trees and the like, all without
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basis, all without evidence, because he does not like a legitimate cultural activity that has been pursued
by Victorians over generations.
I would like to place on the record—I acknowledge I have limited time because there are other
speakers—that the Victorian Liberal Party is very proud to support our Victorian duck hunting
heritage. Of course it is largely as a result of the work of a former Victorian Liberal Premier, Henry
Bolte, that we do have such wonderful hunting infrastructure in this state. My other colleagues
Ms Bath and Mr Bourman spoke in their contributions about some of the history that led to the
development of infrastructure that we now enjoy and to the development of the wetlands that we have
across Victoria that we would not have if it were not for the work of recreational hunters in the 1950s
and the Bolte government in the 1950s and 1960s. Mr Meddick and his activist friends were nowhere
to be seen when the hunting fraternity in Victoria was recognising the value of wetlands, was
recognising the need to protect and develop wetlands which we now enjoy across the state, both for
hunting and for other recreational purposes.
Ms Bath in her contribution spoke about the work of Field & Game Australia, which has been an
exemplar in protecting and developing and regenerating wetlands in this state. She spoke about the
Heart Morass and she touched on the Connewarre Wetland Centre, which I was pleased to attend the
opening of I think two or maybe three years ago. Both are projects which have been undertaken by
Field & Game, both are projects which benefit all Victorians as a result of the work they have
contributed to the rehabilitation and development of those wetlands, and both are projects which would
not have occurred had it been left for the ecoterrorists who are opposed to hunting in this state. It is
purely as a consequence of the vision of the Victorian hunting community over decades and
generations that we have the resources that have gone into the wetlands, that we have projects like the
Heart Morass and the Connewarre wetlands, which cover thousands of hectares of land which has
been remediated as wetlands and is available to all Victorians to enjoy.
Mr Meddick has listed in his motion a number of elements—nine elements—which other members of
the house have gone through individually, and I do not intend to touch on all of those particular aspects.
One thing he does raise in his motion is the economic impact of hunting in this state. That was
something which was assessed independently in 2013 through an independent engagement undertaken
by the previous government, and that independent assessment demonstrated that the contribution
across the state from hunting is in the hundreds of millions of dollars. Mr Meddick sought to contradict
that in his contribution. In fact he referred to an analysis undertaken by one Dr Kristy Jones. Now,
what Mr Meddick did not say in his contribution was that Dr Jones is in fact associated with Animals
Australia. So, far from being an independent analysis like he claimed it was, it was a vested interest, a
vested voice, seeking simply to undermine the value of recreational hunting, and duck hunting in
particular, in this state.
Mr Meddick went on to make the often-stated claim that, if we do not have duck hunting in Victoria,
we can all enjoy ecotourism, which will be a wonderful economic boon to the state. Of course the
people who actually live in our regional communities which are the beneficiaries of recreational
hunting know all too well that the belief in ecotourism as the saviour of our regional communities in
the absence of hunting is a fallacy. Just this year we saw with the truncated duck season that was
announced by the government a number of rural communities expressing concern that they would
miss out on the benefits of duck hunting because of the government’s decision to truncate the season.
In northern Victoria we had the mayor of the Loddon shire, Cr Cheryl McKinnon, reflect on the impact
that the truncated duck season would have on her community. She made a particular reference to the
fact that duck season was going to end before the Queen’s Birthday long weekend, which has been a
peak hunting weekend in her community, a time when recreational hunters visit the Loddon
municipality and, as Ms Bath indicated, purchase food and in some cases accommodation, fuel and
hunting supplies in local communities. Many hunters make a point of purchasing food, fuel et cetera
in the local communities where they are hunting rather than in their base in Melbourne in a deliberate
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effort to support the communities in those regional areas they are visiting. It is very clear from the
comments of the mayor of Loddon shire at the time that she recognised, her council recognised and
her local community recognised that the truncation of that season this year was going to have a
negative economic impact on that community.
Ms Bath and Mr Bourman spoke about the Winton Wetlands, the former Lake Mokoan, which had
been a long-time destination for recreational hunters in this state.
Following the decommissioning of Lake Mokoan around 2009–2010 and the creation of the wetlands
centre, and with the banning of hunting at that site, we have seen what was developed become a white
elephant—the cafe and wetlands centre out there at Lake Mokoan have minimal visitation and minimal
economic impact. It is a white elephant in comparison with the economic benefit that was being
achieved for that community when Lake Mokoan was still available for hunting and the support that
led from that to the greater Benalla community as well.
The Liberal Party and the Liberal-Nationals coalition very much recognise the value of recreational
hunting and duck hunting in particular to this state. We recognise the cultural value it has for many
Victorian families going back over generations and the legitimacy of that cultural pursuit for many
families going back over generations.
We reject the demonising that Mr Meddick seeks to paint on those Victorian families who have hunted
for generations. We reject his claims that there is no economic benefit from hunting; there clearly is.
It is a well-established Victorian pastime. It is a good, safe outdoor recreational activity that gets
Victorian citizens out into the fresh air, out in our regional communities. It is a win-win for families
and it is a win-win for regional communities and the Victorian economy more generally. It should be
supported by members of this place. It certainly is supported by the Liberal and National parties. I call
on all members of this house to reject Mr Meddick’s demonising of an important part of the Victorian
community, to reject his scaremongering and to reject this motion this morning.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:14): Today I am going to speak about the great tradition of
hunting in Victoria. I am not sure if any of you noticed from your air-conditioned offices, but just
yesterday hundreds of people from all over regional Victoria showed up on the steps of Parliament.
They are outraged by the fact that the public are increasingly not allowed to use public land. Today I
speak on their behalf about duck hunting, just one of the activities people have enjoyed for generations
that the urban elites now look down on.
There is no older or more culturally significant activity in Australia than hunting. Hunting of ducks
and other wildlife has been carried out in Australia for 60 000 years. Of course the vast majority of
Australia’s hunters have been the First Nations peoples living all across the continent. To them hunting
did not just provide food; it helped provide a profound appreciation of and connection to country.
Imagine if it were possible to communicate with someone who lived in Australia thousands of years
ago. What would we have in common? Today’s hunters would have lots to talk about with those from
long ago because the behaviour of animals and how they interact with the environment is a universal
language. We would share a bond, an appreciation and an understanding across time. Hunters of all
kinds share a connection to the environment and a kinship with each other that the keyboard warriors
do not understand and probably never will. Today’s hunters, including those Indigenous hunters
amongst us, are proud to continue our shared culture and pass it onto our children.
In terms of history, animal activism is insignificant; it measures its history in mere decades. If the
history of hunting in this country was equivalent to a 1-metre ruler, the history of animal activism
would barely reach 1 millimetre. However, sad to say, this is a genuine threat to our way of life. The
saddest part of this is when Labor governments turn their backs on regional and working-class people
and align themselves with city-based extremists. And make no mistake: the animal activist agenda is
an extremist agenda. They know it is a short step from banning people from killing their own food to
stopping anyone from killing animals for food, and then one more short step from not killing animals
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for food to stopping using animals for anything at all under all circumstances. If they had their way,
zoos would be closed and they would end all sports involving animals and eventually ban the keeping
of pets.
Animal activism is performed by urban elites and others who have lost their connection to the natural
world, lost their links to country. It is the new kind of cultural imperialism. It is class warfare. I think
they believe they are good people, but to those of us continuing a great tradition they are just a different
kind of bully.
It is bad enough that they want to stop the public from using public land, but they also want to impose
this upon hunters on private reserves. There are several reserves of this type that are funded by duck
hunters that meet the recreational needs of hunters while creating new nature reserves. Duck hunters
are conservationists. I go further: hunting is really the only workable conservation model.
But this is not just an issue of personal freedom. Licensed game hunters spend more than $400 million
on their activities in Victoria alone, with 60 per cent of that expenditure occurring in regional areas.
Tourism in regional Victoria is already reeling from bans on rock climbing and the other lockouts—
stopping horseriding at Warrnambool and stopping car rallies in the north-west of the state. A ban on
duck hunting would not just be a kick in the guts for tourism and regional Victoria; it could be a
knockout blow for hundreds of people who depend on the duck hunting season for their livelihoods.
In my first speech I spoke about how people in regional Victoria were so disappointed with being
governed from Melbourne that maybe they should consider a ‘Rexit’—or regional exit—and form
their own state. I was kind of joking. However, every time I see city people proposing these things and
making rules for the regions—and we see it almost every sitting week—the idea of a Rexit becomes
less funny and more of an idea whose time may have come. The Liberal Democrats oppose this motion.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (11:19): The Greens have always been vehemently
opposed to the legal slaughter of ducks for sport in this state. What the government continues to
describe as a recreational pursuit is in fact a cruel and barbaric practice—the routine slaughter of
hundreds of waterbirds in the name of sport. Every year native ducks that would otherwise be protected
species are declared fair game and are allowed to be shot by hunters. These ducks are the Pacific black
duck, the mountain duck, the chestnut teal, the grey teal, the pink-eared duck, the wood duck, the
hardhead and the blue-wing shoveler—some of our precious native birds, birds that are protected
species for most of the year and then declared fair game for two months.
Many of these ducks are already vulnerable and their numbers are continuing to fall as persistent
drought conditions have threatened their habitat. The 2018 Aerial Survey of Wetland Birds in Eastern
Australia found that most game species abundances were well below long-term averages, in some
cases significantly lower. During the 2019 season the blue-winged shoveler, normally eligible to be a
game bird, was excluded from the season due to continually low numbers.
As the effects of climate change worsen, we are likely to see more of our wetlands dry out and duck
numbers continue to drastically drop. Dry conditions have been persistent throughout the last few
decades, and since 1995, 15 out of 25 seasons have been restricted and four were cancelled, yet the
most recent seasons have been allowed to go ahead.
We are facing a climate crisis and an extinction crisis which are putting our native animals at risk, and
yet in Victoria we still allow recreational shooters to kill our native ducks for sport and for fun. It is
hard to stand here and call it a sport because it is far from it. Instead of being a controlled competition
between relatively equal participants, duck shooting requires the massacre of one creature for the
enjoyment of another. Most ducks do not die as soon as they are shot. Those that are not retrieved or
rescued in time are left to die slow and painful deaths. Ducklings are left defenceless and orphaned
after their mothers are killed.
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My former colleague Sue Pennicuik is a passionate activist in this area and spent her 12 years in this
place fighting for a ban on duck hunting. She asked countless questions and made many statements in
this Parliament, holding the government to account on their continued complicity in the routine
slaughter of ducks in this state. When introducing a similar motion to the one before us now to ban
duck shooting back in 2011, eight years ago, Ms Pennicuik described her visit to the wetlands during
the shooting season, saying:
It is a beautiful place, but at dawn the peace and serenity were assaulted by the sound of tens or hundreds of
shotguns, which went off in a crescendo for the next two hours. The atmosphere was quite tense and really
frightening.
I was very upset by what I witnessed. Birds were killed and wounded, including a large number of
ducklings … I found that everyone present at the lake that weekend was distressed and upset by the absolute
onslaught of shooting, by the cheers as birds fell from the sky, by the large number of wounded birds and by
the tiny ducklings killed in the first breeding season in more than a decade. Nobody could fail to be upset by
what was witnessed there.

This is the reality of duck shooting in Victoria. And each year the season is rife with breaches of the
rules and with cruel and illegal behaviour. Ducks are not retrieved from the water immediately as
required, non-game species birds are shot and killed, and hunting dogs and boats are used to stir up
flocks of ducks. Despite claims that the Game Management Authority has the means and resources to
oversee the duck shooting season, breaches of the laws continue to happen each season.
I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge the many activists who have fought against duck
shooting for years and years. These people volunteer their time and energy to travel to the wetlands
season after season to witness the slaughter of native ducks by a small number of recreational hunters.
They put their own personal safety at risk to rescue wounded birds and to document breaches. Without
their work the evidence of illegal hunting activity and animal cruelty would never have come to light
and the government would continue to be complicit in this cruel practice.
It is beyond time that we acknowledged that duck shooting has no place in a progressive Victoria in
2019. Duck shooting is banned in New South Wales, Queensland and Western Australia, and has
never been permitted in the Australian Capital Territory. The popularity of duck shooting in Victoria
has dropped significantly over the last 30 years, down from around 100 000 hunters in 1986 to about
14 000 today, and the vast majority of Victorians oppose duck shooting. It is time to not only call off
the 2020 duck shooting season but to ban the practice altogether.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (11:24): The Andrews Labor government refers to itself
often enough as the most progressive government in the most progressive state. Whatever the other
merits of this claim, it is very hard to reconcile with the fact that the supposedly less progressive
states—New South Wales, Queensland and Western Australia—have all implemented bans on duck
shooting but we have not. Indeed it was in each case a Labor Premier who initiated the ban.
From my point of view, a key consideration is the fact that native bird species are declining in record
numbers due to the expansion of human numbers, and hence human activities, leading to habitat
destruction. In the face of swelling human numbers, which we could control if we had the political
will to do so, we have an even greater obligation to protect our wildlife.
In the case of ducks and other native waterbirds, drought and climate change and increased demands
on water have had a serious adverse effect on their numbers. The most highly regarded evidence
concerning duck numbers in Victoria and beyond is the 2018 Aerial Survey of Wetland Birds in
Eastern Australia, and that survey was unambiguous. It found a significant decline in breeding pairs
of ducks in 2018 throughout eastern Australia. In most game species abundances were well below
long-term averages. All major indices—total abundance, breeding index, number of species breeding
and wetland area index—show significant declines over this time. It is a grim picture.
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With the Menindee Lakes and other parts of the Murray-Darling Basin drying out as much as they
have been, it is imperative that native ducks seeking refuge in Victoria are able to fly north once
conditions improve. The conservation message is clear: duck shooting adds to the pressure on
declining species and is a threat to their long-term capacity to survive. It is not sustainable.
Now the vast majority of my constituents do not support duck shooting and want to see an end to it as
soon as possible, but I know that the government persists with it because it thinks this is what country
Victorians want, but I suspect it is wrong about that and I am reinforced in that conviction because of
representations I have had from Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting. They say that horses
run around paddocks terrified, dogs bark, cats hide. The wildlife are very disturbed and it drives people
crazy.
As well as the negative effects on country amenity, Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting
say it has a negative effect on the economy of local towns as tourists tend to stay away from towns
near wetlands during the duck season. They believe an end to duck shooting could be part of an
economic boom in regional Victoria driven by nature-based tourism. They point out that nature-based
tourism is the fastest growing component of tourism generally, already bringing in $40 billion to other
parts of Australia. Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting say that rural Victoria, with its
stunning, largely undiscovered wetlands, diversity of wildlife and goldmining, is well positioned to be
a leader in the growing and lucrative trend of nature tourism.
The motion also fits in with the strategy of water managers such as Goulburn-Murray Water, Victoria’s
largest water manager, who seek tourism ventures that are sustainable and do not adversely impact on
storage operation, water quality, environmental values or public safety and can adapt to fluctuating
water levels. So let us put an end to duck shooting and flick the switch to nature-based industry and
tourism. Now, that really sounds like a progressive government in a progressive state. I support the
motion.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (11:28): I rise to speak on Mr Meddick’s motion, and I just
want to go through a few points following on from Mr Bourman’s comment about how representative
Mr Meddick is of Western Victoria Region. For the record Ms Pulford got 37.61 per cent of the vote,
I got 29.32 per cent, Mr Grimley got 4.4 per cent and Mr Meddick got 2.71 per cent, so if Mr Meddick
wants to quote statistics it is absolutely correct, as Mr Bourman said, that he is not representative of
Victoria and especially not of Western Victoria Region, and that is where we like to think that all
things rural emanate from.
Not only would Mr Meddick have us end duck hunting, he would have us end virtually all country
pursuits. He would have us not eat meat. What is he actually going to do with all the animals we have
to destroy because we no longer farm animals? In fact what is he doing about all the animals that get
destroyed in the wheat and horticultural industry? They all have to be destroyed to produce his wheat,
almonds, tomatoes—whatever—at a rapid rate. There is hypocrisy everywhere here.
Mr Elasmar, my colleague from the government, gave a very erudite description of exactly what the
government thinks of this and exactly what they are doing in terms of providing regulation for country
Victoria. My colleagues Ms Bath and Mr Rich-Phillips eruditely went through the benefits of duck
hunting for Victoria and the work that they do. I want to quote from Field & Game Australia and
Mr O’Hara, who said:
Duck hunting is sustainable, and we support the Victorian Government commitment to introduce an adaptive
harvest model that relies solely on science and takes the politics out of setting duck seasons.
Our members are committed to ethical, responsible and sustainable hunting and we encourage you to support
their cultural tradition.
Victoria’s increasingly urban population has over recent generations become disconnected from the bush …

As my colleague Mr Quilty said, we saw yesterday the number of rural people who had to come to the
steps of Parliament House to tell us that urban people should not be telling country people how to live
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their lives. There are public spaces and pursuits that country people have enjoyed for generations, and
we care about the bush, we care about the country, we care about the native species and most
importantly we do what is best to look after them—not our friends in Fitzroy. Mr O’Hara went on:
Like many Victorians you may have no inclination to participate, you may even dislike the practice, but we
encourage you to consider that for our members this is a way of life.

I am familiar with hunting in Scotland, and I must say that if it was not for the hunting estates in
Scotland many of the native species would no longer exist. They drive a very valid and viable
economic activity, and they actually look after the native species that exist.
As for this business about climate emergency, we have just heard today about the NAPLAN results. I
am sure the children all know about climate emergency but they seem to be unable to read and write.
As my colleagues in the Liberal-National parties and other colleagues on the crossbench have said,
and the government has said, we do not support this ridiculous motion and will be voting against it.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (11:32): I move:
That debate on this motion be adjourned until later this day.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:32): We oppose adjourning this motion
now. Under sessional orders there is a 90-minute window allocated for debate on each item of general
business. According to the clock there is just over 8 minutes remaining. Ms Lovell would like to make
a contribution, and there is time for Ms Lovell to make a contribution and then for the question to be
put. We believe that given this debate has proceeded as it has this morning we should have a vote on
this motion. People should put on the record what their position is. The coalition very clearly will
oppose this motion and we believe that other members in the chamber should also take a position on
this. So we do not support the motion to adjourn now. We believe that given there is literally only
8 minutes left on this debate we should allow Ms Lovell to make her contribution and then put the
question so everyone’s position on this issue can be seen publicly.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:33): I do not support adjourning this motion. Along with
the reasons Mr Rich-Phillips gave, I am also going to say that if Mr Meddick believes enough in his
issues to get himself elected to Parliament, bring it to a vote and let us see who has got the support.
House divided on Ms Stitt’s motion:

Ayes, 25
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Leane, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
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 (Teller)

Noes, 14
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Debate adjourned until later this day.

Ondarchie, Mr (Teller)
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Wooldridge, Ms
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Committees
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (11:41): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes the:
(a) protection of children should be the highest priority for any government;
(b) valuable work undertaken by Victoria Police in investigating serious sex offences and
apprehending and prosecuting offenders;
(c) government should endeavour to work alongside law enforcement agencies at every opportunity
in order to prevent opportunities for sexual offending and ensure community safety;
(2) requires the Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by no later than
30 June 2020, into the best means to:
(a) store data and information regarding convicted child sex offenders;
(b) prevent sexual offences from occurring through improved public awareness;
(c) investigate the circumstances in which the details of convicted child sex offences can be made
public;
and any other matters the committee determines to be relevant.

I rise to speak on this motion. Sexual abuse of our children occurs every single day in our community.
Victims, survivors, family and friends know all too well the pain, the despair and the ongoing mental
health struggles faced by innocent people. Sexual abuse is brought upon by the offender. Sexual abuse
of children takes control from innocent lives and gives it to the offender. Often this control is never
returned. This motion is about giving back control to the victims of these horrendous crimes. It is about
giving knowledge and information to the community in order to ensure their safety. Knowledge is
power. This is about giving power back to the victims.
Open justice is a fundamental common-law principle, and this motion continues the open justice
principle beyond the court and into the community. Justice does not end at the revolving door of the
courthouse; it must continue in the broader community to ensure the continuing safety of everyone.
The intention behind this motion is for people in the community, in particular our children, to be
protected from registered sex offenders (RSOs) who have been released from prison. The protection
of our children should be the highest priority of any government. In fact Minister Mikakos, in a
ministers statement last sitting week, stated:
There is nothing more important than all of us doing what we can to protect children.

This motion is about promoting a safer environment by informing the community of potential dangers
lurking nearby. According to statistics from the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS), in 2018 the
number of sexual assault victims continued to rise. Since 2010 sexual assaults have increased by 40 per
cent. Of these, around half of the victims were aged between 10 and 19 years of age. The ABS reports
that around three-quarters of sexual assault victims knew their offender and 25 per cent of victims had
sexual assaults committed upon them by people they did not previously know.
Studies have indicated that around 15 per cent of sex offenders had committed a further sexual offence,
although certain offenders, such as those with antisocial orientation, are more likely to reoffend. While
this risk may be lower than for other crimes, the impact on victims is much greater. Evidence shows
that victims of child sex abuse can experience serious mental health and adjustment problems, which
have long-term effects well into adulthood. Further, when a sex offender does reoffend it can create
significant angst and concern within the community. For these reasons the management of sex
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offenders in the community has received considerable attention from all sides of this chamber and in
the broader community.
Sexual offences have very low rates of reporting to police, and data from the Australian Bureau of
Criminal Intelligence suggests that around 40 000 children will be sexually abused each year.
Currently within Victoria there are over 4300 active registered sex offenders (RSOs) residing within
the community. Of these, as of 3 June 2019, 1629 were on the sex offender register for life; that is
nearly 40 per cent. In data provided from Victoria Police annual reports in 2018, there were 1574 liferegistered sex offenders that were living within our community. The latest Victoria Police statistics
show that there were over 1200 failures to comply with reporting obligations for registered sex
offenders. Given the number of active sex offenders on the register, this equates to around a third
breaching their conditions. At this point in time a small selection of police officers have access to the
sex offender register, or the SOR, in Victoria. Only people who are authorised by the police can access
the register. The current SOR is being monitored by a group of police with limited resources, and I
must say they are doing a fine job in keeping tabs on those RSOs residing within our communities.
When I was a police officer I was in a situation on the job that was near a primary school in Geelong.
The incident was where we were called to what they called back then a ‘suss loiter’, or a suspicious
loiter. At the time we attended near the school, we spoke to the person, got his name and ran his name
through the law enforcement assistance program system, and he was identified as a registered sex
offender. He was within less than 50 metres of a primary school. I was unable to disclose directly to
the school principal about this person, because currently, within Victoria, a police officer can disclose
information about an RSO to a Department of Health and Human Services, or DHHS, representative;
however, they are not authorised to disclose that information directly to those families or schools in
direct or indirect contact with the RSO. Only DHHS are authorised to complete this disclosure.
Ultimately the information supplied must be de-identified so that the person’s identity cannot be
obvious from the information given—go figure!
Within Australia, as it stands, while reducing reoffending among sex offenders is often cited publicly
as a key outcome, a vital part of the impact of sex offender registers is on the promotion of safety in
the community. With this a number of media opinion polls and petitions have gauged support for a
public sex offender register. The Daniel Morcombe Foundation has over 355 000 likes on Facebook,
Fighters Against Child Abuse Australia has over 121 000 likes on Facebook and a petition started by
Derryn Hinch in 2014 currently has over 184 000 signatures.
Currently there are already a number of informal public registers available on the internet that may
contain incorrect information about an offender and their whereabouts. In fact one of these sites has
over 47 000 followers. These unofficial community-run registries that attempt to compensate for the
absence of a formal public register have been established to keep members of the public informed of
sexual offenders. These registers, while unreliable, have arguably resulted from the lack of a formal
public sex offender registry. Despite their presence within the online world I have not experienced or
heard of any vigilantism within the regions in which I was employed previously as a police officer for
over a 10-year period. The current Victorian register of sex offenders is operated under the Sex
Offenders Registration Act 2004. Sex offender registers contain information about certain sex
offenders. Under this act the purpose of the SOR is to require certain offenders who commit sexual
offences to keep police informed of their whereabouts and other personal details for a period of time.
It is also to reduce the chances of reoffending, to assist police in investigating any future offences they
may commit and to prevent registered sex offenders working in child-related employment.
Under the act as it stands a person is on the SOR for life if they have been found guilty of two or more
class 1 offences or are found guilty of one class 1 offence and one or more class 2 offences or they are
found guilty of three or more class 2 offences. These are the offences that I propose are to be
considered in circumstances in which the details of convicted child sex offenders can be made public.
They include persistent sexual abuse of a child under the age of 16, compelling sexual penetration if
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the person who the offence is committed against is a child, grooming for sexual conduct with a child
under the age of 16 and sexual assault of a child.
The further purpose of this motion is to investigate the offences for which details can be made public
in the best interest of protecting the community, in particular our children. This includes offenders
found guilty of offences committed against children within the class 1 and class 2 schedule of the Sex
Offenders Registration Act 2004. In all cases, regardless of the offending schedule, it may also be
proposed that any information made public in the interests of the community be at the discretion of
the magistrate. In this instance the information made public would include the offender’s name,
offence details, a photograph and general locality details. In no instances would any information made
public identify victims in any way whatsoever.
A child who has been found guilty and sentenced for a class 1 or 2 offence is not automatically a
registrable offender. We do not believe in children being placed on a public register unless the court
deems a child is a risk to the safety of any member of the community. Currently Western Australia
has a website through which the public can access the sex offender register. This website enables
parents and guardians to make inquiries with the Western Australian police force about any person
who has unsupervised contact with their children. The website provides three tiers of information to
ensure that families and the public have information on known sex offenders, which will assist with
the protection and safety of children and the community. The Community Protection website will not
publish the photograph or personal details of or release any information about an offender who is under
the age of 18 years.
There is also the federal government proposal for a national publicly available sex offender register:
$7.8 million has currently been allocated over four years to the Australian Criminal Intelligence
Commission to establish the register, which will include the names, ages, aliases, photographs,
physical descriptions and general location of offenders as well as details of their crimes.
Early results from the implementation of the WA model indicate that those who have accessed public
registries, regardless of whether they find a sexual offender residing nearby, more often report being
generally safety conscious in relation to sexual victimisation and being more aware of their
surroundings. Furthermore, many community members report implementing prevention strategies to
protect themselves and/or others from sexual offending. With this, I have often said that a reduction
in sexual offending is one aspect, but how do we quantify how many sexual offences are avoided as a
result of using the knowledge available?
This motion is about limiting the opportunities for offenders to re-offend. It is designed to alert
community members to a serious sexual offender within their community to promote the safety and
awareness of children in that area because, as we know and have seen in recent times, give an
opportunistic predator a chance and they will strike. In my maiden speech I made reference to such
sexual predators who prey upon children. I have trawled through thousands of child abuse images on
paedophiles’ computers. I have seen the terrified looks on the faces of children being raped by adults.
Those images never leave you. I will do anything I can to stop the continuing sexual abuse of our
children, and this motion is an example of that.
As leaders within our community I would like you to ask yourselves: what am I doing to help stop the
sexual abuse of our children? If you are not sure or if your answer is nothing, it may be that you need
to reflect upon this and become part of the solution. The favourite quote of the late great Victorian
Chief Commissioner of Police Mick Miller was:
There are three types of people: those who make things happen, those who watch things happen, and those
who wonder what happened.

Which one are you? I recently met with a survivor of child abuse who is now a strong advocate with
other survivors. His story was harrowing, but unfortunately it is becoming all too familiar. He said,
and understandably so, that no-one understands being sexually abused like a sexual abuse survivor.
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He also made a comment that I would like to share with you. He said, ‘A bad day for a paedophile is
maybe not being able to get a job. A bad day for a child abuse victim is being in a foetal position within
your home and being simply unable to go outside’.
In summing up, it is important to remind the chamber that this motion is essentially for the Legal and
Social Issues Committee to inquire into, consider and report on this issue. This motion is seeking
information around the circumstances in which the details of convicted child sex offenders can be
made public. It is about ensuring the safety of our children and communities. It is about being proactive
rather than reactive.
I shall leave you with two examples that reflect the significance of supporting this motion. Chantelle
Daly was sexually abused as a young girl by convicted paedophile and child killer Michael Guider.
Chantelle was drugged, abused and photographed as a child by Guider, who was her babysitter at the
time. Guider was charged with over 60 child abuse-related crimes against multiple victims. It was only
when he was in prison that he confessed to the murder of schoolgirl Samantha Knight. He has never
revealed details of the whereabouts of Samantha’s body. Guider’s sentence has elapsed and he is
currently in detention on an interim order. It is only a matter of time before he is released back into the
community. When considering whether or not to agree to this motion, ask yourself: if a child sex
offender like Michael Guider was living in your community, near your house, having access to your
family, your friends, your children, would you like to know?
And another, in 2006 Michael Cardamone was placed on the sex offender register for life after he was
convicted of committing an indecent act with a child under 16 and rape. He was sentenced to a nonparole period of six years. Following his release he relocated to Wangaratta where, whilst still on
parole, he met Karen Chetcuti. He bound and gagged her, injected her with methamphetamine and
battery acid, fractured her skull and then burnt her alive. Once again I ask you, when you are
considering this motion, is Cardamone the type of person you would like living in your community,
near your house, having access to your family, friends, your children, without you knowing he was a
lifelong registered sex offender? Thankfully as of yesterday he will never be released. But you are
kidding yourself if you think there are no more like him in our community.
Having public access to this information will improve community safety. If it saves one person from
being sexually assaulted or worse, then this information will have served its purpose. I thank you and
I look forward to working with all sides of the chamber in making Victoria a safer place for our
children. I commend this motion to the house.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:58): In the 1 minute I have I would like to speak on
the motion moved by Mr Grimley, and up-front I would like to say that the government supports the
motion in principle. The motion actually has two sections. One is to note certain things, and then the
other is to require the Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire into some of the issues that are
raised in the motion. In fact in relation to the ‘note’ section of the motion, the government has been
doing quite a lot in supporting Victoria Police by enabling, strengthening and improving their ability
to supervise and help with victims and to put sex offenders on the register.
There are 8286 registered sex offenders in Victoria, of which 54 per cent have active reporting
requirements. VicPol has a comprehensive risk-based management practice model. The government
delivered reforms to the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 earlier this year to permit the sharing of
information on the sex offender register more broadly with VicPol and also with international
enforcement agencies.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Questions without notice and ministers statements
DUCK HUNTING
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:00): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
the Government Whip, Ms Stitt, moved to adjourn debate on a duck hunting ban proposed by
Mr Meddick, cutting the opportunity for me to speak. Minister, what is the government’s policy on
duck hunting bans, and why was the government afraid to speak on its convictions?
Members interjecting.
Ms LOVELL: The question is: what is the government’s policy on a duck hunting ban, and why
was the government afraid today to vote on its convictions?
The PRESIDENT: I think the second question comes under the anticipation rule as the debate was
adjourned until later this day. I will call on the minister to answer the first question.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:01): I actually would not mind commenting on the introduction to
Ms Lovell’s question. In this place and as a participant in Monday night meetings, Ms Lovell, we have
an arrangement where the crossbench are actually given a great opportunity to prosecute their motions.
Ms Lovell: Then put it to a vote.
Ms SYMES: There are several more speakers, and the debate has been adjourned until later this
today.
Ms Lovell: There are only 8 minutes to go.
Ms SYMES: There are several more speakers, and debate has been adjourned until later this day.
Members interjecting.
Ms SYMES: We were not asked to vote on it.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The house will come to order, please. There were two questions, which
is a problem, but I did ask the minister to address one of the questions, so I call the house to order and
give the minister the call.
Ms SYMES: Thank you, President. In relation to duck hunting, as I have said on numerous
occasions in this house, it is an issue that there are very divergent views on, as attested in relation to
the house at the moment. The Andrews Labor government had a duck season this year, and we have
got no change of policy in relation to that. I do not actually understand what the furore is about
adjourning off a motion till later this day. If we were to vote on the motion, we would oppose it.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:03): Minister, did the contribution made this morning by
Mr Elasmar fully put the government’s policy, or did he have one foot in each pond, ducking for cover
as it were?
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think that that is asking for an opinion. We will just leave it at that.
WOMBAT PROTECTION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12:04): My question today is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the other place. A few weeks ago the Crown-linked wombat
hunting scandal spread across the country and the world, and rightly so. People were appalled at this
cruelty and wondered how it could be allowed to go on. I am pleased to see an inquiry is now taking
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place. What most people do not realise, however, is that wombats are protected in every Australian
state except Victoria. The Wildlife Act 1975 allows the minister to remove wildlife from the protected
list. This was done in 1984 in 193 of the regions that make up this state, and it has never been changed
back. Where wombats are protected, a landowner can still get a permit to shoot them. Last year
3830 wombats were killed in this way. It is time to rethink this decades-old reasoning and the way we
treat our bare-nosed friends, starting with making wombats completely protected everywhere. Will the
minister for the environment do this?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:05): I thank Mr Meddick for
his question and his concern about wildlife generally and his specific concern about wombats. Under
normal circumstances, Mr Meddick, I would take my cap off to you in relation to your working
knowledge of environmental conservation law and the way in which it works across the country, but
in relation to the way you have just described the situation you gave the community the impression
that there are no limitations on killing wombats in the state of Victoria, and that is not the case. In fact
there is only what is considered to be the authorised taking of wildlife that needs an approval for that
to take place by the environment minister and the environment portfolio, and so it is not open slather
and open season, as you may have indicated—given the impression—in your question, and there are
penalties that are associated with the taking of any wildlife that has not been authorised in that way.
Significant penalties can be imposed upon people who act in a way that is not authorised by Victorian
law. So I understand that it may not be the best form of the law that you would actually like to be
constructed, but there is a law that provides for protection.
In terms of any action that is inconsistent with that law or the spirit of the law or is inhumane in relation
to the treatment of any wildlife in Victoria, we share your concern about that. I will seek some further
information from my colleague in the other place in relation to any considerations that may have come
from the current review of the circumstances you described.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:07): I rise to update the house on data relating to participation in the Victorian training
system. Yesterday the National Centre for Vocational Education Research, commonly known as
NCVER, released its report on government-funded students and courses for the first quarter of 2019.
The corresponding full-year report for 2018 has also been released.
In 2018 students studying in the Victorian TAFE network increased by 2.1 per cent—an encouraging
result. The NCVER data for the first quarter of 2019 is even more encouraging. There was a 16.1 per
cent increase in enrolments in TAFE compared to the first quarter of 2018, there was a 6.1 per cent
increase in overall government-funded students across the state, female student numbers increased by
8.5 per cent, Indigenous students increased by 16.9 per cent and the number of students reporting a
disability increased by 8.8 per cent.
This is a significant turning point for our training system. This government’s reforms and investment
in vocational training for Victorians are working, from Skills First to free TAFE. Students are coming
back to TAFE and to training in record numbers in government priority areas. Our 2019–20 budget
invests a further $231 million in Victoria’s training and TAFE system for more training places, to put
two new early childhood courses on the free TAFE list, for the rollout of the Building Better TAFEs
Fund and for the Big Build and social services higher apprenticeships. There has never been a better
time for Victorians to get the skills they need for the jobs that this government is creating.
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CASTLEMAINE DISTRICT COMMUNITY HEALTH
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:08): My question this afternoon is to the Minister for
Health. Minister, Castlemaine District Community Health may have to cut staff, cut health services or
close its doors due to insufficient funding. Minister, how have you let Victoria’s health funding cuts
get so bad that a vital regional community health centre is under this amount of financial strain?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:09): I thank the member for her question. I do not want to impinge on the anticipation rule at all,
but I do want to make it crystal clear to Ms Crozier, for the umpteenth time, that there have been no
cuts. There have been no cuts by our government to Victorian health services. The only cut that is
impacting our health services is the one that has come from Canberra that relates to a $305 million
clawback of federal funding. We are seeing the desperation from Ms Crozier in this house every single
day where she continues to peddle these untruths. She continues to peddle these untruths despite the
fact that the budget papers show very clearly, in black and white, $2.5 billion of additional funding to
run our hospitals in this financial year—$2.5 billion over the forward estimates in this financial year’s
budget papers. I suggest to the member that she familiarise herself with this, but I am doubtful she will.
The question that I have been asked specifically relates to community health. I want to say at the outset
that we stand with all of Victoria’s health services to make sure that they can provide the care to
Victorian patients that they need. It is important of course that they are able to manage their budgets
responsibly so that they can remain sustainable both now and into the future.
In this particular case Castlemaine District Community Health, which the member has mentioned, is
a standalone community health service. It is not integrated with our public health services, so its
sustainability is a matter for its board and management. However, my department has been working
closely with this community health service for a number of months now to ensure sustainable service
to local residents and families. In fact we provided a grant back in May of this year of $80 000 on top
of their annual budget for strategic planning on how they can best continue to provide the services to
their community. They also received $160 000 under round 3 of the Regional Infrastructure Fund last
year. There has been no cut to their funding. I do encourage them to engage with my department about
these matters. It is unfortunate that they are seeking to put out information to their local community
which is not correct. I met with the CEO earlier this year. I would encourage them to actually use the
money that has been provided to them to create a sustainable future.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:12): Minister, despite receiving state government
funding and asking for an additional $350 000 to keep its services operation, you deflected media
attention and stated that Castlemaine District Community Health’s sustainability was a matter for its
board of management, and you have just alluded to that in your answer to my previous question. So I
ask: what other community health organisations is the minister aware of that are having financial
problems and have sought or are seeking assistance from the state?
Ms Mikakos: On a point of order, President, the member would have been wiser to have reversed
the order of the questions, because she has broadened out the—
Members interjecting.
Ms Mikakos: Well, I am happy to provide some coaching. The supplementary question is not
apposite to the first question, because it does not relate specifically to the organisation that she referred
to in her first question.
The PRESIDENT: Minister, I did think that the questions may have been reversed, but I have got
to say that the supplementary can be in response to the substantive question and also the answer, so I
do not uphold the point of order. I will ask you to answer the supplementary question.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:14): Thanks, President. There were some references in the preamble there back to the initial
question. What I can say to the member is to reiterate that we have not made any cuts to community
health in the 2019–20 budget. We are investing $294 million in community health care to support
community health services to improve their health and social outcomes for Victorians. We have had
an average growth of 4.5 per cent over the past five years. We value our community health services.
They provide a broad range of services to the community, not just strictly health services. There are
typically a lot of human services provided by these services as well. I encourage this particular service
to continue to have discussions with my department. We have provided them with the financial support
to enable their independent board and management to put themselves on a more sustainable footing
into the future.
NORTH EAST LINK
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:15): My question is to Minister Symes, representing the
Minister for Planning. A group of residents from the Banyule area have presented design suggestions
for the northern end of the North East Link that mitigate many of the issues raised by the community
through the consultation process. This SMART taxpayer design proposes a simpler M80 ring road
interchange; extending the tunnels north of Lower Plenty Road under Watsonia Hill; diverting the
north end of Greensborough Road over the rail alignment; and removing the interchange at Lower
Plenty Road at this point in time. There are implications in costs and timelines from their suggestions,
I have no doubt. But there are great benefits in having community options for this important piece of
infrastructure carefully considered by bidders in the final design. So I ask the minister: will he ensure
the SMART taxpayer design be given consideration by bidders and allow them to present the best
final design for the North East Link?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:16): I thank Mr Barton for his interest in this important transport project,
and I will endeavour to get a response from the Minister for Planning in due course.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:16): Thank you, Minister. There seems to be a general
feeling among those most interested and impacted by the North East Link that the community
consultation has been more of a marketing and education process rather than a two-way conversation
aimed at achieving the best outcome. I am yet to meet a resident or business that does not agree with
me or with the government that this road is a much-needed project. However, despite the current
hearing process there is concern that the community is expected to accept the draft design and get on
with it. So I ask the minister: how will he guarantee that the needs of the community and their input
are incorporated into the actual road that is built for the North East Link?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:17): I thank Mr Barton for his supplementary question. I will pass that on
to Mr Wynne.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: INTEGRA SYSTEMS
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:17): I am pleased to update the house on a visit I recently made to a fantastic
small business in the Broadmeadows area, Integra Systems, with the member for Broadmeadows, my
very good friend Frank McGuire. Paul Hughes, the CEO and founder of Integra, is running an
industrial design, engineering and manufacturing business that supplies some of Australia’s largest
corporations, such as McDonald’s and Coles, with cutting-edge products assembled on site by a
workforce of Victorian locals. This work truly demonstrates the future of Victorian small businesses
through the use of innovative technology.
I am pleased to say that the Victorian government has helped support the important work through the
provision of funding through the Melbourne North Innovation and Investment Fund and the Grow
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Your Business grant program. I would like to thank the member for Broadmeadows for accompanying
me on this visit, and I thank the CEO, Mr Paul Hughes; Russell Hughes, the director of innovation;
and all the staff for making me feel so welcome and giving me such an interesting insight into what
they do on a daily basis at this very innovative local business in Victoria.
BEN SIMMONS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:18): My question is to the
Leader of the Government. Minister, I note Visit Victoria has confirmed it has a commercial
arrangement with Ben Simmons to utilise his international profile in promoting Victoria to a global
audience. I also note Visit Victoria’s statement that this agreement contains standard obligations and
that payments are only triggered when certain milestones are met. Minister, will you confirm whether
or not the paid campaign went ahead, or whether it will run in the future, and whether it was good
value for money for taxpayers?
The PRESIDENT: Minister, there were a number of questions, so feel free to choose one.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:19): I thank Mr Davis for
his question that I am sure is not within my responsibility, but I will try to find a part of government
that may be able to answer his question. But one thing I am certain of, Mr Davis, is that in relation to
what is your special skill of surveying the relevant considerations across the community, I have done
a bit of a survey of the Parliament about whether you are actually acquitting your responsibilities and
how we can help you out. I reckon most members of the chamber would be pretty keen on providing
me with some advice about how we can help.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Council will come to order.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, the minister well knows that it is question time. The
opposition asks questions and the minor parties ask questions, and he answers them rather than going
on a long-winded, circuitous discussion.
The PRESIDENT: Can I bring the minister back to the question.
Mr JENNINGS: Yes, thank you, President. My survey results indicated that in fact Mr Davis does
have a bit of difficulty pinning the right question on the right minister. That has been a recurring theme.
He has asked me a question—
Ms Lovell: On a point of order, President, I believe the minister is actually flouting your ruling.
You called him back to the question, and he has gone off on his rant again.
The PRESIDENT: I call the minister to answer the question and not flout.
Mr JENNINGS: Thank you, President. I am making sure that I compose myself sufficiently so
that I guarantee that I do not flout. But part of the challenge that I have—and you indicated this in the
way in which you gave me the call—is that Mr Davis did ask a series of questions that were not specific
to my portfolio. My challenge is to identify what the question is, and I am reporting to the house that
it is a consistent concern that a number of members of the chamber have in relation to Mr Davis’s
questions. I will reflect on where is the best part of government to be able to provide Mr Davis with
an answer to his questions.
One thing we can be very certain of is that Visit Victoria has been associated with any number of huge
successes, and one of those successes of recent times has been in basketball. We saw over
100 000 Victorians attend two basketball games last week, which were a huge, overwhelming success
not only for the sport of basketball but for the interests of the Victorian community in basketball and
for the way in which people would come to this jurisdiction for events such as this to spend quality

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 28 August 2019

Legislative Council

2753

time in the cultural, artistic and sporting environment of Victoria. It is something we are very proud
of and I believe Ben Simmons is very proud of. Any international exposure that the Victorian
government, through Visit Victoria, can achieve in bringing an interest of a broad demographic—
younger people, sports fans—to Victoria, the better, because ultimately we want to be part of an open
and inclusive community that is recognised on a global scale as being a place of significance.
Melbourne demonstrated yet again last week that we are such a location.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:23): Leaving aside the
minister’s counterintuitive answer, I ask: why has the Ben Simmons ambassadorially contracted
content not yet been published?
The PRESIDENT: Maybe another one you will refer to someone else?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:23): Well, I will do my best
to try to ascertain which part of the public administration can answer Mr Davis’s description. I have
never before heard reference to the instrument that Mr Davis has referred to in terms of being part of
a contractual arrangement, but I will see whether such an instrument exists.
SEX WORK REGULATION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:24): My question is for the minister representing the Minister
for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. When will the government reconvene the Sex
Work Ministerial Advisory Committee? In Victoria sex work is regulated under a criminal code. This
means sex workers must frequently deal with police, and this puts these workers at risk. Most sex
workers in Victoria undertake their work illegally because current laws make legal sex work less safe.
Victims of rape or assault do not go to the police for fear that they will be arrested instead. We have
heard stories of serial rapists never being reported. In Victoria, if you are a victim of sex trafficking,
the law will see you as an illegal sex worker, and despite your being the victim the police may arrest
you and prosecute you. It is time to get this fixed.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:25): I thank the member for his question. I will pass on your question to the
responsible minister and seek to get a response to you soon.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:25): Decriminalisation is a good thing not just for sex
workers but for the broader community as well. With the cooperation of sex workers it would be easier
to detect and combat human trafficking, abuse and sex offences. Decriminalisation also creates
conditions that make it easier to detect and manage sexually transmitted infections. It is time we
stopped treating consenting adults like criminals just because they sell sex-related services. Will the
minister push the government to follow through on their election commitment to recommend that the
Victorian Law Reform Commission consider decriminalisation of all sex work in Victoria?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:26): Again I will forward the question on to the responsible minister. The member
asking the question said the question was related to our election commitment. We do pride ourselves
on delivering on our election commitments. I do not know the specifics, but I will get back to you.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: TOWARDS ZERO
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:26): It is timely in this parliamentary sitting week, as we head
into the 2019 AFL finals series, to update the house on the Transport Accident Commission (TAC)
and the continued work in spreading the message of Towards Zero and road safety in Victoria. This
occurs in many different ways, including through important engagement with many grassroots sporting
clubs all across the state. Members may recall the Towards Zero round of football earlier this month,
where over 1000 clubs across Victoria participated in and pledged to the aims of Towards Zero. Club
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captains across our state donned guernseys with the number 0 on their backs, and a number of clubs,
including Rokewood Corindhap Football Netball Club and Cheltenham Football Netball Club, shared
their stories and experiences of road trauma through very powerful and emotional social media videos.
Road safety is a shared responsibility, and so engaging with our communities is vital to delivering on
our government’s commitments and indeed our vision of zero road fatalities. That is why I am pleased
today to provide an update on the TAC’s engagement work with grassroots sports as the TAC builds
on the Towards Zero round with the Towards Zero club grants program. This round of grants has been
set up for clubs that have gone above and beyond in educating their communities about the importance
and the impact of road trauma. I am pleased to say that 150 eligible clubs have made submissions to
the program, and successful applicants will share in a pool of $100 000 for initiatives to strengthen
club engagement and participation and to assist in extending the reach of our road safety message to
many tens of thousands of members statewide. I look forward to announcing the successful applicants
of the program in coming weeks, as I do to attending the remaining two regional road safety forums
in Mildura and Bendigo in coming weeks.
SUBURBAN RAIL LOOP
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:28): My question is to the
Leader of the Government and Minister for Priority Precincts. Minister, will you confirm for the house
that the Premier will this week announce the creation of a Suburban Rail Loop authority or similarly
named quango to manage its $100 billion Suburban Rail Loop project?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:28): The interesting aspect
that I need to contemplate at this moment is the timing of any announcement that the Premier may
make when I have not discussed the timing of any announcement that the Premier may make with
him. I would need to seek advice from the Premier about any announcement that he may seek to make
in relation to any way in which the government chooses to deliver on the Suburban Rail Loop—a
commitment that we are very proud of. I am certain that the member and the community will be wellinformed about the way in which we will demonstrate as a government how we will get on and deliver
this project and where we will realise the project, and we will make it very clear to the community in
many ways about how we are getting on with the planning and the consideration of how we can make
this project happen, because we are committed to it, we are determined to see this vision realised and
there will be many actions that the government takes to demonstrate that during this term. The timing
of any announcement in relation to the way in which we may organise the way in which we will get
on with that work I will leave to the Premier rather than speculate.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:30): I think that means yes.
Given the planning considerations you have pointed to on how the project will happen to make the
project happen, I ask a further question: what new taxes and charges on residents and businesses in the
vicinity of the proposed stations will help fund the Suburban Rail Loop?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:30): Here we go. In fact
from the survey I undertook in relation to Mr Davis’s method, every single person in this Parliament—
every single person who has ever taken any notice of Mr Davis’s political contribution—knows the
fact that he is a scaremonger. He actually tries to whip up a frenzy in the community in terms of
anxiety. In fact the only time that Mr Davis had paid leave in his political career was when he was a
minister of the Crown, because for four years he was on paid leave because he was an oppositionist.
He is a scaremonger; he is not a deliverer of public services.
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Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, it is a very simple question about what new taxes and
charges will fund these stations and the precincts around. The minister has not even gone near it. It is
a straightforward question. It is not a chance to bag the opposition. It is a chance for him to answer on
taxes and charges on those stations and the people around them.
Mr JENNINGS: President, it is well-known that whatever I say in answer to the substantive
question, Mr Davis will interpret it and he will report that I said something that I did not say. That is
his form; that is what he will do. In relation to any question on taxes and charges or any ways in which
projects may be funded in the future, regardless of what I say, he will misrepresent it in the public
domain.
Mr Davis: On the point of order, President, it was a very simple question about taxes and charges.
He has not answered that in any manner whatsoever substantive to the question.
MAGISTRATES COURT SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES LIST
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:32): My question is for the Attorney-General in the
other place. Will the government commit to the reinstatement of the special circumstances list? The
special circumstances list has functioned effectively for over a decade through the Magistrates Court.
The list applies to those who have broken the law but could not control their behaviour or did not
understand they had broken the law. Reasons include mental or intellectual impairment, addiction,
homelessness or being a victim of family violence. Commonly there are multiple fines, which
complicate obtaining proper representation. The list allows cases to be heard in the context of the
special circumstances in one place, with proper representation. The list is vital for fair, effective and
rehabilitative sentencing for tens of thousands of highly vulnerable Victorians.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:33): I thank the member for her question. I will refer the matter to the AttorneyGeneral, and I am sure she will respond.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:33): I thank the minister for her response. Will the
minister advocate for the special circumstances list to sit less frequently, rather than be abolished,
where the volume of matters is lower than expected? I understand that a concern of the court may be
that the volume of offences being prosecuted post fines reform is not sufficient to justify the
continuation of the specialised list. The impact the loss of this list will have on the court includes
having to deal with a high volume of pleas from unrepresented persons and matters taking longer to
determine. Importantly without this list vulnerable people will more likely have multiple court
appearances and sentencing that does not recognise their vulnerable status. Sitting less frequently is a
worthy consideration.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:35): Again I thank Dr Cumming for her question, and it will also be referred to the
Attorney-General for a response.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: RURAL AND REGIONAL HEALTH
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:35): Last Wednesday I visited Bendigo Health along with the member for Bendigo West, Maree
Edwards, to announce the rollout of our fully funded commitment to deliver an additional
500 000 specialist appointments across rural and regional Victoria. Too often regional Victorians are
forced to travel long distances to get the specialist treatment that they need. Too often regional
Victorians are paying expensive fees for seeing a private specialist. This year’s budget included
$136.2 million over the next four years to reduce that burden by funding an additional
500 000 specialist appointments for rural and regional Victorian patients.
In Bendigo this financial year patients will benefit from at least 15 000 additional appointments closer
to home, without the need for inconvenient and costly trips to Melbourne. To achieve this, Bendigo
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Health are in the process of recruiting an additional 20 staff. These appointments will be provided
across specialisations including cardiology, geriatrics, paediatrics, podiatry, oncology, haematology,
respiratory medicine and audiology, to name a few. Additionally, Barwon Health will be delivering
an additional 15 000 appointments, Ballarat Health will deliver an additional 13 000 appointments,
Albury-Wodonga an additional 6000 appointments and Goulburn Valley Health an additional
14 000 appointments, to name just a few of the regional health services that will benefit from this
additional funding.
This initiative will mean the world of difference to patients right across rural and regional Victoria—
patients like Wendy, who I met whilst I was in Bendigo, who is getting additional support in her fight
against cancer. Our government continues to invest in health services right across rural and regional
Victoria to make sure that patients living in those communities can get the support that they need,
particularly much closer to home.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:36): As far as today’s questions go, can I thank Mr Jennings for getting
further information, as per the standing orders, for Mr Meddick from the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. I ask if Minister Mikakos could give a written response to
Ms Crozier’s supplementary question—
Ms Crozier: That’s one day, isn’t it?
The PRESIDENT: Yes, as per the standing orders. I thank Minister Symes for committing to get
written responses in line with the standing orders from the Minister for Planning to Mr Barton’s
questions. I thank Minister Somyurek for getting further responses from the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation to Mr Quilty’s questions. I also thank Minister Tierney for
getting responses from the Attorney-General for Dr Cumming’s questions. The Leader of the
Government will get responses to Mr Davis’s questions—one from where he thinks it should have
been directed and another one from the Premier.
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) (12:38): I am very happy to
report to the house that there is a written response to question on notice 667.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:38): President, I would like to bring to your attention a
set of unanswered questions on notice that I asked on 28 May 2019—notice paper 16, question 431—
which were addressed to the Minister for Roads and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC. The
minister has not advised me of circumstances which may have prevented her from answering these
questions.
The PRESIDENT: I ask the Leader of the Government if he could follow up on that outstanding
question on notice.
Mr Jennings: Yes, I can.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:39): My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads.
I was recently contacted by a constituent who for the last 45 years has run cattle on his property, which
is located on both the north and south sides of the Midland Highway at Pine Lodge. According to the
Regional Roads Victoria’s website, RRV are exploring a range of safety measures on this section of
the highway, including installation of flexible safety barriers. It is pleasing that the website confirms
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that RRV will consult widely with landowners such as my constituent, who has confirmed he has
communicated his requirements for access to the highway. The constituent has provided upgrade
suggestions to RRV, including the widening of bridges and a cattle underpass, but has been told there
is no funding available for such measures. Will the minister confirm that the views and requirements
regarding access to the Midland Highway of landowners like my constituent will be seriously
considered during the planning phase and before any upgrade of the Midland Highway at Pine Lodge
is carried out?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:40): My constituency question is to the minister
representing the Minister for Planning. Given the extraordinary decision by the Building Appeals
Board in the case of 6 Cole Street, Brighton, a decision which threatens the integrity of the Brighton
foreshore, will the minister urgently review the role and functions of the Building Appeals Board so
that it is not empowered to make what amount to planning decisions which undermine the work of
Bayside council and local residents to protect and maintain the appearance of the foreshore? It is
astonishing that Bayside council, having put in place regulations for setbacks to protect the amenity of
much-loved open spaces overlooking Port Phillip Bay, can find itself overruled by a body with no
apparent relevant qualifications. Does the minister believe the Building Appeals Board is an
appropriate body to entrust with decisions that impact on the integrity of the foreshore?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:41): My constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Following the Tottenham fire of late last year there is growing
concern in Melbourne’s west about where toxic waste dumps may be, particularly near residential
areas. Melbourne’s west is a great place to live, but those who choose to live there should not be living
under the cloud of hidden toxic waste and the prospect of horrific explosions or fires. The possibility
of toxic smoke from such events poses a very real danger to hundreds of thousands of people across
the western suburbs. Minister, in the nine months since the Tottenham fire, what have you done to
identify and eradicate this threat to my constituents?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:42): My constituency question is directed to the
Honourable Adem Somyurek, the Minister for Local Government and Minister for Small Business.
The Essential Services Commission released its first report on rate capping in Victoria in June 2019.
The report concluded that the Andrews Labor government has protected ratepayers from huge rate
rises. The Essential Services Commission is an independent regulator that promotes the long-term
interests of Victorian consumers with respect to the price, quality and reliability of essential services.
Introduced in 2016–17, the Andrews Labor government’s Fair Go Rates cap has succeeded in slowing
the annual growth of council rates and charges. City councils in my electorate of Western Metropolitan
Region have remained cash positive and are able to meet their financial obligations while the
ratepayers get a fair go and remain protected. My question to the minister is: can the minister give me
an update on the savings and benefits for ratepayers in the councils in my electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:43): My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. In 2020 Albury-Wodonga will host the Inland Rail Conference. This conference will attract
hundreds of delegates from the freight and logistics sector. Wodonga is a key hub between Sydney
and Melbourne, and rail investment is very important for the region, so this is good. However, back in
May we asked about falling standards on the Seymour train line. We were assured by the minister that:
The performance of Seymour … line trains … is continuously improving.
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In July punctuality of the Albury service reached a new low: more than half of all services were late.
Can we expect the government to maintain this pace of continuous improvement until the Inland Rail
Conference next year?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:44): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Roads and concerns the necessity of a pedestrian crossing at Brooke Street in Smythesdale. The
Honourable Dan Tehan, the federal member for Wannon, wrote the minister a letter in April asking
her to assist her constituents in Smythesdale by directing VicRoads to favourably consider
implementing this proposal as a high priority. Local residents have signed a non-complying petition,
which I will forward to the minister, but we ask the minister: can you help our constituents of Western
Victoria Region by ensuring that a pedestrian crossing with flashing lights is installed in Smythesdale?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:45): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Housing in the other place: what options are available for a parent and their children within my
constituency escaping family violence that cannot afford private rental? Housing was prioritised in the
government’s response to the Royal Commission into Family Violence, and the private rental
assistance program has been extended. However, according to those organisations on the front line
assisting homeless people, there are shortfalls in relation to those families who are unable to sustain
private rental. What options are there for those vulnerable members of Western Metropolitan Region?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:46): My question is for the Minister for Roads,
acknowledging the minister may need to seek advice from other ministers as to the answer to my
question given the complexity of portfolio responsibilities in this area. Minister, my question is in
regard to the Eltham Gateway. This area between Porter and Dudley streets represents the historic
entrance to Eltham township, unique for its landscape and buildings sympathetic to the original style
of the town. The area has been recognised for decades with a planning scheme overlay that provides
significant limitations on development with the Eltham Gateway policy. The government has sought
support from Nillumbik council to amend the planning scheme so that the government can undertake
works on Main Road and Fitzsimons Lane unfettered by the planning scheme. The amendment will:
… exempt all uses and development associated with the road project from the need for a planning permit …

The government is asking for support for a blanket exemption to proper planning and heritage controls
without a clear plan. My question is: will the government commit to releasing the detailed design and
landscaping proposal, the environmental impact statement and traffic modelling and then genuinely
consult with council and the local community before the project design is finalised and construction
commences?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:47): My question is to the Minister for Tourism, Sport
and Major Events. Yarra Park in East Melbourne is an important community asset and is listed on the
Victorian Heritage Register, but the park is being damaged and destroyed due to the use of the park
by Melbourne Cricket Club for overflow car parking. I have regularly heard from constituents who
are concerned about damage to the grass, the creation of dirt tracks and damage to the roots of
important trees in the park. It also prevents the park being used by the community during the periods
it is used for parking and when the damage is at its worst. While there was funding announced for new
suburban parks in this year’s budget, there was no money for new parks in the inner city nor for the
protection of Yarra Park. Given there are no current plans to expand or build new inner city parks, will
the government commit to protecting Yarra Park, including through a staged reduction in car parking
in Yarra Park?

COMMITTEES
Wednesday, 28 August 2019

Legislative Council

2759

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:48): My question is to the Minister for Ports and Freight.
Recently I met with members of Glenelg Shire Council, where the mayor and CEO outlined how
Portland is becoming a major tourist destination. With cruise ships booked to arrive in January of each
year until 2025 and a booming tourism industry courtesy of the whales, Portland is going to play an
increasingly important role as a thriving town in the electorate of Western Victoria Region. Despite
the strong population and economic growth, Portland’s development is being stunted by limited access
to freight rail services. The Glenelg shire proposal is supported by the federal government and would
see a freight rail service that reduces the time and cost associated with transporting agricultural
products throughout western Victoria from Portland. My question to the minister is: what is the
Andrews government doing in order to help western Victorian farmers around Portland more
efficiently export agricultural products interstate and overseas?
Committees
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:50): I would like to continue my contribution to the
debate on the motion by Mr Grimley. I mentioned just before I was interrupted that the government
delivered reforms to the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 earlier this year to permit the sharing of
information on the sex offender register more broadly within Victoria Police and also with
international law enforcement agencies for investigation and intelligence purposes.
These reforms have improved VicPol’s ability to target and manage individual sex offenders and
identify appropriate management strategies for those offenders as well as identify changes in a
registered sex offender’s risk behaviour and risk factor. The sharing of information with international
agencies enables those international bodies to assess the risks of registered sex offenders who have
moved or travelled overseas and also aims to facilitate greater information sharing with Victoria Police
in return for this sharing of information.
As I have mentioned, there are two parts to Mr Grimley’s motion. The first part notes the:
(a) protection of children should be the highest priority for any government;
(b) valuable work undertaken by Victoria Police in investigating serious sex offences and apprehending and
prosecuting offenders;
(c) government should endeavour to work alongside law enforcement agencies at every opportunity in order
to prevent opportunities for sexual offending and ensure community safety …

The government has worked very closely with Victoria Police to make sure police have the powers
they need to monitor sex offenders effectively and will continue to do so. To the extent that
Mr Grimley’s motion supports this approach it is extremely valuable.
In detail: the government has provided more than $3 billion as part of its record police investment,
which is delivering 3135 additional police, new technology and stronger laws and ensuring police have
the resources they need to manage registered sex offenders.
I note that the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office, VAGO, report Managing Registered Sex Offenders
will be tabled today, 29 August 2019. It notes that Victoria Police takes its responsibilities extremely
seriously in relation to the management of registered sex offenders. It notes that Victoria Police is
compliant with its legislative responsibilities under the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004. It also
provides a number of areas for further work and review in the process of continual improvement.
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VicPol has accepted all nine recommendations of the VAGO report, and in line with the
recommendations the police will: one, review the financial and human resources needed for the
effective management of registered sex offenders; two, review its case management system; and three,
monitor the quality of offender management plans and development of a data collection and analysis
strategy. The motion and inquiry proposed by Mr Grimley will provide another opportunity for further
analysis of these matters and is an opportunity to support VicPol in continuing to provide a strong
compliance framework for the management of registered sex offenders in Victoria.
I also note that in 2015 the Andrews Labor government updated the Sex Offenders Registration Act
to help police investigate child sex offences, particularly historical ones, by removing the requirement
that they destroy the files of registered sex offenders after they come off the register. This includes any
intelligence gathered, documents, fingerprints, finger scans and photographs.
The improvement of the act also includes tightening the definition of what constitutes contact with
children to include irregular contact, online and also social media. Furthermore, the act also reduces
from 14 days to seven days the time registered sex offenders have to tell police of a change in their
details, such as addresses, and also reduces from 14 consecutive days to two days the time that a
registered sex offender can be travelling interstate without telling the police.
Also in 2017 changes were made to the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004. Namely, police now
have the ability to take DNA and fingerprints from convicted sex offenders without a court order. This
includes those convicted for crimes interstate or internationally. The police also have new powers to
search registered sex offenders and their homes to ensure compliance with their reporting obligations.
It is also noted that a proposal from the commonwealth government for a nationwide public register
of child sex offenders was also raised by the Ministerial Council for Police and Emergency
Management in June. The ministerial council noted that for any national public register for child sex
offenders to be effective it would need to be evidence based, and at present that evidence base has not
been identified yet. The council members also agreed that the national working group on child sex
offenders should be reconvened to continue its work assessing the merits or otherwise of limited
notification schemes and assess whether the commonwealth proposal for such a national public
register of child sex offenders is in the best interests of community safety. The working group, after
convening, is to report back to the joint meeting by the end of 2019. The government is looking
forward to considering their advice.
So all in all it is noted that Mr Grimley’s motion goes to matters that are much broader than just a
review of a public register and the issue of public disclosure of information pertaining to sex offenders.
This is a sensible approach, and the government supports the driving values, the motives and the good
intentions behind the motion—namely, the protection of children and more broadly the safety of our
community. The government is supporting the motion in principle, but it is recommended that
Mr Grimley’s inquiry reference in particular to the Legal and Social Issues Committee should not
commence until the national working group on child sex offenders has concluded its investigation and
analysis and that the committee should consider any outcomes of the working group’s report once it
is available. The government continues to work closely with Victoria Police to make sure police have
the powers and the resources they need to monitor sex offenders effectively and to continue to do so
for the protection of children and also the safety of our community.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.03 pm.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:03): I am pleased to speak on behalf of the opposition
in relation to Mr Grimley’s motion. As Mr Grimley noted in his contribution, it is quite a broad motion,
but at its essence, I suppose, is the desire for the Legal and Social Issues Committee to consider the
establishment of a public sex offenders register or some similar scheme which can better inform the
community, with a view to better protecting the community from sex offenders in the community.
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I say that the opposition will support the motion. I noted the contribution from Dr Kieu and the
government’s position about conditional support for the motion, but I did not hear the government
actually move an amendment to the motion. So I suppose if the question is put later today, unless a
subsequent government member moves an amendment to reflect the conditional component of
Dr Kieu’s contribution, the motion that will be put will be the motion as drafted and on the notice
paper from Mr Grimley.
It is timely, or coincidental, that today’s debate coincides with the release of the Victorian AuditorGeneral’s Office report into managing registered sex offenders. It highlights the not surprising
challenges that Victoria Police has in managing this cohort, the vast majority of whom are living in
the community. Today’s Auditor-General’s report has found that Victoria Police has not demonstrated
a consistent level of sex offender management across the state, that the ability of Victoria Police to
effectively monitor management of registered sex offenders is impacted by weaknesses in its
information collection and analysis and that Victoria Police anticipates the number of registered sex
offenders managed in the community to increase from 4436 currently to 5531 by June 2022. I note
those observations from the Auditor-General not as a criticism of Victoria Police, because they do a
fantastic job in trying to manage registered sex offenders, some of whom can be a very dangerous
cohort and a very difficult cohort. It is an unenviable task at Victoria Police, and we are lucky that they
do it, but if those recommendations can be implemented, that would be better for all of us.
As I said, the opposition will be supporting this motion. This motion is at its core about a public sex
offenders register. A public sex offenders register exists in a format in Western Australia, which gives
us a precedent to examine in Australia. Of course there are other precedents from around the world,
but we should not see a public sex offenders register as a panacea to sex offending. Regrettably—
tragically—a lot of sex offending involves people who are known to each other. That is particularly
the case when it comes to the horrific crime of child sex offending. This would not be a panacea but it
could help, and it could help to empower individuals, families and communities, which is a very
important aspect of any sort of register or any sort of public disclosure scheme.
As Dr Kieu mentioned and I think Mr Grimley as well mentioned, the federal government has been
considering this through a COAG process, and Minister Dutton has made remarks previously about
the option of a federal government sanctioned or initiated scheme. That has been the preference of
Morecombe family, who have championed public schemes or public registers for years and years. And
I pay absolute tribute to the Morecombe family for their courage following their tragic loss and their
continued advocacy in this space. Indeed it was after meeting the Morecombe family that the Leader
of the Opposition in the previous Parliament, my friend Mr Matthew Guy, committed the opposition
to establishing a sex offenders register after being briefed by Mr and Mrs Morecombe and others about
the benefits of such a scheme. That scheme took elements from the Western Australian model. The
Western Australian model is called the community protection scheme. It provides a tiered, limited
information disclosure scheme to ensure the public, particularly concerned parents or relatives, can
access necessary information in relation to individuals who may come into contact or interact daily
with their children or vulnerable adult relatives. The scheme that the opposition proposed similarly
was a tiered scheme—tier one being for missing sex offenders and tier two being a web-based search
for sex offenders in a local location like a postcode, a suburb or a defined geographical area—and then
also containing a specific information disclosure aspect, which would allow upon application by an
interested party, where they are deemed to have a genuine and legal reason such as a parent or guardian
of a child or a vulnerable adult, to be provided with specific information on whether a particular person
is a known serious sex offender or not.
I mention that not because the opposition is the font of all knowledge but merely to say that there has
been thought given by many members in this place as to what a scheme could look like, balancing
those competing interests: managing the risk of vigilantism that is often cited but, as Mr Grimley
noted, actually occurs very rarely whilst giving people information. The sort of scheme the opposition
was proposing prior to the election was a suburb-based or postcode-based type of scheme. It was not
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a house identification or a street number but a broader scheme to inform and empower individuals and
communities and families. And that is, as I said before, an important part of any scheme.
Again, the Legal and Social Issues Committee is well placed to examine those types of issues and the
issues that Mr Grimley has put forward in his motion regarding data storage and tackling recidivist
offenders, and by giving the committee until 30 June next year the committee should have the
opportunity and the time to do the investigation that is required.
It is a very important issue, a very vexed and challenging issue for the community and a type of crime
that inflicts so much harm and causes so much concern in the community. Anything we can do as a
house to address that, to tackle that, can only be a good thing. Therefore I look forward to this motion
passing and this reference commencing.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (14:12): I am rising to speak in support of this motion. I am
going to be quite brief about this. It is fairly straightforward down to the last thing, but (2)(c) is my
point of interest:
investigate the circumstances in which the details of convicted child sex offences can be made public …

One of the things we need for the protection of people—it is not necessarily just child sex offences but
recidivist, pervert sex offenders—is that we need to know where they are. Not for vigilantism, as has
been mentioned—people talk but rarely has anything ever happened—but I would want to know if I
had a convicted sex offender living next to me, and not just a low-level guy that did something while
he was drunk 50 years ago but a recidivist absolute pervert that was a danger to everyone. Because at
the moment they can live everywhere and they can be anyone. We do not know unless they live in
Corella Place, which I think should be inside the walls of the prison, not outside of the wall. We are
all at their mercy. Recidivism is the problem. So, as I said, I will keep it brief—just over a minute. I
commend this motion.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (14:13): Today I rise to speak to Mr Grimley’s notice
of motion 115, and I thank Mr Grimley for bringing it to the house today. On 17 May 2014 Derryn
Hinch commenced a walk from Langi Kal Kal Prison to Parliament House, collecting signatures on
what he called his ‘Jail 2 Justice’ walk. It was all about ensuring that serious sex offenders’ data was
available to communities, not specifically by specific address but to make sure that we were, and I
could quote Mr Hinch from that time, ‘protecting the kids’.
As members know, I have five children, three born to us and two who we brought into our house, and
for me the most important thing anybody in this chamber could be doing is protecting our children.
Mr Hinch arrived here with about 200 walkers on 26 May 2014 to hand his petition, with over
130 000 signatures supporting his endeavour for a child sex offender register, to the state government.
I have to say, and I spoke to Ms Maxwell about this earlier in the day, I was privileged to be the person
who received that petition on behalf of the Napthine government on the steps of Parliament House.
Derryn expected me to receive the petition, stay there for about 2 minutes, do the requisite photographs
that politicians love to be in and then head inside. To his surprise I spent about 2 hours on the steps of
Parliament House talking to many of those 200 walkers and to families that had been affected by this
terrible, terrible disease that affects our society, and I learned a lot. I learned a lot from Derryn that
day, I learned a lot from the people who walked and I committed myself that day that I was going to
do what I could to help the kids. Have I done enough? Probably not, but I am going to help through
this process. And that is why I rise in support of Mr Grimley’s motion today.
I think it is incumbent on this Parliament to support this motion to make sure that we can inquire into,
consider and report on how we deal with this because it is our job to look after the kids.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (14:15): It is my absolute great pleasure to speak on this
motion by my colleague, Mr Grimley, today. As I stated in my inaugural speech, Daniel Morcombe
has been the catalyst for my pursuit of reform in regard to sex offenders. At the heart of this motion
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there are two principles that each member of this house should regard as self-evident. Firstly, the
principle that in this Parliament we should always ensure we play whatever part we possibly can in
contributing to ensuring community safety and the prevention of opportunities for sexual offending.
Secondly, the ideal that we place the highest of values on the protection of Victorian children,
especially from sex offenders. Naturally most children do not possess the capacity or the emotional
intelligence to adequately protect themselves from these perpetrators, which makes it our collective
responsibility as members of Parliament, and in some cases members of governments, to ensure that
we take responsible measures to determine ways in which we can contribute to this priority. Our
children deserve absolutely nothing less.
I do not have a lot of time available to me today, so I will not delve exhaustively into all the issues in
Mr Grimley’s motion, but I will say that I wholeheartedly support it. I also think it is very important,
at least at a general level, to point out that a child who has been sexually abused will in all likelihood
face many consequences, including many traumatic side effects that will manifest themselves in many
different ways throughout the entirety of their lives. For some, this will be addiction; for others, it may
be mild to serious mental health issues, depression, anxiety or any number of other medical illnesses
and at times suicide.
Sexual assault is a heinous crime, and I often wonder why it is that we constantly work from a crisisdriven level, reacting once the crime has been committed. I wish as a society we would place the same,
if not an even higher, emphasis on prevention. I believe this point has even more resonance when one
considers the sheer difficulty for authorities on many occasions of proving offending of a sexual
nature, especially where it has been committed against a child. This is not least because, as I alluded
to earlier, their emotional intelligence and their capacity to know and understand what has happened
to them has often not fully developed.
On that note, Mr Grimley’s motion also specifically calls on us to acknowledge and value the efforts
of Victoria Police in investigating serious sex offences and apprehending and prosecuting those
offenders. I will openly and happily say that I have nothing but the deepest respect for those officers
and the work that Victoria Police performs on a daily basis to apprehend, prosecute and monitor these
serious offenders. Undoubtedly working in the sexual offences and child abuse investigation team, or
SOCIT as we know it, in particular would require an enormous amount of self-care by those officers
due to the deeply traumatising information they receive and encounter. It is not at all uncommon for
them to find themselves receiving evidence, as Mr Grimley alluded to earlier in his speech, of the most
graphic and horrific stories of children being violated in unimaginable and horrific ways.
I agree with Mr O’Donohue. This is not the panacea to ending sexual abuse against children, but it is
certainly a start. For those who are concerned about vigilantes, the public has had access to a website
known as the MAKO/Files for many, many years without consequence.
I would also like to congratulate recent governments of both political persuasions for their willingness
to work very conscientiously alongside Victoria Police, particularly in this field. I am further heartened
that the current government have continually stated that community safety is a very high priority, and
indeed I look forward to them continuing to keep that maxim at the forefront of their decision-making
in relation to child protection. Indeed I would like to recognise and pay tribute to all of the many
individuals and organisations who work with our precious children when harm has been inflicted upon
their lives. Unfortunately for many this is too late and the damage has been done, and the effects on
their lives will be everlasting.
Of course that is one of the many reasons that, as Mr Grimley states, there is a demonstrable need for
us to investigate the circumstances in which the details of convicted child sex offenders can be made
public. Anonymity for perpetrators of sexual offences not only increases the risk of such offending but
also enables it to continue. Typically these offenders are calculating opportunists who prey on those
they believe they can manipulate. Evidence frequently shows that they see their offending as
exercising power over someone who they believe is unable to protect themselves.
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I would like to conclude by reaffirming my strong support for Mr Grimley’s motion. I believe that
these are an entirely appropriate and critically important set of issues to refer to the Legal and Social
Issues Committee, of which I am indeed a member. Clearly as a society we need to do even more
work to stamp out sexual offences and prevent them from occurring. I am hoping the inquiry for which
Mr Grimley is calling will play a vital part in assisting us to better understand how we may be able to
achieve this. I therefore look forward not only to the Council hopefully agreeing to this motion but
also to undertaking the critically important committee work on these matters that would then follow.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:22): In rising to speak to this motion I too wish to
protect all children, and that should be this government’s highest priority. In the Western Metropolitan
Region we have been touched many times over when it comes to the problems that we face with sex
offenders, especially paedophiles. I have heard many stories from my local community and from
friends and family around how devastating it can be when a paedophile is in the midst of their
community, what that actually can do to them and their families and how helpless they actually feel
when it comes to what can be done to keep them feeling protected and supported.
It is obviously extremely timely today to receive the Auditor-General’s report Managing Registered
Sex Offenders. The report talks in some depth about this issue, but in some ways it does not really go
deeply enough into how the police respond. There are a lot of breakdowns within this report of the
regional response of police services as well as the metro responses and how they are actually managing
sex offenders within those communities. It goes into some depth on how the police are very much
under-resourced and how they need more resources in this area.
Speaking to Mr Grimley’s motion on behalf of my community I wish to protect children and to see
the protection of children as our highest priority. It should be our highest priority. As I look at the
cherubs above me when we make our laws, that should be in the forefront of our minds. I look forward
to seeing the conclusions or recommendations of this committee in the future. It is a very
uncomfortable topic to talk about in this chamber. Hearing Mr Grimley’s account of being a police
officer and also Ms Maxwell’s accounts from the heart of wanting to protect children from
paedophiles, it is a very heavy and weighty topic, and I feel that weight when we discuss it. And it
comes on the back of yesterday’s birth certificate conversation. It was sad yesterday to hear the debate
around the transgender or gay community and to then hear talk about paedophiles. Yesterday I felt so
mad when I heard the meshing of paedophiles somehow with that debate. It was totally disgusting. A
paedophile is a paedophile; they do not need any protection. To try to somehow talk about our
wonderful gay or transgender community in the same sentence as paedophiles made me mad. I am
feeling bad that I am repeating yesterday’s comments, but some of the things that were said yesterday
are sitting very heavily with me today.
So, yes, I am looking forward to this inquiry. Let us see what comes of it off the back of the AuditorGeneral’s report. Let us hope our police services, as well as our local community, feels a little bit more
protected from our government.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:28): I am pleased to be able to rise and speak to
Mr Grimley’s motion, which is an important motion because it is talking about ‘the protection of
children should be the highest priority of government’. I absolutely agree with the sentiment that
Mr Grimley states in his motion. He also recognises the valuable work undertaken by Victoria Police
in investigating serious sex offences and apprehending and prosecuting offenders. I think as a former
police officer he is someone who is very understanding of how Victoria Police undertake their work.
It is certainly something I think all in this chamber would agree with in relation to that difficult work
that they have to undertake—that there is nothing more horrific and ghastly than some of the sex
offences that do go on and that we have seen in this state, and I will come to that in a moment.
The motion also calls for the government to ‘work alongside law enforcement agencies at every
opportunity in order to prevent opportunities for sexual offending and ensure community safety’.
Again, I think this is incredibly important. We have seen some very dreadful crimes occur, especially
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against women who have just been going about their everyday lives in public spaces and who have
been subjected to the most horrific of murders and sexual offences. It is about understanding how
those crimes have occurred, the complexity around some of those offenders who have committed those
crimes, whether more could have been done by the agencies that were involved in some of those
crimes and how we can prevent that, and I think that is of utmost importance as well. The motion calls
on the Legal and Social Issues Committee:
… to inquire into, consider and report, by no later than 30 June 2020, into the best means to:
(a) store data and information regarding convicted child sex offenders;
(b) prevent sexual offences from occurring through improved public awareness;
(c) investigate the circumstances in which the details of convicted child sex offences can be made
public …

Whilst I was talking about some of the more high-profile crimes that have actually occurred in the
state in recent years that have involved sexual offences, I also want to pay tribute to Mr O’Donohue
who was the minister in the Napthine government and is also the shadow minister. He undertook very
seriously reforms in this area, and those should not stop, because these crimes are some of the most
heinous crimes, as I have mentioned.
In the lead-up to last year’s election the Liberals and The Nationals considered this issue very deeply.
The then Leader of the Opposition, Matthew Guy, met with the Morcombes, who have experienced
first hand the tragedy of what occurred to them. He understood fully how that had impacted that family
and the broader community. In fact Australia came to understand that very, very tragic and sad case.
We had a justice reference group that had victims of crime on it that I was involved with because of
my responsibilities with youth justice and also family violence. Through those endeavours we met
with some tremendous people who were so courageous in being part of our policy development, telling
their real stories and assisting us with developing the policy that we took to the last election.
It was a policy that was put forward last year by Mr O’Donohue to establish a public sex offender
register, and we felt that struck the right balance in informing families about the very worst of the
worst of sex offenders. I think, as others have said that people have a right to know—the community
has the right to know—and it was aimed at striking the right balance between informing the
community and them having the ability and the right to know, and preventing vigilante action. So we
did undertake that policy.
I did not hear all of Dr Kieu’s contribution, but I understand that the government is going to give
conditional support to this motion. I would call on members of the government to support this
wholeheartedly. I think I have just seen Ms Patten on Sky News, and she has gone out and said that
she will not be supporting it. She has made her view firm, and we respect that, but I think it is up to
the government to also be firm in their view and give an undertaking that they will not just
conditionally support this but support this wholeheartedly so that this issue does get referred off to an
inquiry so that we can look at these issues in more depth and so we can build on what we already know
and what the community knows.
Coincidentally there was the release today of the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO) report
in relation to managing registered sex offenders, and it does highlight the community’s concerns in
this and the challenges around community safety. This is absolutely apt. It is absolutely correct to be
doing this because it is a massive issue that this government has failed to address appropriately. As we
know, here in Victoria this, amongst the many other horrendous crimes that are going on, is something
that the government has not been able to tackle at all effectively.
The paramedics union actually came out today and slammed a decision to let somebody walk from
the courts. Even after the government brought mandatory sentencing into this house to make it an
offence for anyone to attack paramedics, bash paramedics or assault paramedics, those perpetrators
have walked free. That legislation, as has been described by the paramedics union, is a dud.
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What we are talking about are crimes, whether it be that crime, other crimes or indeed the horrendous
crimes referenced in this motion—the very important issues around sex offending. That is what
VAGO reported on. It said:
Victoria Police has not demonstrated a consistent level of sex offender management across the state.

The ability of Victoria Police:
to effectively monitor management of …

registered sex offenders—
is impacted by weaknesses in its information collection and analysis.

And Victoria Police expects the number of registered sex offenders managed in the community to
increase, from 4436 currently to 5531 by June 2022.
This report highlights many issues, many challenges and the need for increased support. That is why
this motion that we are debating today is incredibly important. I see Ms Symes is not happy with what
I am saying. Clearly she is—
Ms Symes: You’re politicising it.
Ms CROZIER: No, I’m not—
Ms Symes: Yes you are.
Ms CROZIER: No, I am criticising the government, Ms Symes. I am criticising the government’s
inaction over its mandatory sentencing legislation around the protection of paramedics. Go back and
read the Hansard, Ms Symes. I said at the outset that I was questioning the government’s response to
this because, as Dr Kieu said, they are giving conditional support; they are not giving full support.
Mr O’Donohue has laid out the Liberals’ and The Nationals’ position very clearly in terms of the
support for this. We are calling on you—
Ms Symes: You’ve just flipped it.
Ms CROZIER: No, I have not flipped it. I am stating where you have failed in relation to crimes
and why this is an important issue—
Ms Patten: Anyway, we can talk about this outside.
Ms CROZIER: You are right, Ms Patten, we could talk about this outside. But the government
cannot spin this away from the facts. They need to support what is going on in this state because the
VAGO report has highlighted today just what the challenges are and what we are dealing with. I am
saying that we have a whole range of issues and other crimes that this government has failed on. Surely
the government should be supporting this inquiry to understand exactly what is laid out, as when I
did—
Members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER: No, I am calling on it for unconditional support. The government can bark across
the chamber, but I will go again: this very, very important issue—
Members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER: Well, you are not in your spot. This very important issue is what we are talking
about here. This is the importance of community safety around some of the most heinous crimes—
those perpetrated by sex offenders. The VAGO report said today just where the challenges were and
where the government is failing. That goes to the point of why we should be supporting this. This is
in relation to why the community should know where these people reside and live so that community
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safety can be upheld. I would urge the government to not talk around the edges but to come out clearly
and state their position by supporting Mr Grimley’s motion.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:39): I am pleased to rise to speak to Mr Grimley’s
motion. From the outset, most of it I think we can all agree on. The protection of children should be
the highest priority of society and of course any government; no argument there. The police have been
doing valuable work in this area; no argument there. The government should work alongside these law
enforcement agencies. For many of us who have just been reading through the Victorian AuditorGeneral’s Office (VAGO) report, we are doing that and we are trying to work out the best way to
ensure that sex offender registries work in this state.
This has been the signature policy of Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party—a public sex offender register—
and I have absolutely every respect for that. They are a party who have been on the front foot in saying
that this is what they want to achieve. Certainly bringing it to the house today is moving that forward,
as they should. However, I cannot agree with it; I have never agreed with it. If we want to keep children
safe, this is not the answer.
Members interjecting.
Ms PATTEN: If putting a public sex offender register out there was the answer to keeping children
safe, I would back it. But it is not and it will not and it does not and it has not. Registers have been in
place in other jurisdictions since 1996. The idea has been researched and documented. Everyone, from
Victoria Police to the Australian Institute of Criminology, has said, ‘This is not a good idea’. In fact
the Australia Institute of Criminology actually says it will be counter-productive—it will actually
make children less safe.
In a paper prepared for its trends and issues in crime and criminal justice series the Australian Institute
of Criminology is fairly adamant about this: public sex offender registries have not made communities
safer. In fact they have made them less so. I would encourage people to look at this document. The
studies have shown no effect. What they have shown is that where there are public registers there is
increased recidivism among sex offenders.
The other issue that I would like to quickly raise is the fact that when you make a public sex offender
register public, what do you do for the victims in that case when we know that 83 per cent of victims
are known to offenders? In fact the vast majority of victims are the relatives of those perpetrators. By
making the details of these offenders public, are we actually outing the victims in an unintended
consequence?
I have no doubt that the Hinch party is doing this because they think that this is the right course of
action; they think that this will help children and stop recidivism. But every single circumstance tells
me that it does not. In Western Australia, which is probably closest to home, the police are sceptical.
In fact they do not think it works. They had some feeling the scheme might deter some offenders from
reoffending, but all of the evidence has shown that that is not the case. They said it might potentially
increase the risk of reoffending. In fact that is the case, and that is what the evidence has shown us.
Many of the staff working with sex offenders in the community generally viewed the planned West
Australian public sex offender register as counter-rehabilitative.
It is an unusual fact to point out, but sex offenders have very, very low recidivism rates, 10 per cent—
the recidivism rate for sex offenders in Australia is 10 per cent. We need to keep that rate down.
Looking at the concerns VAGO has about the current system and their recommendations for how we
could improve the current system, I think is well worth this Parliament dealing with this.
I do not agree that this is the way to go. In fact I think it is a very bad idea, and I stated that when
Mr Grimley put up amendments earlier this year on this issue. However, I am the chair of the Legal
and Social Issues Committee, and this motion seeks to refer this matter to the Legal and Social Issues
Committee. If this motion is successful, of course we will look at the evidence; we will consider
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everything. We will listen to the experts again. I hope we will hear from Victoria Police about their
feelings on this. I hope we will hear from the Australian Institute of Criminology on their research into
this matter. I hope we will hear from WA and the work that has been done over there by a number of
academics into the failings of a public register.
I will be voting against this motion not because I do not put children right at the forefront but because
I think a register would be expensive, it would be counter-productive and, most importantly, it would
not achieve the aim of keeping children safe.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:45): In moving this motion the Hinch Justice Party has
made clear that its intention for the inquiry is to push for the introduction of a public sex offender
register in Victoria despite the motion not specifically referencing the issue. I want to take this
opportunity to put on the record the Victorian Greens’ continued opposition to a public sex offender
register in Victoria. The essence of our opposition is evidence based. The evidence demonstrates that
public registers do not work. Where they are in existence—for example, in many US states—there is
no evidence that they have the effect of reducing offending. However, public registers do have the
consequence of inviting vigilantism. Studies have shown that public sex offender registers can also
have the unintended consequences of causing harm and distress to family members, including victims
of the offending in the first place.
Further, managing public registers is expensive and can divert resources away from more effective
law enforcement and other more effective ways of managing the risks of sex offenders. Our concern
is that support for public sex offender registers is more a product of political expediency—needing to
look like something is being done rather than the more difficult work of developing and implementing
public policy that will actually be effective. On that point we note that the commonwealth Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse did not, among its over
400 recommendations, recommend a public sex offender register. Furthermore, the government has
yet to implement some of the most important recommendations from the Victorian Law Reform
Commission’s comprehensive Sex Offenders Registration report from 2012, namely, that the register
should be more focused and should target people who are at risk of reoffending.
Today we have had tabled the Victorian Auditor-General’s report into the management of the existing
sex offenders register. It found that Victoria Police has not demonstrated a consistent level of sex
offender management across the state. It went on to find that Victoria Police cannot be assured that it
is best at managing the risks of offenders. If police cannot manage the current register, the dangers of
a public register are only increased.
We understand there are a range of views on the issue amongst stakeholders. Some are in support
while others see the issue as a red herring. We respect all views but base our position on evidence of
what works to reduce offending. If this inquiry is established, we expect it will reach similar
conclusions to our own based on the evidence that public sex offender registers do not work to actually
reduce harm but in fact can have more far-reaching negative consequences.
We all share a commitment to reducing the incidence and harm of sexual abuse in our community,
and we are committed to protecting and caring for our community, as has been stated by many
speakers before me. The safety and health of children in particular is a paramount consideration. But
we need to be led by what works, not sensationalist headlines.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (14:49): Ms Patten said that this is not the answer, and she is
right: this is not the answer. I wish that I knew what the answer was. This is a referral to the committee
to investigate the circumstances in which—amongst many, many other things—details of convicted
sex offenders can be made public. Nowhere in the motion does it mention a public sex offender
register—I will just make that clear. This is entirely about an inquiry to see how we can do things
better. The Victorian Auditor-General’s report that we have this afternoon, that I have just been
flicking through, identifies a number of limitations in the current application and processes of how we
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are monitoring registered sex offenders (RSOs), as we speak. Things need to be better; things need to
change. This is an avenue that the house can pursue through the inquiry to identify those areas where
we are failing and those areas where we can do better.
I welcome any member here who opposes this motion, by the way, to meet with child sex offender
survivors just to hear their story and their thoughts on how we can do things better. But you are dead
right: this is not the answer. I never said this was the answer. No-one has got the answer, unfortunately,
but it is something at least that we can do. It is doing something. There has been talk of money and
finances. I have always been of the opinion that you can never, ever put a price on justice.
The many arguments against public registers include that research suggests that they are ineffective
and do not reduce sexual offending. Academics reporting on the success or otherwise of public
registers are one thing; listening to survivors of child sexual abuse is another. Ask any survivor their
opinion of what academics think about sexual offenders and you will probably get a totally different
response. That is because it is them—they have to live through the trauma every single day of their
lives—and not some professor or doctor or whatever.
We are about raising public awareness of those sexual offenders in the community that may pose a
risk of further offending. If that saves one child from being sexually abused, then it will be worth all
the academic arguments against such a model. What the stats will not tell you—and I have said this I
do not know how many times—is how many children do not get sexually abused as a result of being
aware of sexual predators in their community.
I have mentioned before about the pill testing. It is a similar principle. How many people do you know
will not take a pill? People might say that pill testing does not work, it is ineffective, but how do you
know that? How do you know how many lives it saves? It is easy to say how many overdoses there
have been, but how many lives do you actually know will be saved from one pill being tested?
The actual number of studies into the effectiveness of public sex offender registers is limited. In
relation to the low levels of sexual reoffending, most of the data that I have researched quite
extensively over the years—it is over 10 years old—suggested that the reoffending rate among sex
offenders in Australia was anywhere between 9.8 to 14 per cent. We bandy around these percentages
left, right and centre as forms of our argument, but what they do not reflect is that these numbers and
percentages actually represent child victims. Too often we get lost between the lines of statistics and
reality. Each percentage represents many children, many hundreds of children, being sexually abused.
Do not forget that.
The rates of reoffending may be low, but that does not reflect the fact that only around a third of child
abuse cases are identified and even fewer are reported. The rates may be low, but many, many more
crimes against children are still being committed. It is the iceberg principle. Once again, talk to any
child abuse survivor and they will tell you that they know of many, many associates and friends who
have been abused but do not report. Those numbers are astonishing.
Vigilantism is another one. If people knowing where a convicted child sex offender resided would
attract vigilante attacks, then most states in America would have bloodbaths. It is simply not the case.
If it came to the public release of information on a convicted sex offender, there are the obvious
legislative provisions to deter vigilante behaviour. How about instead of insisting on the protection of
the identity of a sex offender we actually focus on protecting and supporting our children and victims?
The other argument has been that public sex offender registers will lead to a false sense of security.
This is all about increasing public awareness and the potential risks to the safety of the community. If
you are saying that it leads to a false sense of security, then why do we have warning signs for
anything? Why do we have warning signs in a park where there are snakes? It just makes you more
aware of your surroundings. Why do we have signs on the sides of the roads about a potential hazard
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coming ahead? If you see a sign on the side of the road to say it is slippery, most people will slow
down, because it is a hazard—you identify the hazard.
I have heard arguments about how a public register may impact on an RSO’s reintegration into society
in terms of jobs and housing. I could say a few things about that. Once you rape a child, you give up
certain rights. How about we focus on the rights and support of the victim and their ability to maintain
employment and relationships? A child abuse victim told me once, like I said before, that a bad day
for a paedophile is maybe not being able to get a job, but a bad day for a child abuse victim is not
being able to go outside.
There is also talk that the familial, family, offending is the majority, and that may be so. However,
around 25 per cent of victims, like I said, had sexual assaults committed upon them by people that they
did not know. Once again, these statistics and studies are quite limited within Australia, but even if a
public register saves one child, as I have said many, many times, then it is worth it.
I do hope we get the support of both sides of the chamber for this motion. I think it is an incredibly
important first step in doing at least something—an inquiry—to see how we can do things better and
save further children from being sexually abused.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr
Davis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Finn, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr

Hayes, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr

Pulford, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 4
Limbrick, Mr
Patten, Ms (Teller)

Quilty, Mr

Ratnam, Dr (Teller)

Motion agreed to.
Motions
EASTERN FREEWAY HERITAGE LISTING
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:04): I move:
That this house notes, but does not support, the government’s proposal to heritage list the Eastern Freeway.

This is an important motion. It is an opportunity for the chamber to send a very clear signal to the
government, to Heritage Victoria and to the relevant authorities that are involved in road construction
around the state at the moment. The North East Link is an important road, and I put on record that the
opposition supports that road. We do believe that the east–west link needs to be built concurrently with
that in a way that enables the increased traffic to flow off the east–west link and to join other relevant
roads on the western side of the city. That is our starting position. But this motion does not specifically
address those matters; it addresses the very simple matter of whether there should be a heritage listing
of the Eastern Freeway.
Now, I am old enough to remember the Eastern Freeway being constructed. In 1980, when I got my
licence for the first time—indeed at about the same age as Mr Ondarchie, I feel; for a whole range of
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reasons I am sure on that—the road was new. I remember the construction of that freeway, and the
linkages out into the eastern suburbs—to Doncaster, where at that time I lived—were much enhanced.
But it was always clear that there was a plan to go on further and to enable a proper link across to the
Tullamarine Freeway.
As I said, this motion is not, though, about the surrounding roads or the history of the road; it is about
the simple matter of whether that freeway ought to be heritage listed. The point I will make today is
that that road is not a road that should be heritage listed and that the government has got its priorities
on heritage listing very, very badly wrong.
I know Ms Crozier, Mr Hayes and I have an electorate that is replete not only with the Eastern Freeway
running through the northern corner of it but also with many beautiful houses—as many other areas
of the state are—and many other historic and important structures that have architectural, historical
and cultural significance. They are the items that should be heritage listed and protected.
We have seen under this government time and time again magnificent houses, magnificent structures,
destroyed because Minister Wynne, the government and Heritage Victoria have been unprepared or
unwilling to act or non-desirous of acting to protect those heritage items.
I can point to so many examples. Frogmore, down in Carnegie, is one that quickly comes to mind, but
the example of the Corkman is a good example too—a magnificent old hotel in Carlton that was
deserving of protection and was not provided with that protection. It was pulled down without proper
demolition permits. The state government did not intervene properly and has now gone soft on the
developers involved. I can leave that as another story for another day, other than to recognise the fact
that we no longer have that beautiful old hotel that ought to have been protected.
Instead of that, the government has turned its mind to protecting the Eastern Freeway. Now, it is a very
large freeway, it is an important freeway, it is a freeway that cuts a swathe through a very significant
area of Kew and North Balwyn. You only need to go to the golf clubs on the other side to know that
the freeway has come at a cost.
We recognise that progress, as it were, or the ability to build structures does sometimes have a
significant cost, and we need to do what we can to minimise that. But I think on this occasion the
government is indulging in a certain nastiness. It wants to block and make more difficult any east–
west project at a later time by heritage listing the Eastern Freeway. If the North East Link funnels a
huge amount of traffic onto the Eastern Freeway, it will face enormous compounding of what already
is a very significant challenge on that road. You only need to drive down that road early in the morning,
and you will see that you come to a screeching halt at Hoddle Street.
As you drive through those large cuttings you can certainly wonder at the great engineering that is
involved, but nobody I think in their right mind realistically believes that these are items that should
be heritage listed in preference to the many other items around the state that do deserve heritage listing.
I note that the state government has recently through Heritage Victoria recognised Fed Square, and
that is I think in itself a controversial decision but far less controversial than the decision to list the
Eastern Freeway.
I note that the priorities that the government has on these points are cock-a-hoop. They are around the
wrong way. They have put the cart before the horse. And I know yesterday in question time Minister
Wynne was asked about these matters, and he could not explain what the heritage characteristics of
the Eastern Freeway were. Well, nor can I. In fact I cannot point to what should accelerate the Eastern
Freeway up the list of items that deserve heritage protection. He said, ‘There may well be some
heritage structures there that may well be of interest’. That was the strongest that Minister Wynne
could do in defence of his own government’s policy. This is Minister Allan, who I think on this matter
has lost the plot in pushing for the heritage listing of that road.
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I will just say that it is not unique to list a road. Contrary to the immediate view of people, I am aware—
and I did do some research on this—that it is clear the Victorian Heritage Register currently lists
55 roads, the library has said to me, noting that they are mostly historic and scenic streets in regional
areas rather than freeways. That is how they described those roads that do have some heritage
recognition. In looking on the Victorian Heritage database—and you can view all 55 roads, noting that
this count includes two roads that were technically delisted in 2010—indeed they point out that there
are a number of local cobbled roads and there were perhaps some entries that the library and the
heritage register were able to find that may be relevant to this matter. The Great Ocean Road is
heritage-listed, and the history of construction is significant there—the link to the Depression and the
very important tourist and scenic significance and the engineering challenges.
St Kilda Road is significant. The state government here has now started to talk about heritage listing
the Eastern Freeway, but at the same time they have chopped down hundreds of trees along St Kilda
Road, many unnecessarily, and in an act of—I am looking for a word here that I want to say—bastardry
they actually began chopping those trees down on the Friday before the federal government began the
formal step of providing national heritage protection for the whole surrounds of St Kilda Road, the
Domain and indeed the boulevard along St Kilda Road. So the government got in three days early,
chopping down trees, doing nasty things. It is a little bit like what they did on the sky rail corridor,
where they knocked down 1000 trees and a week later they came along and actually put the tree
retention policy in place—but after the trees had been chopped down.
Princes Highway in Orbost, a stretch there, is recognised and the Calder Highway generally in Bendigo
is recognised, but I would say that no-one in their right mind would really imagine that the Eastern
Freeway fits with the categories that are there. The editorial in the Herald Sun was quite clear on this.
They said:
Frustrated motorists will be scratching their heads that the Eastern Freeway has been nominated for the state’s
heritage register.
In a bizarre move, the Transport Department has accepted the advice of heritage consultants that the section
between Hoddle St and Bulleen Rd has ‘aesthetic and historical heritage values’.

Really, really, really? I mean you get consultants and, goodness, you have got to shake your head at
some of those consultants. It seems good work if you can get that sort of work to write that stuff. The
editorial continues:
The Herald Sun believes that the Department of Transport is guilty of overreach, and the heritage nomination
should be rejected.

Well, I agree with that position of the Herald Sun, and I suggest that this house might well have a view
that is not dissimilar to that. It is important to note that the RACV has said—and this is Bryce Prosser
from the RACV who has said:
It is essential the freeway’s flexibility is protected for the future and a heritage listing may prevent this.

He went on:
If part of the Eastern Freeway, which is not even 50 years old, is subjected to a heritage listing, where do we
draw the line?

Does it mean every cutting, every arched bridge, every piece of bitumen and tarmac is to be listed?
That I think is a very fair point to have made.
The point I would also make here is just this need to improve our heritage listing process, and I have
been critical in the past of Heritage Victoria because I think it has been too weak and it has been too
much a creature of government. The occasions where it has been slow to act, ponderously slow, have
meant that we have lost a number of key sites and key heritage homes in some cases and other
structures in other cases. I think Heritage Victoria is a very important body, and I think there is a
genuine need for reform of its processes, a genuine need to make sure that it does take the proper steps.
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I should say that a process that was initiated by a local community and me in Fawkner Park has actually
had a positive outcome with respect to Heritage Victoria. I want to put on record in the context of these
processes and Heritage Victoria looking to list items that its decision to protect Fawkner Park from a
City of Melbourne and state government-inspired set of decisions to move netball and basketball
courts and to build a more substantially lit and intrusive structure in the middle of Fawkner Park is an
example, I believe, of something where Heritage Victoria should—and I say, to give credit, did—
move to provide protection and to stop in that case the decision by the City of Melbourne to go ahead
to build a drainage structure but also to move the basketball courts and to build a more intrusive and
unsympathetic structure in the middle of the Fawkner Park. What I am saying there is that Heritage
Victoria does have the capacity to think clearly about these things on some occasions, and I think it is
important that we encourage that to occur as much as possible.
Just to recap, the Eastern Freeway is something that I think everyone in this chamber knows and the
community understands. It is a terrible car park every morning and indeed going out in the night on
many occasions as well. It is going to be worsened in fact by the North East Link, and there needs to
be a solid solution. In my view heritage listing would have a negative effect on future road construction
opportunities. But leaving that aside, leaving that aspect completely aside, this is the wrong item to
heritage list. The right items to heritage list are the beautiful homes, the magnificent structures that are
part of our heritage and part of our culture, and Heritage Victoria and the state government in my view
need to get much better at protecting those structures rather than spending their time on absurd
decisions to consider listing the Eastern Freeway.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:18): Well, wow! Where should I start on this? I have
to begin with a question actually: why does the Leader of the Opposition move such a motion in this
house today, particularly when previously the Liberals and Mr Davis himself have in fact used and
applied for heritage protection of other projects, such as the Carnegie and Murrumbeena stations with
sky rail?
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Absolutely, so I am quite perplexed about this today. There has been a lot of
hyperbole also in the contribution that Mr Davis has made, so I am quite looking forward to going
through all of that and commenting on some of the hypocrisy that we have seen with this motion today.
And of course I rise to oppose this motion as it is nonsensical, particularly when we look at the
hypocrisy that has been demonstrated with some of the things that have been done in regard to other
projects.
The Andrews Labor government have taken the early opportunity to make sure that projects like the
North East Link go ahead and are not delayed. This is a deliberate tactic of the Liberals. Once we start
to build projects, applying for heritage listing of certain things causes delays to the construction
schedule of those projects. It not only causes delays in time but it also blows out costs. What a very
obvious and deceitful tactic to use. It is a disgrace, particularly when the government went to the
election with the North East Link and people overwhelmingly voted in favour of this government and
for this government to get on with and deliver the North East Link Project. So in order to make sure
that there are no delays to the project the government has applied for heritage listing for the Eastern
Freeway to make sure that these laws, which are very important laws designed to protect Victorian
heritage aspects, are not used in an abusive process to otherwise delay and restrict the delivery of large
infrastructure projects and they are done on time.
As I said, we are doing this to stop any last-minute heritage applications from people or organisations
who want nothing more than to delay or disrupt the North East Link. In fact I am aware that, for
example, with the Upfield line level crossing removals the Liberals have said they will oppose the
project, and the local No Skyrail group have also outlined that they intend to use heritage laws to try
and block the project. This is despite the fact that the two existing heritage stations will be retained.
This is an absolute sham and a disgrace. Anyone who thinks that this will stop the North East Link or
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any other road being built has no understanding of public policy or is being deliberately misleading. It
is an absolute disgrace.
The Liberals tried to use heritage laws to delay the Metro Tunnel project. They failed. The government
had anticipated they would try to block that project and had already heritage listed areas where we
needed the tunnel to go and got the permits. So again the Liberals have clearly outlined their opposition
to the North East Link Project. I will talk a bit more about that later on.
Mr Davis: No, we supported it.
Ms TERPSTRA: Yes, you have supported it, and then you have backflipped on it. You have
changed your mind a thousand times about it. You have said, ‘Yes, we want to build it’, ‘No, we
don’t’. It depends on what day it is what position comes out. Quite clearly they flip-flop all over the
place on this sort of stuff with no credibility on these issues at all. Because we know that when it comes
to delivering on large infrastructure projects it is the Andrews Labor government that does that. The
Liberals have not delivered on any large projects at all in recent times. There are so many large-scale
infrastructure building projects that need to happen because of the long delays and the backlog, and
this government is getting on and doing that. We will not let these sort of gutter tactics happen.
Of course delaying such a project as the North East Link would cause a significant cost blowout. Those
opposite would be the first ones to attack government if they suspected there were cost blowouts, yet
they are the ones that want to do this to this particular project, notwithstanding the overwhelming
support the community has shown in voting the government back in when we went to the election
with this project. So again the Liberals have clearly outlined their opposition to the North East Link
Project. Their local member, Tim Smith, has letterboxed his electorate outlining their opposition to
the project. Again, that is why we have applied for heritage listing: to make sure we can ensure that
the Liberals cannot use these laws, these important laws, to stop us delivering major projects that
Victorians have voted for. The Liberals do not build projects; they just block them. They have not built
any major transport projects in a generation.
The heritage listing of the Eastern Freeway will provide certainty for the North East Link Project. That
means we can get on with building the project knowing the heritage values that need to be respected
through the design process. It will also give road builders certainty that when the contracts are awarded
there will not be any unanticipated delays that could be occasioned through the vexatious use of these
sorts of tactics such as throwing a last-minute heritage application on the table.
Heritage experts have found the sections of the Eastern Freeway between Hoddle Street and Bulleen
Road have the potential to meet Victorian Heritage Register criteria. That is why the Department of
Transport have submitted a heritage nomination for parts of the freeway. Being listed on the Victorian
Heritage Register does not prevent future development of the Eastern Freeway; it means that permits
for work may be required to ensure heritage values are respected. Again, I would go back to
Mr Davis’s earlier comment that by applying for heritage listing on the Eastern Freeway the east–west
link project, if it was required in the future, would be completely blocked. That is nonsense again. It
does not mean that works in future will be blocked, it just means that appropriate checks and balances
have to be put in place to ensure that any heritage character is not impacted on in an adverse way.
In regard to the application itself, the Department of Transport have nominated an approximately
8-kilometre section of the freeway to be listed on the register as a place of significance to the history
and development of Victoria. The heritage nomination is supported by heritage consultants Lovell
Chen’s independent assessment of our project’s entire corridor as part of the North East Link
environment effects statement (EES). It includes the section of the freeway between the Hoddle Street
bridge in Collingwood and Clifton Hill and the Bulleen Road bridge in Balwyn North, with the original
bridges and other features within the road reserve being significant elements as well. Submitting a
heritage nomination prior to the EES panel hearing will progress the assessment of heritage
significance. If a submission is not made prior to the hearing, it will leave an unresolved question about
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the status of this potential heritage place. As I said earlier, we want to make sure that these things do
not arise once the project gets underway.
Elements that contribute to the heritage value of the Eastern Freeway include its bridges and
overpasses, the carriageways and central medium embankments, and the landscaped edges and light
masts. Heritage experts Lovell Chen identified the freeway section as likely to meet the criteria for the
Victorian Heritage Register in its importance to the course or pattern of Victoria’s cultural history, its
importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of class and cultural places and objects and
its importance in exhibiting particular aesthetics and characteristics.
The Victorian government is committed to ensuring heritage values are incorporated into the urban
design of the North East Link Project. It is important to preserve these. An early understanding of the
freeway’s heritage value will provide contractors and bidders, as I said earlier, with certainty on how
the project’s design should respond and what permits might in fact be required.
Again, I will just touch on some of the benefits of North East Link. Mr Davis talked about trees earlier,
and I will come to that in a moment. But particularly, the North East Link is Victoria’s biggest ever
road project that will complete the missing link on our road network. It will create 10 300 new
Victorian jobs, and 56 000 workers will have access to more job opportunities simply because they
can get to where they need to go. Once it opens, 110 000 to 130 000 vehicles will use North East Link
every day, and it will save 35 minutes in travel time from the ring-road to Springvale Road. Drivers
will skip 18 sets of traffic lights on a trip between the Eastern Freeway and the airport, and significantly
it will remove 15 000 trucks from local streets, slashing congestion across the north-east.
The North East Link will also create 25 kilometres of dedicated walking and cycling paths as well as
improving current paths and building new bridges. It will also deliver massive benefits to the eastern
suburbs, creating almost 3000 additional jobs.
Mr Atkinson: On a point of order, Acting President, this is a very narrow motion. It is about the
heritage value of the Eastern Freeway. The North East Link is not part of the Eastern Freeway.
Discussing a project that is yet to happen and has no relevance to a heritage listing is actually outside
of the scope of this debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): On the point of order, Mr Davis did actually cover
some of the North East Link, but I would encourage the member to get back onto the motion.
Ms TERPSTRA: I was merely responding to Mr Davis’s comments that he made in his
contribution, and as I said, there was lots of wideranging commentary that talked about all manner of
things. It is all very well for the Liberals opposite to pull me up on my contribution when I am quite
entitled to respond to matters that he introduced into the debate himself. So I will continue on.
It will take, as I said, 14 000 vehicles per day off Fitzsimons Lane, 32 000 off Greensborough Road,
9 000 off the Greensborough bypass, 14 000 off Lower Plenty Road, 8 000 off Manningham Road
and 11 000 off Rosanna Road. So going back to the point that I am making—why it is important that
the heritage listing of the Eastern Freeway is resolved now as an issue—it is because the Liberals want
to deploy it as a tactic to delay North East Link. So it is all related, and certainly it is important to make
sure that the community know and understand what is at stake here, because it is a cynical tactic,
nothing more and nothing less.
The massive upgrade to the Eastern Freeway will slash 11 minutes off trips along the Eastern Freeway
and will include extra lanes for trips between growth areas in Melbourne’s north and southeast,
dedicated lanes to separate vehicles getting on and off the freeway to reduce the merging and weaving
that causes congestion, express lanes for smoother trips between Middleborough Road and Chandler
Highway and ramp metering with traffic signals at entry ramps to better manage the rate vehicles enter
the freeway and keep traffic moving. These improvements will all work together to increase capacity,
reduce congestion, improve safety and make travel times faster. For the first time Melbourne will have

MOTIONS
2776

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 28 August 2019

a fully connected orbital freeway network linking our city’s north to the east and south-east. North
East Link has been talked about for decades and only Labor will deliver it. Construction will start next
year, and North East Link will open in 2027.
As I said, these are the sorts of tactics that are now obvious to us, and those opposite have been doing
these sorts of things quite publicly. We have the member for Kew letterboxing his electorate, outlining
the Liberals’ opposition. We heard earlier that you support it, but then you said you do not support it.
You have got the member for Kew contradicting what you were saying in your own contribution here
in this house just a moment ago. Then the member for Kew has attended rallies with the Greens calling
for the project to be cancelled. The member for Bullen, when he was the leader, was for it and then
against it. Then he wanted to delay it for a decade. Then he wanted to change the route, and then he
was for it again. It goes on and on. The hyperbole from those opposite on this project is completely
ridiculous. In early 2018 they were against it. Matthew Guy said:
… it is the Liberal Party’s policy to build the East West Link, not the North East Link.

In answer to the question, ‘If you’re elected, will you sign those contracts for North East Link?’,
Matthew Guy said ‘No’. This was on ABC radio on 2 May 2018. And again this year Michael O’Brien
said, ‘A north–east link is a road that needs to be built’. So it is all very well for these comments to be
made, but yet we know what is coming. It has been telegraphed by various means and mechanisms.
To use a heritage application to delay the project is nothing more than obstructionist and a cheap
shot—nothing more than an insult to the people of Victoria who voted overwhelmingly for this
government to deliver this project.
On the Metro Tunnel project, for example, the Liberals tried to use heritage laws to delay progress. So
again, they have form on this. The commonwealth government, without any consultation or discussion
with the Victorian government, announced emergency heritage protection for the trees along St Kilda
Road, even though they had previously approved the project. They failed because we had anticipated
they would try anything to block the project and had already heritage listed the areas we needed to and
gotten the permits required. So again, you have form on this.
Before I conclude, we have made a strong and firm commitment to the people of Victoria to build this
road, and as I said earlier, the people of Victoria have voted overwhelmingly for the delivery of this
project. What really needs to happen now is for you to get out of the way and let the government get
on and deliver this project. We are for removing dangerous and congested level crossings on the
Upfield line, which will improve reliability and safety for locals. The three crossings, including Bell
Street, are dangerous and congested, and the government is committed to getting rid of them as
promised. The government is following heritage application protocols to ensure the removal of these
death traps is not delayed. Again, the Metro Tunnel will create room for 45 000 passengers every week
on the Upfield line during peak periods—an increase of 71 per cent—and pave the way for future
upgrades on the line.
Future upgrades of the Upfield line will be considered as part of the Labor government’s ongoing
investment for rail infrastructure—
Mr Atkinson: On a point of order, Acting President, I can be fairly confident that Mr Davis did
not raise the Metro project or the Upfield line as improvements in this debate on heritage listing for
the Eastern Freeway, not for the Upfield line.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! The point of the motion is the Eastern
Freeway, so if we can keep it close to that, it would be fabulous.
Ms TERPSTRA: Not a problem. Again, the project has many benefits. As I said, it is important
that we make sure we protect the heritage characteristics of our culture and make sure that the
appropriate agency, Heritage Victoria, that is charged with making these assessments does so rather
than having it be deployed as a cynical exercise to block the delivery of a very important road project.
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Mr Davis mentioned earlier in his contribution the destruction of trees. More than 30 000 trees will be
planted as part of North East Link. I did talk about that earlier and I will return to that right now because
it is important. Approximately 16 000 trees are expected to be removed as part of the project, but we
will be planting 30 000 in their place. So we know how important this is. Also, the Andrews
government has made a strong commitment to protecting other features as part of this project, which
is preserving the Banyule Flats and Warringal parklands with the tunnel underneath.
Again, this project has many benefits. We are going to make sure that we have the appropriate agency
protocols to make sure that heritage aspects of the Eastern Freeway are protected. We can see that the
moves of those opposite are such cynical moves. To use laws as important as heritage protection laws
to delay a project is just transparent and obvious and nothing more than a cheap stunt, which we would
expect from those opposite.
I might leave my contribution there. As I said, I rise to speak against this motion because it is a cynical
and transparent move and nothing more than a move to block a very important project and to cause
delays.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (15:36): This news struck me as rather interesting and rather
absurd too. Here in Melbourne places of heritage reflect the culture of the people and the history of
the people that have shaped Melbourne’s landscapes and streetscapes. It is rather fitting that this state
government—a government that is obsessed with benefiting developers and the property industry with
their enthusiasm for rapid population growth and overriding residents’ concerns about their amenity
by any means possible—would nominate a gridlocked and congested freeway for heritage protection.
I would like to take this opportunity to list 10 Melbourne landmarks that did not receive the Eastern
Freeway’s government-sponsored heritage treatment. I would suggest these may be the Collingwood
factory where the iconic Sherrin football was first created; renowned writer Esmé Johnston’s historic
Grosvenor Street, Brighton, home; the 129-year-old Edwardian home at Seymour Road, Elsternwick;
the Edwardian birthplace of Gough Whitlam in Kew; the rare Aboriginal birthing trees that have been
discussed here over the last couple of days, on the Djab Wurrung land, set to be cleared for yet another
road; the 130-year-old Spinks Tinsmiths factory at La Trobe Street; Port Melbourne’s 150-year-old
London Hotel; the Preston Market; the Greyhound Hotel; and Idylwilde, a multimillion-dollar
mansion in Toorak. All of these have been refused heritage listing. It is just incredible it comes up with
a freeway now—to usher in an easy track to heritage.
As everybody except this government seems to be aware, our heritage is being destroyed and
desecrated at an alarming rate. Mr Davis has mentioned my electorate. I have daily emails about
concerns of loss of heritage homes in that area; they are just disappearing day by day. Most of the
landmarks I have mentioned there have been demolished, whilst the freeway seems to be saved. I
acknowledge the overcrowded, congested Eastern Freeway is probably a fitting example of heritage
to be celebrated by this government. I am certain that our Victorian community holds a more esteemed
view of our city.
It is remarkable. I have just come back from overseas. I was lucky enough to travel for a couple of
weeks with my son. Wandering the streets of Paris and London and Dublin, you can see cities that are
proud of their heritage—cities that have gone to extraordinary trouble to protect historic buildings and
keep them as treasures for the enjoyment of future generations. I think if you bought a 200- or 300year-old apartment on the streets of Paris and applied to the government to put up a 16-storey glass
and concrete tower you would not have much chance, but here in Melbourne you would probably have
a fair chance of succeeding. That is because our protection of buildings like that is very weak or nonexistent, and the hoops you have to jump through to get something heritage listed are very high. I
really think that we have a problem with heritage in Melbourne, and it is something that I think we
should address. We should really take a property that has got a 100-year-old history and investigate it
and see that it has not got heritage qualities before we allow it to be bowled over by cowboys. I say
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cowboys because I think some of our weak laws in this area just encourage wild, speculative activity
in areas that should be protected.
This nomination by the government is the epitome of petty politics, and it is a slap in the face to every
resident who has campaigned to save a place—or even vegetation and trees—of heritage significance
in their neighbourhood. Ms Terpstra has drawn my attention to the cynical politics that is being played
here with heritage—competing heritage overlays. It is really all about facilitating various competing
infrastructure projects. This is not the right use of heritage overlays. This is about something else
entirely. This goes to the heart of what is wrong with Melbourne. It is a city that is all about building
and construction. It is about building high-rise buildings, as many of them as possible, and building
roads and infrastructure to service that development—at the cost of anything else. It is a cowboy
culture, and it is devoted to making profits at the cost of a community that value their amenity, their
heritage and what people really value.
In my electorate, Southern Metropolitan Region, as I said, those homes are disappearing every day of
the week to accommodate the state government’s overzealous population targets. I wonder what would
happen as a punishment if someone dared to tear up the road. Would they be slapped with the sort of
punishments that have gone to the Corkman cowboys? They get the ability to go ahead and build some
high-rise buildings on the site a few years down the track. What sort of punishment is that? If
Melbourne had valued its heritage, we would have some stunning examples, like all those ones that I
read out. Most of them have disappeared. I think of the Kew Cottages and that site that was there that
was looked at for heritage and fought about for many years. They lost the battle, and that disappeared.
Enough is enough. I really think we have got to re-examine the heritage laws in this state. It is
something I would like to see a committee look into and make some recommendations on. It is a real
problem for our city. To request heritage listing for the Eastern Freeway is a petty, political jab. That
is one thing, but consistently ignoring the pleas of the Melbourne community for better heritage
protection is another.
Our heritage comprises our most scarce and valuable assets, and I am sure that most of the community
would agree that our unique 18th- and 19th-century architecture is of far more value than a freeway.
So I support the motion, with the view that we can look at our heritage problems and not get caught
up in this really narrow sort of cynical use of our provisions for heritage to fight each other over—
‘My freeway’s better than your freeway’.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:44): I speak in support of this motion, and I encourage
all members to think very seriously about this motion and to support it, particularly those members of
the crossbench. The reason that I appeal to them to support the motion is because of the importance of
our Victorian heritage and the integrity of the Victorian Heritage Register. It occurs to me that this
position by the government to actually try and list the Eastern Freeway on the heritage register really
smacks more of politics than of a regard for heritage values in this state. It is really about tampering
with the system, with a register that has an integrity with the Victorian public that is essential to the
protection of some of our cultural fabric in this state going forward.
If we undermine that confidence in the heritage register by putting up projects that really do not qualify,
do not meet the sorts of standards and do not have a recognition by Victorians as being credible for
nomination for the heritage register, then in fact we diminish the value of that register and the
confidence in it and indeed the preparedness of Victorians in some cases to take tough medicine and
make or support tough decisions to retain properties at a cost—because heritage protection does have
a cost. It has a cost to the owners of those properties, indeed it has a cost to the state in many cases,
and for us to maintain the support of the public in recognising, preserving or conserving the value of
those buildings and those elements of our culture, whether it is landscape culture or suchlike that is
important, is really critical for us to think about in terms of the projects that we put forward.
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I cannot help thinking that even the nomination of Federation Square and the fact that Federation
Square has been accepted on the heritage register after just 17 years, and now the Eastern Freeway
nomination, is really starting to play politics with a register that is so important to Victoria’s cultural
heritage. Now I actually like Federation Square, and I kind of like it the way it is. I remember what it
was like beforehand, and this is a significant improvement on what we had earlier with the Gas and
Fuel towers and the windswept plaza. It is used by many Victorians and it now has a significant value
in terms of the people who have been there for celebrations, for events from around the world that
have been televised there and particularly for so many multicultural functions that are held at
Federation Square. It is an important venue, but I am not sure yet that it qualifies for that heritage
register listing.
I am a member of the National Trust and have been for a long time, and I know the work they do in
terms of the investigations that they make into significant buildings, structures and landscapes that
they believe ought to be conserved for future generations of Victorians. I am aware of the fact that
most of their work is done without support from the government, much of it by volunteers—by people
who have an expertise and an interest in and a real commitment to preserving our cultural heritage.
The National Trust has not suggested this project nor any other freeway project for listing. The Eastern
Freeway is not in fact the first freeway in Victoria, and arguably the bit that has been proposed for
nomination is not even the best designed part of the Eastern Freeway, because it obviously had
significant design constraints as an inner-urban freeway section. The National Trust, I dare say, would
not support this particular application. It has not been to their membership, and I do not believe that it
would be supported by their membership. Again, as some speakers have spoken on today, what exactly
are we supporting? Congestion? Are we supporting the gridlock, the bitumen? Is it particularly
interesting bitumen? I do not know. It does not seem to me to be particularly interesting bitumen.
The integrity of the Victorian Heritage Register is very important. The project that we did here at the
Parliament, out the back—the members’ offices—we put a lot of time into working with the Heritage
Council of Victoria. Indeed we worked with the Aboriginal communities to make sure that we
respected their heritage and any cultural interest that they had in that site. We went through many
hours of work to ensure that that project was compatible with what is a heritage building—indeed I
think Victoria’s most important building. I think it was absolutely critical for us to recognise that
cultural value. To compare that or indeed some of the factories that have historical significance, even
the Nylex clock, the Skipping Girl sign, some of our landscapes, some of the most notable trees in
Victoria, things like Como House and the Gulf Station out at Yarra Glen, Ripponlea and so forth, that
are significant aspects of Victoria’s cultural history and in many cases of our economic history, with
this section of freeway, there is no way it matches them in terms of significance. As it was ridiculed
by the Herald Sun and as it has been ridiculed by many of the people that I have spoken to in the
community, it does—if it continues as a nomination, if it is not withdrawn by the government—
diminish the confidence potentially in that heritage register which is so important to all Victorians.
Ms Terpstra used this motion, which is a very narrow motion, to go on a meander about the North East
Link. She suggested all sorts of positions that the coalition may or may not have had on the North East
Link, most of which were pure fantasy. They might suit the government’s political agenda but they
were not accurate in terms of indicating where the opposition position is on that particular project. But
I do say that if that project continues as it is proposed, it is going to have a significantly deleterious
effect on the Eastern Freeway and traffic volumes on the Eastern Freeway. Unlike the figures that
were quoted in this debate today, it is not going to achieve significant time reductions in travel but
indeed will increase congestion.
I invite members to actually have a ride on the Eastern Freeway anytime day or night on any one of
the seven days of the week and just see what it is like now and anticipate the extra lanes bringing traffic
from the north-eastern suburbs. We need those road linkages. We need the North East Link as a
project. We need the Metro Tunnel. But the fact is that the Eastern Freeway does not qualify as a
project of significance that ought to be on the register. There is a real danger that projects are now
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being nominated, it seems, on a political whim and for political purposes rather than with an eye on
and a regard for the integrity of our cultural heritage and the heritage register that protects it.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:54): I also rise to speak on this motion moved by
Mr Davis. I will not be supporting the motion. If you look at the motion itself, it is:
That this house notes, but does not support, the government’s proposal to heritage list the Eastern Freeway.

I will make a few points about why the government is looking at putting in an application in relation
to putting the Eastern Freeway on the heritage list. We have been up-front about it. It is because the
other side in recent times have always tried to stop things happening in this state, and every time there
is a project they do not like they go and try to have it heritage-listed.
There was some reference earlier to the metro rail. Mr Davis in his contribution talked about St Kilda
Road and the trees and various other things. We all remember that the federal environment minister at
the time, Mr Frydenberg, basically did not like the design of the metro rail. He did not like that the
government did not go along with the preferred model Mr Davis envisaged in the last while about how
the metro rail should be built, with the South Yarra station. We did not pick his preferred model. Mind
you, when they were in government for four years they did nothing. They did not commission or
finish; you have got to commission before you finish. They did not do any major projects during those
four years, and suddenly they just basically want to stop everything.
That is a classic example of where the opposition are not afraid of asking their colleagues in Canberra,
or trying to do it themselves, to basically list a project on the heritage list for a simple reason. It is not
about protecting the trees, not about protecting infrastructure and not about protecting the values of
whatever the thing is they are trying to pretend they are protecting; it is simply to delay, to frustrate
and to stop projects going ahead.
We give no apology for taking preventative action and applying to heritage list the Eastern Freeway
to make sure that the Liberals cannot again try to use heritage laws to stop us delivering the major
projects that Victoria voted for. It is not just the heritage; we all know about the West Gate Tunnel
Project and how many revocation motions the opposition put before this house to try to stop that
project. They have got a track record of trying to use whatever ways and whatever means to stop this
government delivering on its election commitment to actually deliver this major project for Victoria.
We are not trying to come up with some sort of novel idea. We are actually up-front. We are just
saying what we are doing. We are actually putting in an application to put it on the heritage list so we
can design the North East Link, taking into account what we need to do to make sure the design fits in
with a heritage-listed environment. We designed that up-front so that you cannot go and pull another
trick with a last-minute application as people or an organisation who want nothing more than to disrupt
the north-east project. Let me tell you—
Mr Ondarchie: What are you talking about?
Mr MELHEM: Well, if you do not like what I am talking about, Mr Ondarchie, you can actually
put some earplugs in. I can pass on some earplugs to you, or you can leave the chamber.
The application will provide certainty for the North East Link Project so we can get on with it and
build this vital project and, as I said, protect the heritage values that need to be respected through the
design process. That lot on the other side are now saying, ‘Oh, well, if that’s the case then what are we
going to do? We’re going to go and stop the project’. They are still hell-bent on actually wanting to
stop the project.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MELHEM: I am coming to it, Mr Ondarchie. I am pre-empting what you are about to say. We
are going to come back to the east–west link.

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 28 August 2019

Legislative Council

2781

Mr Ondarchie: You supported the east–west link.
Mr MELHEM: I did? I did when I was at the union, and I can tell you why I did—because I
wanted you to do something. You were sitting there; you were doing nothing. I did, because I wanted
to do something. You were sitting there and you were doing nothing. Then someone came up with
something and said, ‘We’ll do this’. I said, ‘Yes, please do it. Please!’.
Members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! Mr Davis, could you interject from your
place, please.
Mr Davis: You wrote the submission in 2009.
Mr MELHEM: I did. I wrote a good submission to Sir Rod Eddington, and one of the projects
was the east–west link. And guess what: we are doing the western section. It is happening in my
electorate.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Mr Finn, you have got to agree with me. The West Gate Tunnel Project is the
western section of the so-called east–west link, which the other side wanted to do, but I could not
actually find where the western section of the proposed east–west link was. To 2030 or 2035 it was
not even there. So the western section of your east–west link is actually happening, and it is going to
be completed in 2022. If we look at your model versus the model that we are proposing for the North
East Link, we are finally going to complete the ring-road. We are going to link the western section and
the West Gate Freeway to the M80 going around the northern suburbs and then to the Eastern Freeway,
EastLink and the south-eastern suburbs all the way to the peninsula.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, I have for the last 6 minutes or so been
endeavouring to find out exactly what Mr Melhem has been talking about. Having ascertained that, it
appears that he is way off the subject of the motion before the house. It has taken me a while to work
it out, I have to say, but I ask you to bring him back to the motion that is actually before the house and
the matter for discussion.
Mr Gepp: Further to the point of order, Acting President, Mr Melhem is clearly responding to
interjections that everybody in this house can hear. They have been provoking him. Mr Davis, not in
his place, on two occasions provoked him, defying your ruling, moving somewhere else and still
interjecting. So Mr Melhem is being relevant to the motion and is responding to the catcalls from those
opposite.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Mr Melhem, if you could at least get remotely back
on the point, that would be good.
Mr MELHEM: Thank you, Acting President. I thought I was on the point because I was talking
about why we are putting the Eastern Freeway on the heritage list. I actually talked a fair bit about
that. Then I talked about the reason why we are doing it—because we are building a project called the
North East Link. The two are related.
The Department of Transport, as part of the application that we are putting through that you are trying
to stop again, has nominated an approximately 8-kilometre section of the Eastern Freeway to be listed
on the Victorian Heritage Register as a place of significance in the history and development of
Victoria. It is 8 kilometres. We know what the application will talk about. The heritage nomination is
supported by heritage consultant Lovell Chen’s independent assessment of our project’s entire
corridor, as part of the North East Link environment effects statement. Again I go back to the point I
made earlier in the 5 minutes I have left. The reason that application has been put through is plainly
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this: to stop Mr Davis and his co-conspirators trying to use heritage listing applications to stop a very
important project.
Mr Hayes interjected.
Mr MELHEM: No, it is not a misuse, Mr Hayes. These areas as part of the Eastern Freeway need
to be put on the list anyhow. That is the ‘how’. We do it up-front, not later on. When we are designing
the project we take all these things into account. When we do the environment effects statement we
take all these things into consideration. We do the job once, we do it up-front, and then the project can
go ahead instead of waiting for Mr Davis to pull another stunt like he did with the West Gate Tunnel
a number of times and the federal government tried to do with the metro rail because they did not like
the design. They wanted a station at South Yarra. They said, ‘Okay, we’re going to basically heritage
list the whole project’. So you have got form. We are actually responding to actions you have taken in
the past. We are not making these things up. We are not actually—
Mr Finn: I think you are.
Mr MELHEM: Well, you have got form. You can actually stand here. You had two members
from your side contributing to debate. I have not heard any of your members saying, ‘We will not
support an application for the place to be heritage-listed or anyone to use that to prevent the project
going ahead or slow down the project’. I have not heard you saying that. But you would not, because
you are hell-bent, ‘We want the east–west link again’, even though Victorians rejected it three times.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Do you reckon? Get over it. Victorians have rejected your idea three times. Just
get with the program. They voted for the North East Link, so just get on with the program.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, that is what you would like to do, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: That is the reason. Thank you, Mr Finn. That is a good point you make. You just
basically showed everyone what it is all about for you people. You are the do-nothing party. ‘I will
take everything to an election then another election and then another election’ and then do nothing.
That is exactly what you did when you were in power for four years. You have done nothing. Again,
you say, ‘Oh, don’t do it. Don’t do it. Just put it on hold. Don’t do anything’. Well, we have taken it
to the election. Victorians have voted for that project to go ahead. They have voted for the metro rail
project to go ahead, the level crossing removals project to go ahead, the sky rail project to go ahead—
all of these projects have now been implemented. You have tried many times to stop and frustrate
these projects. Guess what? You can just keep trying. You were rejected by Victorians in November
last year. You will be rejected again if you keep that up. This government is about getting thing done.
We are getting ahead of you in relation to this. That is why we are putting this application in—because
we want this project built. We give no apology about it. We will get it built because that is what we
do—we get things done.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:08): Well, we have had the truth come out in this
motion. We sort of had it from Ms Terpstra, but we have had it very clearly from Mr Melhem—that
the sole reason this Labor government is planning on proposing and getting a heritage listing for the
Eastern Freeway is some conspiracy theory that the Liberal Party is going to try and do exactly the
same thing and that will somehow stop the project. It is absolutely ridiculous. They have exposed the
whole project to the ridicule of the Victorian public by proposing this heritage listing purely in some
pretend or anticipated expectation that we are going to try and stop this project.
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The fact is this project is actually one that we took to the last election. In fact not only did we take the
North East Link to the election; we took the east–west link as well. We took both projects because we
know that is what Victorians need to get this city moving. One freeway that lumps 120 000-plus cars
each and every day onto the Eastern Freeway, which is currently a car park for those of us who drive
on it every single day, is not going to solve the congestion problems that we see besetting Victoria
because of the fact that we have had a Labor government in this state for 16 of the last 20 years. This
project, the North East Link, is a project that the Liberals support. We have supported it. We took it to
the last election; we had an unequivocal position in relation to it. But we also think that the east–west
link needs to happen as well. That is the solution. It will make a very significant difference and a very
significant improvement to the traffic problems in the eastern suburbs.
For some reason Daniel Andrews has a hatred of the east–west link project, so much so that he was
prepared to spend $1.3 billion to stop the project from going ahead—a project that absolutely is
desperately needed in this state. In fact not only did he spend $1.3 billion to stop the project going
ahead, he subsequently rejected $4 billion from the federal government, who were prepared to pay for
it at no cost to the state government. He just refuses to even consider it for some reason. This is going
to be such a significant legacy for Daniel Andrews—the congestion that continues on the car park that
is the Eastern Freeway and the fact that he has—
Mr Gepp: On a point of order, Acting President, I do not want to be pedantic, but Ms Wooldridge
has referred to the last election on probably seven occasions in her contribution to date. As everybody
in this house knows, when you are referring to a member of Parliament, particularly one who is the
Premier, his correct title should be used. Ms Wooldridge is being far too familiar. I would ask her to
refer to the Premier, the member for Mulgrave, by his correct title.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): If you could refer to members by their correct titles,
that would be great.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Thank you very much, Acting President. There are so many choices
because frankly even the Premier has changed his name over the course of the time that he has been
Premier, so we do get a bit confused about which name we should be calling him at any point in time.
Is he the friendly Premier? Is he the formal Premier? We just do not know, but I will refer to him by
his correct title.
Mr Davis referred to being able to remember the building of the Eastern Freeway. It was built in 1977,
to really date Mr Davis, and extended in 1982 between Bulleen Road and Doncaster Road. As
someone who lived in North Balwyn, I remember that very clearly as a student at the time. I remember
as a young child being in the car with my grandfather as he was driving around the cemetery and him
saying to me, ‘You know, in the not-too-distant future there will be a freeway under this cemetery’.
That was 40 years ago, and we are still waiting. Frankly we are still waiting because of this Andrews
Labor government—because of their refusal to get on and build the project. This heritage listing of the
Eastern Freeway is just another example of them seeking to make it as difficult as possible for
Victorians in the eastern suburbs to get out of the congestion that they are currently experiencing and
travel in a straightforward manner across the top of the city to access the western suburbs, the
Tullamarine Freeway or, in the future, the North East Link, which of course we support as well.
The average speeds we are currently seeing on the Eastern Freeway include an inbound peak of 45 to
55 kilometres per hour—that is on a freeway. The speed limit is 100 kilometres an hour, but 45 to 55
is the average speed. The outbound peak is 40 to 50 kilometres per hour. That is what people in the
eastern suburbs are experiencing each and every morning and each and every night as they live in the
congestion that the Andrews Labor government continues to create. The fact is the east–west link
would have been opening this year if the Premier had not spent $1.3 billion to stop that project from
going ahead. It is an absolute disgrace, and it will be a legacy of the Premier and this government in
relation to their absolute, abhorrent waste of money and their refusal to do what is fundamentally
necessary for the improved movement of traffic in this state.
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It is interesting that the Labor government is putting their efforts into heritage listing the Eastern
Freeway, this concrete car park, and is showing very little concern for what is actually a very iconic
and heritage-related aspect that will be affected by the North East Link, which is the Bulleen river red
gum. This is of great concern to many in my constituency because it is very significant. This tree was
actually added to the National Trust register of significant trees in the 1980s. It is estimated to be over
300 years old and has significant environmental value. It has also got a very high contemporary social
attachment and was actually voted the 2019 Victorian Tree of the Year. This tree is slated for
destruction, to be pulled down. So here we have an existing heritage-listed tree that is absolutely
fundamental that the Labor government does not care about. They are not in the least bit fussed in
relation to it. They are too busy being conspiracy theorists, anticipating that the Liberals are somehow
going to stop the North East Link Project, so they have got to go ahead and heritage list the Eastern
Freeway. This government should take care of natural environmental areas such as this tree that does
have heritage recognition already and that is going to be bulldozed by their work.
We know that this is very consistent with what we have seen in the past. It was devastating the trees
that were destroyed on St Kilda Road. It is interesting that those trees were added to the national
heritage list but this happened too late to save them. This is another area where there was genuine
heritage recognition but where the Labor government has just gone through. In fact the Minister for
Public Transport at the time, Jacinta Allan, labelled the proposal for national heritage listing as a
political stunt. Well, once again, 100 trees on a beautiful, iconic boulevard of Melbourne are gone.
Even Gough Whitlam’s house has gone. We know the other side love Gough, but his house in Kew
was demolished. Boroondara council voted to support the heritage listing of this house; Ngara was its
name. The council wanted an individual heritage overlay. The Minister for Planning, Richard Wynne,
denied that application and the house was bulldozed.
What we actually see is the absolute hypocrisy of the Labor government. Sites of genuine heritage
significance are being destroyed. Instead there is a political stunt, a political exercise, which we have
very clearly had from the Labor members in this house. They have articulated very clearly that the
only reason they have done the heritage listing of the Eastern Freeway is to try and stop us from
something that they think we might do some time in the future. What an absolute joke. It is a reflection
on Daniel Andrews and the Labor government that he leads. I think the community feels scorn and is
incredulous at the fact that the Labor government would go this far in relation to something that clearly
should not be supported and that they are now seeking it through this heritage listing.
I very much support Mr Davis’s motion today. I think this attempt at a heritage listing is a reflection
of the lengths to which this government will go to stop the building of the east–west link, which is so
fundamental for my constituents in the eastern suburbs.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:19): I rise to speak on Mr Davis’s motion about
the Eastern Freeway. I note that the government is not doing a very good job of convincing the
opposition and some of the crossbenchers about the merits of the Eastern Freeway having heritage
values, so I thought I might try and help by giving my own opinion about the Eastern Freeway.
I rise to speak about the heritage listing of the Eastern Freeway and to reflect on the good times that
we have had together. The Eastern Freeway is unlike other freeways because when you leave
Melbourne it goes east and when you return you can go west. In this way of course it is sort of like the
Western Freeway because you can go east and west there as well, but there is an important difference:
if you choose the wrong one, you will be lost, and even worse, you might end up Adelaide.
These directional proclivities make the Eastern Freeway unique—and now that I come to think of it,
the Western Freeway is also pretty unique in its own way—and so its heritage listing is surely a nobrainer and World Heritage listing cannot be far away. But that is a debate for another time. Other
items I would like to flag for heritage listing include the scaffolding on Parliament House and a cheese
sandwich a staffer left in my fridge over the winter break.
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I would like to conclude with a poem, if the house will indulge me:
Eastern Freeway, Eastern Freeway, so flat and smooth and grey,
Whenever I want to travel east, your bitumen points the way.
And when I want to travel west, your cat’s eyes guide me home,
Your gravel is so inspiring, I just had to write this poem.
Eastern Freeway, Eastern Freeway, although you seem low-tech,
You always get me extra fast, to the Hoddle Street bottleneck.
When it comes to Victorian roads, Eastern Freeway stands apart,
It doesn’t go just east and west, it’s a freeway to my heart.

Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (16:21): Sometimes you have to push and stretch an issue to find
something funny—to find the joke. Sometimes you do not.
Today we are discussing the potential heritage listing of a freeway. The Eastern Freeway was
completed in 1997. The movie The Castle was also released in 1997. While I am sure the freeway is
great, I think nobody but the government would think it needs to go straight to the pool room. Here
are a few more things from the pool room of 1997: Hanson’s MMMbop, James Cameron’s Titanic
and the first novel in the Harry Potter series. But how can these cultural landmarks hold a candle to
some eastbound bitumen? Crown Casino was opened; perhaps that is the next listing. Many things
that the government does are a joke, but this one—listing a freeway—is a dad joke.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (16:22): I get to follow Mr Quilty and the great poet
Banjo Limbrick as well, so it is quite a pleasure to speak this afternoon. This motion by Mr Davis
concerning the government’s proposal to heritage list the Eastern Freeway clearly points out that this
is another Daniel Andrews ruse. They are not interested in the heritage value of the Eastern Freeway
one little bit. In fact I am not sure they are interested in the heritage value of anything in Victoria. This
is a good reason to get Heritage Victoria to list the Eastern Freeway on their register so the government
can blame somebody else as to why they cannot build the east–west link. That is what this is about.
If you go through the form of this government, when it comes to health Ms Mikakos says the failings
of the health system are somebody else’s fault. When it comes to education and the troubles with our
schools and the lack of maintenance Mr Merlino says it is somebody else’s fault. When it comes to
the failings of our public transport system in Victoria and station skipping and trains not being on time
and passengers being left stranded, or the escalators at Southern Cross station, the transport minister
says it is somebody else’s fault. That is what this is about; it is so the government can point the finger
at Heritage Victoria and go, ‘We would have probably considered the east–west link sometime in the
future because of local political pressure, but we can’t because Heritage Victoria has listed it. It’s
somebody else’s fault’. That is what this is all about.
When it comes to the recycling crisis in Victoria or the energy crisis in Victoria the missing minister,
Lily D’Ambrosio, says, ‘I guess it must be somebody else’s fault’. That is the form of this government;
it is always looking for somebody else to blame. When costs blow out on major projects in this state
it is not the government’s fault, it is somebody else’s fault, and that is the form of this government.
When it comes to problems in the courts—and we have seen it today; the government’s legislation has
fallen apart in the courts today—it is somebody else’s fault. That is what this is about. We are going
to see more and more of this as we go through the life of this government because they are the Teflon
government. Nothing wants to stick to them because it is always somebody else’s fault.
They spend $1.4 billion to not build a road. I can tell you, shortly after that decision I was in London
pitching some projects we were thinking about in Victoria, and on Canary Wharf they said to me, ‘Are
you the place that spent 1.4 billion pounds’—they got the currency wrong—‘not to build a road? Was
that you?’. I said, ‘That was our state of Victoria’. We are the laughing stock of the investment
community across the globe because of these decisions.
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When I talked to people in Clifton Hill, in Parkville, in Carlton and in Carlton North when I came to
this place the first thing the local residents said to me was, ‘Can you get this traffic off our streets? It’s
bumper-to-bumper every single night. Our kids are breathing in these fumes. It’s not a great place to
live because of the traffic’. And then we said, ‘Well, how about we build the east–west link? How
about we do that and get this traffic off your roads?’. And Daniel Andrews told the people of Victoria,
‘I’m going to cancel the contract. It won’t cost a cent’. I see Mr Finn nodding here. In a sense Daniel
Andrews was right: it did not cost us one cent, it cost us $1.4 billion not to do it.
Imagine what this state could have done with $1.4 billion, how many job opportunities were lost and
how much productivity in Victoria between the west and east of Melbourne was lost as a result of this.
But what they have said is, ‘Hang on, there is going to be some point in the future where we are going
to get some political pressure to do something about that traffic congestion around Hoddle Street,
around Alexandra Parade, around Elliott Avenue and around Royal Parade. There’s going to be some
political pressure in the future to do something about that. How are we going to get around it now that
we’ve spent $1.4 billion and run this campaign about how it’s not needed?’. ‘I know’, they said—and
they have done this over a few bevvies no doubt—‘let’s get Heritage Victoria to list the Eastern
Freeway. That way when push comes to shove we can say, ‘It’s not our fault. It wasn’t our fault; it’s
Heritage Victoria that did it’.
This is the form of this government. They take no responsibility for the failings of Victoria. When
people look them in the eye—when victims turn up in this very place because their sons have been
attacked—they will not even meet with them, because it is somebody else’s fault. When people are
lying on mattresses on hospital floors the answer is, ‘It’s somebody else’s fault’. This is the form of
this government. This has got nothing to do with the government really wanting to list the Eastern
Freeway on the heritage list. It is about finding somebody else to blame, because this is the form of
this government.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (16:27): In reply, super briefly,
this is a very simple and narrow motion. Either the house supports the idea of heritage listing the
Eastern Freeway or it does not. We do not. We think it is nuts. We think it is a misuse of the heritage
process, and we think it weakens our heritage process by actually exploiting it in a way for which it is
not intended. I think there are many more important things that should be heritage listed than the
Eastern Freeway, and for that reason I brought this motion to the house.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr

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

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 20
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr

Motion negatived.

Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr

Stitt, Ms (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms (Teller)
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:36): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 146, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
DRUG HARM REDUCTION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (16:37): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes that International Overdose Awareness Day is on 31 August and aims to raise awareness of
overdose and reduce the stigma of drug-related deaths and that:
(a) drugs continue to be a major contributor to accidental mortality in Australia;
(b) the number of overdose deaths by prescription medication is now larger than all illicit drugs
combined;
(c) the number of accidental drug-related deaths is more than double the number of those killed in car
accidents;
(d) in 2017 there was a total of 2162 drug-induced deaths in Australia, a significant increase from the
1231 deaths in 2002, 15 years prior;
(e) of those 2162 deaths in 2017, 1612 were unintentional, an increase from 15 years ago, with
903 unintentional drug-induced deaths in 2002;
(f)

stigma can play a major role in these unnecessary deaths;

(g) this awareness day originated here in Victoria and is recognised in dozens of other countries;
(h) harm reduction principles are an important part of preventing overdoses; and
(2) acknowledges the grief felt by families and friends and commits to use this day to stimulate discussion
about overdose prevention.

I am very pleased to have the opportunity to move this motion on behalf of the crossbench. I think this
is probably the first time in this chamber that a joint motion has made it to the notice paper. This is a
joint motion that has been agreed to by the whole crossbench because it is an incredibly important
issue. I think International Overdose Awareness Day is a very important day to consider, to
commemorate and to promote so that we can somehow work towards reducing the death toll of drug
overdose in our community and our population.
As the motion tells us—I would use up all my time if I were to read the complete motion—the evidence
shows us that more people die of accidental drug overdoses than die from road accidents and yet we
keep spending billions of dollars seeking a zero road toll. I think zero deaths on our roads is an
honourable, optimistic and aspirational goal, but we do not even have a goal for overdose prevention
and yet it is consistently rising. Ten or 15 years ago probably, the road toll and the toll around
accidental drug overdoses was about even. Drug overdoses are now almost three times higher, and yet
we have not got a Transport Accident Commission out there running ads on how to prevent overdoses.
We do not have things like pill testing at festivals which could prevent overdoses. We need to take this
issue seriously.
I wrote to the Minister for Mental Health, Minister Foley, asking him if he could help promote drug
overdose day in Victoria, because it actually began in Victoria in 2010 as an initiative from the
Penington Institute. It now is in I think up to 100 countries, and around the world there will be close
to 600 events commemorating overdose prevention day. I wrote to the minister and said maybe we
could light up some of the buildings purple to commemorate the people who have died from accidental
drug overdoses in our community; as I say, it is about three times as many people as who have died
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from road accidents. I did not get an answer, but I am very pleased to hear today that the Victorian
Arts Centre will be lit up purple and a number of other buildings around the city will be lit up purple.
I hope that you share drug overdose awareness day with your constituents, that you help the people
who are still struggling with the loss of loved ones around your community and that we can work on
some sort of goal to reduce the ever-escalating deaths and the damage that illicit drugs do but also
even more so that prescription drugs do.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (16:41): I rise to speak on Ms Patten’s motion in relation to a
very significant commemoration and event on 31 August, and that is International Overdose
Awareness Day. Drug overdose is a tragedy, and I want to place on record that the government is
committed to doing everything possible to reduce the risk of drugs, both illicit and, as Ms Patten has
pointed out, prescription drugs. In the last Parliament a drug inquiry was conducted by the Legal and
Social Issues Committee, and I understand from my colleagues that it found that the majority of drug
overdoses were in fact prescription drug overdoses. So it is not a one-size-fits-all problem but it
certainly is an issue that the Andrews Labor government is very committed to addressing to reduce
the harm of both illicit and prescription drugs in our community.
In terms of specific support in this year’s budget for reducing the risk of overdose, the government has
committed over $34 million. That includes $30.2 million towards a new 30-bed residential
rehabilitation facility in Gippsland and new facilities in Geelong. It also includes new nasal spray
forms of the drug naloxone and essential training across Victoria reaching over 25 000 people each
year. That is in addition to needle and syringe exchanges that will also provide help and address drug
harm across Victoria and importantly increased access hours for the medically supervised injecting
room that is saving and will continue to save lives of Victorians using illicit drugs.
I want to place on the record our heartfelt sympathy to those families across Victoria who have
experienced the tragedy of losing a loved one through overdose, and I certainly hope that this motion
being debated in this place is wholeheartedly supported by all members of the chamber.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (16:43): I am pleased to be able to rise and speak to
motion 145 brought to the chamber by Ms Patten, which starts:
That this house:
(1) notes that International Overdose Awareness Day is on 31 August and aims to raise awareness of
overdose and reduce the stigma of drug-related deaths …

The motion goes on to say a number of other things and I want to just make some brief comments
around International Overdose Awareness Day because it is my understanding—as Ms Patten was
also explaining to the house—that in actual fact it originated in Melbourne, but in 2001 I think.
Ms Patten and I were just having a chat and we said it was 10 years prior to the 2011 initiatives that
Ms Patten was referring to. That was some time ago but from that time there was a global campaign
that came out of that awareness that was started here in Melbourne. So it is quite a significant initiative
in terms of what was being done all those years ago, nearly two decades ago.
Sadly, I have to concur with members in the chamber who will say that we have got far too many
overdoses, and we do. Whether that is through prescription drugs or whether that is through illegal
drugs, there are too many overdoses and too many lives lost. I am sure that many of us in the chamber
will know of someone, or multiple people, that have tragically lost their lives to overdose. It is my
strong view that we need to be doing more and more to prevent overdose from occurring, and we need
to be educating the community, especially our young people, that there is nothing safe about taking
drugs, nothing at all, and mixing a cocktail of drugs has a terrible effect in terms of mental health and
psychological impacts.
Mrs McArthur: Psychotic.
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Ms CROZIER: Yes, psychotic episodes. Thank you, Mrs McArthur. I was just thinking about the
huge impact—the terrible psychotic episodes—that can eventuate out of drug taking and the mixing
of drugs. I would urge any young person to think very, very carefully about taking any drugs, and I
certainly do remind those young people around me of the dangers, but it is also, as I mentioned,
prescription drugs too. The numbers around overdoses of prescription drugs is I think of huge concern
too, and I note that there is action being taken more at a national level in relation to potentially reducing
the size of packaging of opioids and these drugs that we are talking about where drug overdoses can
occur and have a detrimental and sometimes tragic effect. That is the TGA and the national
government looking at that issue, and I think that is a sensible thing when there are so many of these
drugs in our community and so many people, through various illnesses or their requirements, needing
to take these very strong drugs.
I know from my experience many years ago of seeing people that had overdosed coming into hospitals,
especially heroin overdoses, that they would be brought into emergency departments and dealt with
and cared for. They would have their overdoses reversed through an initiation of naloxone, or Narcan.
That really is important. I think governments of all persuasions have been working on harm
minimisation in relation to known drug addicts, but in terms of that, family members’ education around
administration is something that I know the former minister in the Baillieu and Napthine governments,
Ms Wooldridge in this chamber, took a strong stance on. It was about harm minimisation. It was about
education. It was about looking at this area where we can have more protections.
I note that just in recent days an alarming article in the Ballarat Courier spoke about the increase in
rates of overdose in that region. I think an indictment on the current government’s approach is actually
the failures in terms of trying to provide more assistance and support. My colleague Ms Kealy has
been highlighting the budget shortfalls and the cuts that have been occurring in and around drug
rehabilitation and mental health assistance for young people, especially getting into those programs to
get them off these substances and get them out of this scourge of drug abuse and the real potential
threat of having a catastrophic overdose.
The Penington Institute, which Ms Patten spoke of, have done some terrific work over the years, and
they continue to do that. I know Ms Wooldridge, when she was minister, gave significant support in
relation to the research and the work they were doing. More needs to be done. There is more work
being done and more data coming in from international jurisdictions as well as jurisdictions around
Australia to show the detrimental effects. I think we need to get the message out to people that there
is just too much risk with these drugs. We need to be doing more. We need to be educating young
people and saying there is absolutely nothing cool about this. Yes, they will push the boundaries—of
course they will—but they need to understand that these drugs are incredibly dangerous at times and
we have got stronger forms of some of these drugs on our streets being sold and peddled around
Victoria. It is where we have got these figures coming up in reports and showing this increase that is
a concern and will be a concern to us all.
I am not going to say too much about an issue that I know many on my side and others will not
essentially agree with me on, but in relation to the North Richmond injecting centre, it has not met the
objectives that the government hoped it would. There has been an increase in crime. That was
confirmed and spoken about by the Police Association Victoria’s Wayne Gatt on Monday, backing
up what the residents and the traders are saying. There has been an increase in crime and the number
of overdoses. Clearly I am getting emails and I am getting communication from people showing that
overdoses are still occurring outside that facility and in and around the car parks and the streets, and
those call-outs are on the increase. There has been a steady increase, not a decrease.
It is interesting in relation to that because I did have the ability to go out and speak and understand the
full extent of those overdoses in the North Richmond facility. It is a small proportion of what the
government is saying in relation to the numbers that are getting Narcan, or naloxone. Others at 95 per
cent oxygen saturation will have oxygen applied or have their head tilted to clear their airways, and
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that is deemed to be a reversal of an overdose. I just mention this in the context of this debate because
I think there are some issues around that particular facility that need to be understood to the full facts.
But in terms of what we are talking about today, it is recognising International Overdose Awareness
Day. It is important for our community to do as much as we can collectively, because authorities are
trying to do what they can, but indeed there needs to be more investment into drug rehabilitation for
anyone, including greater awareness for the elderly, who can be confused and accidentally have
prescribed drugs and overdose, and others who intentionally use those prescribed drugs and
unfortunately sadly and tragically have a terrible overdose.
We need to be doing more as a community, but the government needs to be doing much, much more.
They need to be not waiting for the royal commission to conclude what we all know—that more
investment needs to be put into rehabilitation and mental health. We know that. But in the country
areas where there is ice and where there is heroin these communities are really feeling it. I know that
because people tell me. People that I know very well say, ‘That town is an ice town. The deals happen
between that town and that town’. They know when it happens. It is really decimating and—
Mrs McArthur interjected.
Ms CROZIER: I see Mrs McArthur nodding because she knows the towns I am talking about. It
is the same area—it is where I grew up—and it is having an absolutely disastrous effect on those
communities and on those people. Sadly far too many people are overdosing and dying, overdosing
and having acquired brain injuries or overdosing and having a near-death experience. They are all
absolutely tragic and horrendous. We need to be doing much more. But the government have not done
nearly enough, and they have a much bigger responsibility than anyone else in trying to address this
rather than sweeping it under the carpet.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:54): I rise to speak on this motion about
Overdose Awareness Day. Overdose Awareness Day began here in Melbourne in 2001, but it is now
marked all around the world. I say ‘marked’ because it is not a celebration but a sombre moment where
people around the world mark the day with quiet vigils and events to acknowledge those lost to
overdose. For the families of those in the community that have passed from an overdose from illicit
drug use this is an important event as many families struggle with the shame and stigma associated
with drug use, and I know that some families may prefer to say that their loved one died from another
cause lest compassion turned to judgement. All members of our community deserve compassion, and
the losses experienced by families and friends is just as real and just as painful whether or not they
struggled with addiction. I acknowledge the work of people in the medical profession, and particularly
in the harm reduction community, who do considerable outreach work to try and reduce the prevalence
of overdose in our community.
I had the opportunity a couple of months ago to tour the new purpose-built medically supervised
injecting room in North Richmond, established to address the heroin overdose crisis in that area. I was
very impressed with the compassion and professionalism of the staff there. While measures like this
can help reduce overdoses from illicit drugs, it is not just illicit drugs that contribute to the risks of
overdose, with prescription opioids being responsible for more overdose fatalities than heroin.
Benzodiazepines such as valium also contribute significantly to these numbers. Today I acknowledge
all of those that have been lost to overdose, regardless of the legal status of the drugs involved.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:56): On behalf of the Greens, I would like to commend
this motion. As we know, it is Overdose Awareness Day on 31 August. Firstly, my love, thoughts and
deepest condolences to all those who have been affected by overdose in the life of their family, friends
or community. We have sobering statistics before us, with over 2000 deaths—and rising—a year due
to overdose. These sobering statistics are made even sadder with the knowledge that we can do
something about this. We can start to reduce this toll, and to do this we need to commit even more so
to harm reduction because harm reduction works. To all those families that experience the tragedy of
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overdose and its related harms: we are with you and our thoughts are with you, particularly as this day
approaches.
As we know, the war on drugs approach has not worked and it does not work. Not only does our failed
approach take resources away from treating drug use as a health issue but it also creates shame and
stigma in the lives of those people who are affected by substance use. I lost my first client to overdose
when I was 25 years old as a young, new social worker, and I have to say it changed my life. But more
profoundly, it changed the lives fundamentally of the children of my client and the partner left behind
who we continued to work with. What we do know is that the stigma that our failed approaches confer
on this entire issue of substance use affects those family and friends so dramatically. It changes the
type of grief and compassion they are afforded by the rest of the community.
There is so much work left to do. There is so much more work that we can do to ensure that we commit
to harm reduction approaches to help save people’s lives and to improve the lives of our broader
community. So as we approach Overdose Awareness Day this year, let us all in this place recommit
to doing everything that we can to reduce the harm and to commit to harm reduction approaches. On
behalf of the crossbench who have moved this motion here today, I thank Ms Patten for moving it on
all our behalves. I commend this motion to the house.
Motion agreed to.
ORGAN DONATION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (16:59): In the words that I have heard here many times, I will
be brief. I move notice of motion 149 standing in my name on behalf of the crossbench for the second
time—not the first, but the second. I move:
That this house recognises that:
(1) 30 August is Jersey Day, which promotes awareness of the Organ and Tissue Authority and the
DonateLife Network;
(2) Australia is a world leader in successful transplants, and in 2018, 1782 lives were saved through
transplantation; and
(3) this public awareness campaign will hopefully encourage Victorians to discuss organ donation with
family and close friends.

I did receive a package from Jersey Day which included a jersey and a football, which is standing
proudly in my office in Torquay right now. Had I known that I could have worn it in the chamber, I
probably would have worn it in the chamber, but I am only new to this game so I thought I would err
on the side of caution and not wear it; but anyway.
A member interjected.
Mr GRIMLEY: Okay, fair enough. Jersey Day, from my research and from what I know, is a
social cause designed to raise awareness of the Organ and Tissue Authority and DonateLife. It is a
simple concept that was inspired by the story of Nathan Gremmo, whose young life was tragically lost
in an accident in May 2015. Nathan’s family chose to give the gift of life to honour the legacy of
Nathan’s generous personality.
The importance of organ donation cannot be overstated. In 2018 alone 1782 lives were transformed
by 554 donors and 238 living organ donors and their families, which is amazing. This campaign is all
about raising awareness. Simply wear a jersey, share a photo on social media and begin the
conversation about organ donation with your friends and family. The campaign aims to raise
awareness about organ and tissue donation by getting people to wear these jerseys, their favourite
jersey, and share these photos on social media. For anybody who is not an organ donor—I am an organ
donor myself—and if you are considering it, please have the conversations at home, and if you decide
that you want to donate your organs then head to the website, the DonateLife website. It is quite simple.
You just fill out a page there with your details, and that is it; it is job done.
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So that is this Friday, 30 August. The Jersey Day crew are asking all schools and workplaces across
Australia to allow their students and employees to wear their favourite sporting jersey to school or
work to show their support for the DonateLife Network and begin the conversation. It is all about
raising awareness. On Friday I will be certainly be wearing my jersey. I will be proudly wearing the
West Coast Eagles jumper on Friday to raise awareness for organ donation, and I will also be having
a conversation with those around me about organ donation and their wishes. I commend the motion to
the house.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (17:02): ‘You only live once but if you do it right once is enough’.
These are the words in Nathan Gremmo’s final Instagram post—extraordinary wisdom from a 13year-old. I am very, very pleased that this subject and the recognition of Jersey Day has been brought
before the house. It is so important, and it is an opportunity for us to honour all of those in the
community who have to make incredibly difficult decisions and do so quickly and in a way that gives
life to a bunch of strangers. What an extraordinary thing that is. Jersey Day, as Mr Grimley has
indicated, is colourful and magnificent. I have some very dear friends who know the Gremmo family.
I do not personally know them, but I love the photo of Nathan on the Jersey Day website—this
gorgeous, bright, fun-filled spark of a young man waterskiing. It is just a beautiful, beautiful image. I
encourage you all to have a look at it.
I am conscious of the President’s rules and recent ruling and reminder to all of us about bringing things
into the house, but I would love to be wearing this beautiful bright yellow jersey while I make this
contribution, but the rules of the house do not permit that nor really for me to even refer to the fact that
I am holding it in my hand. So I will not test the patience of the President any further other than to say
I will be wearing my jersey on Friday for Jersey Day. It is a simple request from the Gremmo family—
from Nathan’s Aunt Belinda and Uncle Andy and Aisha and Lani, who on behalf of the extended
family have taken their grief and channelled it into this extraordinary movement to promote greater
understanding and awareness of organ donation and the importance of us all registering to donate our
organs should we be so inclined, because of course this is something we need to think about before
the moment ever occurs.
Nathan died suddenly. Nathan was in a car accident. He was 13 years old when this happened in May
2015, and his family chose to donate his organs. Six people received them; six lives were saved by
this extraordinary act of generosity. And this generosity is growing across our community, which is
of course a beautiful, beautiful thing. In Australia in 2018 1782 lives were transformed by
554 deceased donors and the decisions of their families. This is a record, and it also represents record
increases: a 9 per cent increase in donors, a 10 per cent increase in transplant recipients and a 12 per
cent increase in new registrations. What a truly beautiful, beautiful thing that the Gremmo family have
created.
It is late August. Everyone in Victoria has gone completely sports mad—if they were not already for
the rest of the year. We had 52 000 people losing their minds about basketball on the weekend. We
will have vastly greater numbers than that losing their minds about football over the coming days as
we enter the finals. And so what a perfect time of year the family have chosen to ask us all to wear our
favourite sporting jersey. I think everybody knows there is something there in the cupboard. For some
people it will probably be somewhere quite handy at the top of the pile. For others it might be a little
further back in the pile.
I would like to express my profound admiration for the Gremmo family. I know what is like to lose a
13-year-old, and so I think I have some sense of what this family has experienced—different
circumstances, but 13-year-olds. Being 13 is a pretty magical time in a person’s life—the end of
childhood and on the cusp of adulthood. And that Nathan’s family have taken what must be a very
profound desire to honour his life, to channel the energy that I imagine they are all supported by—
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through their friends and family and their network—and to create some meaning out of something so
unspeakably awful is a truly beautiful thing.
So I thank Mr Grimley for the opportunity for us to finish a day in the house—which is sometimes a
little conflicted; sometimes it is a day of robust debate—on such a positive and happy message, with
such a positive and happy idea in memory of this young man and in a great spirit of solidarity with his
family. I commend the motion to the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:08): I rise to make a few remarks in relation to
Mr Grimley’s motion, and I also want to place on record my support for this and thank those that have
spoken before. It is a very emotional subject for many, many people. I know for Ms Pulford it is
especially so.
I had the privilege to sit on the Legal and Social Issues References Committee inquiry in 2012 when
we tabled a report here in this chamber that looked at organ donation. At that time we identified and
required action on and continued support for the following: the need for families to have early
discussions about their donation wishes, a greater emphasis on raising awareness of tissue donation
and the facilitation of timely tissue donations, the continued implementation of donation after cardiac
death programs, consideration of living donor expense reimbursement schemes, the possibility of
establishing a coordinated organ retrieval service in Victoria and further strategic community
awareness campaigns aimed at promoting the benefit of organ and tissue donation.
That was seven years ago and it seems like nothing much has changed. I know that Ms Wooldridge,
in taking an important policy to the Victorian community at last year’s state election, was around this
very important issue, and it was about raising awareness, working with the Organ and Tissue Authority
and working with VicRoads to get more donors into the program.
We have got some exceptional health services here in Victoria: the Alfred, with their heart-liver
transplant program, and the Austin, with their liver transplant program, and others who do a
magnificent job facilitating this altruistic act for so many and giving people so much hope, joy and
ongoing life.
I know that there are others that want to speak to this. I just want to say that it was only last week that
I met with Allan Turner, who was the father of Zaidee Turner. His family formed the Zaidee’s
Rainbow Foundation following the untimely death of Zaidee, who donated her organs. She was just a
child. There are so many examples of this in our community—so many families are affected—and it
is just terrific to know that there are so many in this chamber that are willing to be part of a program
to provide the ongoing ability for others to enjoy ongoing health and a happy life. I will say, on behalf
of the Nationals and Liberals, that we support the motion and urge all people to be registered in an
organ donation program.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:11): At the risk of breaching several pending copyright or
trademark registrations that my colleague Mr Quilty may have, I shall be brief. I say that, in terms of
brevity, because I want to bring some light and happiness to this discussion this afternoon, because I
believe that is where this motion has its heart. There is joy and tremendous happiness in what this
campaign is bringing to the community and what it is trying to achieve. That is the story that comes
out of this.
I relate this to a personal experience. My brother-in-law in Brisbane, Adrian Boxshall, has been the
recipient of a kidney transplant not once but twice due to the ravages of the disease that consumes his
body. Generosity and happiness I know those families would feel to know that his life has been
extended and that he has taken advantage of that. He is one of the best and most recognised personal
trainers in Brisbane. He leads an extraordinary life, and he is incredibly grateful. I encourage all
Victorians to observe this day on the 30th of this month, and I also encourage all Victorians to become
organ donors because it will save so many lives and it means so much to them.
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Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:12): I thank Mr Grimley for bringing this motion to our
attention, and I am very happy to support it. I say at the outset that I am a registered organ donor. As
some of you may know, my son, who did not make his 30th birthday, was tragically killed in a cycling
accident in Sydney. When I spoke to the surgeons at the hospital where he was, I said, ‘Can you please
use his organs. He is an extraordinarily fit, able young man. He was killed on a bicycle. He would ride
70 kilometres in a day before going to work. They would be great organs’. ‘Please use them’, I begged
the hospital. Unfortunately there were medical reasons why they could not, and it was an extraordinary
disappointment to me and to my family that this healthy, fit young man’s organs could not be made
use of by other people. We would have loved that. I certainly would urge everyone to register as an
organ donor, and I hope the medical profession can use the organs of people who have accidents if
they have given their permission and their families agree. It is vitally important. Thank you,
Mr Grimley. I hope everybody wears that jumper on the 30th.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:14): I am very pleased that we were able to put this
motion on the table today. This will be a special day. Many of us have been touched by organ donation
as loved ones have donated their organs and loved ones have received those organs. I encourage
everybody to become an organ donor. One donation can save 10 lives. I think Jersey Day is a great
day. I am sad I am not wearing my jersey right now. I commend the motion.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
The PRESIDENT: Before we move to statements on reports, I acknowledge a federal member
and a previous member of this chamber in the gallery, Mr Daniel Mulino.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:15): I rise to speak on the state budget papers and to continue
my contribution from last week on the disastrous Shepparton Education Plan. Last week I outlined
that this plan will close four schools in Shepparton and create one larger, so-called super-school of
2700 students, roughly 600 students more than any other school in this state. In Shepparton there is
huge anger about this plan. Parents do not want this school. They want choice for their children; they
do not want to have only one school in Shepparton. Parents are enraged. There is not enough money
in the budget to pay for the building of a new school, and there is a huge amount of anger.
I outlined last week that there was a public meeting held in Shepparton where parents expressed their
frustration, and I also outlined that they needed to hold that public meeting because there had been
very poor consultation by the government. In fact it was acknowledged by the regional director of
education, Terry Bennett, that they could have done better with the consultation. In fact only
334 people were consulted on this plan, and it is not the plan that people want in Shepparton.
I also outlined last week that there have been movements between the schools in Shepparton, that
Wanganui Park Secondary College has remained relatively stable with its numbers but that Shepparton
and Mooroopna have declined. Also McGuire College has increased significantly. I did that because
people are saying that people are just walking away from public education in droves, but you can see
that while two of the schools are declining, one has increased—it has a select entry accelerated learning
program in it—and of the two private schools in the area, the grammar school has only increased by
around 3 per cent over the time that we are talking about. Notre Dame, the Catholic school, has actually
declined by 1 per cent, so they are not walking away from public education in favour of a private
education. What we will see under this plan is a further decline in people participating in public
education in Shepparton because people are lining up in droves now to enrol their children at Notre
Dame and at the grammar school and also at Numurkah Secondary College.
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But it is the people who cannot possibly walk away from public education who are feeling trapped,
and they are distraught at the impact that this plan will have on their children. Emotions are running
very high. Parents are very, very concerned about overcrowding on the site because the site they have
chosen for this school is not nearly big enough. They are very concerned about bullying at the school.
All of the bullies in Shepparton from the four schools will be on the one site, and there have been no
answers from the proponents of this plan as to how they will deal with those fears that the parents
have. The plan involves nine houses being built as part of the school. One of the things that the parents
are fearful of is that all the bullies will be put into the one house and it will become like the Jika Jika
division of that school. But no-one can even tell them how this is going to be dealt with.
They have fears that their children are going to fall through the cracks in such a large school, and we
know that all research shows that children, particularly children from disadvantaged communities—
and Shepparton is a disadvantaged community—do better in smaller school environments, so it is
absolutely astounding that the government wants to create the largest school in the state in an area of
such significant disadvantage. New buildings will not change anything. It is about what goes on inside
the buildings that creates a good educational outcome.
Currently they are developing a new curriculum. There is no reason why they could not implement
what they think is a better curriculum within the four schools that we have now, and the money that
would have been spent on building a new school could be spent on improving the buildings at the
current school sites.
Parents are concerned about their children being on buses for a very long time. One school bus operator
has said that children will need to be on the bus as early as 6.45 in the morning and will not return
home until after 5.00 pm. It is hardly creating a good atmosphere for children to have after-school
activities and to have a good lifestyle outside of school.
This plan is a disaster. The uniforms issue is another issue that I might talk about next week. But I call
on this government to abandon this plan and to consult with the people of Shepparton about the type
of secondary education they want for their children.
TARELLA ROAD, CHELSEA, OPEN SPACE
Petition
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (17:20): I rise to speak on the e-petition in regard to 17 and
19 Tarella Road, Chelsea, also known as Dents Reserve. I tabled the petition yesterday. This is a very
unique piece of remnant vegetation which needs permanent environmental protection to secure this
land into the future. In 1943 Frederick Dent and Jean Armour purchased the land after announcing
their engagement. Fred, an electrician, built the bungalow still standing at the rear of number 17, and
he and Jean lived there for their entire lives. The rest of the blocks, which are covered in vegetation,
are essentially the same as they were in 1945. The blocks were never cleared, and there are no other
houses on the land. Fred and Jean Dent cared for this land for more than 70 years.
These two blocks are the last piece of remnant vegetation of this type in the area, an area that lacks
walkable open space. To clear it for housing would be vandalism and would ignore its environmental
and historical value. It needs to be secured as a nature and public reserve, but unfortunately I heard
that last week the minister announced that it has not been included in this round of pocket parks. I
know the passion of the residents in that area and of their petition. I support them in their ongoing
struggle to hopefully have this land, one way or another, acquired by the government or the council to
keep this piece of public open space. I recommend that the government does reconsider and include
this pocket park.
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ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Mr HAYES: I will also go on to speak, if I can, briefly to the Environment and Planning
Committee’s interim report of its inquiry into recycling and waste management that was also tabled
yesterday. What I have gleaned from being on that committee and from the contents of the report so
far is that Victoria, and Melbourne in particular, is in a state of crisis with its waste and recycling. We
have got stockpiles of flammable waste dotted around the city. We are still storing toxic chemicals,
and we are adding to those stores as we go on because we have not yet developed a means of disposing
of these chemicals at the rate at which they are being acquired. We have got significant and ongoing
risks of fire and pollution in industrial and some suburban areas. The notable effect of China’s
withdrawal from our waste and recycling business has now drawn our focus in an urgent manner to
how we handle our waste, how we need to be responsible for what we create and how we dispose of it.
Now the good thing about a crisis is that it provides us with opportunities. What we have in front of
us is something that I know all my fellow committee members committed to and that is making the
best of the information we are given to deal with this crisis. We look forward to making urgent
recommendations to the government. A couple of them that really strike me are things that the
government needs to be considering and working on even before we hand our final report down, which
will be early next year I would say. That includes facilitating and creating investment in recycling
industries. We really need to do a lot better in reducing the amount of waste that goes to landfill, and
we have got to better separate our waste at home and in commercial premises into the right streams so
that it can be managed in the correct manner. This really has not been happening enough. There is
significant contamination of substances for recycling, and this has got to stop right away.
The money that is in the Sustainability Fund has got to be better used to put this into effect. We need
to invest in recycling industries. We also need to educate the public in how to not pollute our waste
streams but to keep our recycled streams pure and keep one form of recycling separate from another.
There is a lot of work to be done in this area. I commend the committee and the staff that worked so
hard in getting the interim report together, and I look forward to bringing the inquiry to a conclusion
and get on with fixing this urgent crisis. Looking after recycling and waste is an urgent priority.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:25): I would like to make a few comments this afternoon in terms
of the 2019–20 Victorian budget and to speak to the management of bushfire risk. I will specifically
go to the point in relation to Safer Together and the impact of bushfires on Victorian communities, the
economy and the environment. My topic today relates to the vegetation management officers. I would
like to drill down into their role, my concerns in relation to this year’s budget and the ongoing issue
that Fire Rescue Victoria could potentially have in relation to these fantastic officers.
We know that over the last summer, January through to March, we saw multiple fires rage across
specifically Gippsland but also other parts of Victoria. We also know that the fuel loads continue to
build up across our state, which is one of the most fire-prone places in the world. We also know that
planned burns can be a very effective mechanism for the protection of our communities in these highbushfire risk areas. Indeed there is much concern. I have spoken only recently to a very noble and
knowledgeable gentleman in the form of David Packham, who raised that very issue that the fuel loads
in country Victoria are startling.
We also see the importance of preparatory burns. Recently I had the pleasure—I will say the pleasure;
it was very much a pleasure—to meet a constituent in Yinnar South and to understand that his house
was saved in the Yinnar South fires primarily because he went against council regulations and actually
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cleared the land around his home. You can see where the fire burnt through from the Morwell state
forest and stopped on his boundary because there was low to no undergrowth.
Operational effectiveness can occur through these preparatory burns, and this is where the key role of
the vegetation management officers comes in. I have met many of them, and they are very much
specialists. They often have local knowledge of the area and have worked in the industry for a long
time. Speaking with some of them they have concerns, and I now do as well, around how the
introduction of Fire Rescue Victoria will play out in terms of their future role: will they turn into an
administrative role and not be classified as the technical specialists they currently are? They are also
concerned that those roles will not be filled by local specialists with decades of current knowledge but
by existing fire officers, as one of them related to me, in urban Melbourne fire stations. These are their
valued and genuine concerns.
Our vegetation management officers came about through the royal commission back in 2009 in
relation to being that particular specialised and skilled area. Having that knowledge and working with
Parks Victoria, the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and the local CFA
members, both career and volunteer, means they do play a very important role. I want to put on record
some of the areas of their specialised technicalities. They coordinate and they provide leadership across
different tenures and fuel management treatments across the landscape. They lead CFA representation
in the development and coordination of the identified fire and emergency management industry. They
create good partnerships in relation to understanding when and where and how is the right time to
burn. They provide technical expertise, and also one of their key factors is training—training within
the community and within our local CFAs.
For this particular reason it is so important that this government ensures that the community will
continue to be as safe as it possibly can be, particularly in my patch of Gippsland, and also ensures
that the existing vegetation management officers will stay in their commander roles rather than be
turned into far less of an authoritative role and far less of a communication role within the community.
I challenge the government, I ask the government, to ensure that this specialised role is supported and
not replaced by some jobs-for-the-boys arrangement into the future. It is imperative for the safety and
security of people across the state and specifically in Gippsland, which has that very high fuel load.
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:30): I rise to speak in reply to the interim report of the
Environment and Planning Committee’s inquiry into recycling and waste management. Firstly, a thank
you to the secretariat staff and all the committee members for their hard work so far as we make our
way through this significant inquiry. While the inquiry has a broad remit to look at the waste and
resource recovery crisis that is engulfing our state at the moment, the interim report is focused on toxic
waste storage and the three major fires that have occurred over the last three years. They specifically
are the Coolaroo fire in July 2017, the West Footscray fire in August 2018 and the Campbellfield fire
in April 2019, as well as broader issues relating to the storage of chemical and other waste that poses
a risk to the community.
The report highlights and explores both the causes and the consequences of these storage risks and
what we can do to mitigate them in the future. In terms of the cause of the build-up to these fires that
we have seen pose quite significant risk to the community, the committee found that there were several
factors that contributed to this, including illegal dumping and storage of hazardous materials, overstockpiling of recyclable and other waste, lack of markets for this waste, location of resource and
recovery facilities in buildings that were not fit for purpose and an inadequate system of proactive
monitoring and enforcement of chemical waste storage. We also looked at the appropriateness of the
location of these facilities. Concerningly the report highlights that 75 million litres of chemical waste

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS, PAPERS AND PETITIONS
2798

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 28 August 2019

were disposed of outside the legal chemical waste industry. It highlights that there is significant action
to be taken in this regard.
Through the report it is clear that more needs to be done in terms of the entire line of toxic and other
waste disposal—from the collection to the transfer to the storage to the processing. That is something
I am sure my fellow committee members will be committed to looking at as the inquiry continues.
In terms of the consequences of these fires, we have seen public safety being put at risk—the
community, the residents and the workers who had to tend to these fires. We saw very significant
environmental risks—for example, at Stony Creek in the west. Its plant and animal life forms were
virtually killed off through this very hazardous fire that impacted so much of the community. We
know that in other places and at Stony Creek itself the impacts of these fires last for many, many
months, if not years, with children in the community not being able to access their open spaces, their
creeks and the environment that they so enjoy and want to re-emerge into.
We also heard from the community, who are fearful of ongoing risks and want the Parliament and the
government to take stronger action to prevent these risks from exacerbating. Many community
members expressed to us that they felt neglected, that these problems are forgotten about until
something really drastic happens, and they feel like they are an afterthought. We owe it to them to take
much stronger, more proactive action going into the future.
We have seen the task force already have a significant impact in terms of reviews that have been
announced by both the government and Environment Protection Authority Victoria, which are very
welcome. Yesterday we heard an announcement from the government that it will expand and introduce
extra penalties for improper storage, which was also welcome. But these penalties are only as good as
the monitoring and enforcement regime that surrounds them. You cannot penalise someone that you
have not monitored for doing the wrong thing. We urge the government to continue to strengthen
monitoring and enforcement and to work across the agencies that are responsible for monitoring and
enforcement at a local level.
What we are seeing emerging from my perspective through both this interim report and the ongoing
work of the committee is a general theme. In terms of waste and resource recovery our governments
have had a set-and-forget mentality. We have left it to the market. But there is no doubt that what we
are seeing now is a market failure. This is what happens when you leave it to the market to govern
goods—social goods, environmental goods—that the public really value. It highlights the need for
intervention and regulation from government, particularly when we are talking about social
environmental goods that the public believe are part of the essential social contract with government.
No-one wants to see recycling fail in this state.
I am sure I speak on behalf of the committee when I express our commitment to looking forward to
what more we can do as future hearings roll out, where we will be offering insights and solutions to
the recycling crisis. What I would like the committee to continue to do is to come up with real solutions
that will solve this crisis in the future.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:35): My statement on reports
tonight is related to the state budget, budget paper 4, page 158—the Kananook rail stabling facility. I
am in receipt of a letter from the City of Frankston and the office of the mayor, Cr Michael O’Reilly.
He alerted me to a motion carried at the City of Frankston on 22 July. I am going to quote this motion:
That Council writes to the Hon. Jacinta Allan MP, Minister for Public Transport, the Hon. David Davis MLC,
Shadow Minister for Public Transport and Ms Sonya Kilkenny MP (State Member for Carrum) requesting
that the current design and construction of the Kananook Rail Stabling Facility incorporate:
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Effective noise mitigation measures to attenuate noise disturbance from the operation of the facility to
adjoining residential areas with relevant project team staff that are delivering the facility to be available
to consult and appropriately explain the noise testing data and design measures to residents and interest
groups;

2.

A permanent security presence to deter inappropriate behaviour and activities attributable to the facility;

3.

Work sheds to house operating rail infrastructure to improve the overall aesthetics of the facility.
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There has been a controversy about the Kananook rail stabling facility. We all support the
improvement of the line and improved services along the line, although I note that punctuality is
actually declining on the Frankston line at the moment. But the Kananook area has a significant
commercial district. There are seven businesses in fact. Some have been there for more than 60 years.
They have not had great satisfaction from the government, but that decision has now been foisted on
the community. The industrial land has gone and they are about to move in and build this facility.
I think it is only reasonable of the council to act in the interests of its community to make sure that the
thing that is built there, the stabling yard, is actually of a sufficient standard and its impact on local
residences is moderated. I think it is a perfectly reasonable request, and I think that the member for
Carrum ought to be supporting the council on this matter. I think the Minister for Public Transport ought
to be prepared to meet the council and talk through many of these points. The letter goes on to say:
Compared to the previous activities for the location, there will be increased and new noise generated by trains
using the new Kananook stabling yard. Much of this will be at night and early morning when noise impacts
are heightened and most intrusive.
Whilst much of the area surrounding the facility is industrial use, there are a small number of residences
located 200 to 300 metres west of train stabling which are not shielded by intervening industrial land uses.
Council is concerned about not only the potential noise impacts on these immediate residences, but on the
wider nearby residential community. However, to date—

and this is the story of the level crossing removal project all over; they roll over communities and they
do not listen and they will not engage on legitimate points that are made by communities and councils—
no information has been made available on the nature of these impacts and how noise effects will be mitigated.
Council would also like to be assured that, whilst most of the building works associated with the stabling yard
are set back from the road, good architectural designs are achieved together with quality landscaping.

These seem to me to be very reasonable requests from a council that is actually seeking to intervene
on behalf of its community, and I would urge Labor members in the chamber, the member for Carrum
and the minister to engage with the council to try and get a better outcome here. The letter says:
… Council is keen to understand the details of the current design for the Kananook Rail Stabling Facility and
to work with the relevant State Government agencies to ensure noise and other impacts are minimised.

These seem to me to be deeply reasonable attempts to actually engage. The letter goes on:
Once the facility is open, Council would like assurance that undesirable behaviour to the area is not attracted.

They want fencing and lighting to deter such behaviour, and they welcome the opportunity to engage.
I would say that the government needs to ensure that this stabling yard is built in a way that minimises
the impact on the local community—that the stabling yard is built in a way that is reasonable. I know
it is time that the member for Carrum, Ms Kilkenny, actually defended her community and worked
with her community. To date, she has not.
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Members
MR ERDOGAN
Inaugural speech
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (17:41): I begin by acknowledging the traditional
owners and custodians of the land on which we meet today and pay my respects to their elders past,
present and emerging. I am proud to be joining a government which is committed to treaty with our
First Nations.
I acknowledge the President of the Legislative Council and offer my belated congratulations to him
on his election to the high office of President. I also acknowledge all members of the Legislative
Council, my parliamentary colleagues and my family and friends in the gallery today.
I come to this place as a lawyer, trade unionist and advocate for working people, a proud member of
the Australian Labor Party and indeed a true believer. But I stand in this place now as a representative
of the people of Southern Metropolitan Region. To have the privilege of being elected to this chamber
and representing such a diverse electorate is truly a great honour. I give my commitment to represent
them to the best of my abilities.
The suburbs in my electorate have a long and rich history, one made all the more vibrant by the
contribution of migrants that have made this part of the world their home. The area is home to some
of the state’s oldest churches and Christian communities. Today Southern Metropolitan Region is
home to most of our state’s Jewish community. The diversity does not begin and end with matters of
faith. The local schools, community groups, sports clubs and businesses are too many to name
individually. Each contributes in their own unique way to making Southern Metropolitan Region such
a popular place to live, study, work and play.
Like many Victorians, my parents migrated here in search of greater opportunity. They were both born
into Kurdish families on the steps of the Taurus Mountains in southern Anatolia. They are descendants
of the Kochgiri tribe and Perwuzi clan. Famous British politician and diplomat Mark Sykes visited our
tribe at the beginning of the 20th century. He wrote about the Kurdish tribes of the Ottoman Empire
in the Journal of the Royal and Anthropological Institute of Great Britain and Ireland in 1908. He
was utterly unimpressed and described the Kochgiri tribe as, and I quote, ‘miserable farmers who
dwelled in semi-underground dwellings’. Therefore, as you might expect, they were impoverished
farmers in the Ottoman Empire, and this did not change with the formation of the Republic of Turkey.
My father, Dursun, was the first in our family to make the journey to Australia, arriving in 1974. Being
the eldest of 13 children, he shouldered great responsibility. My mother, Mediha, arrived in Australia
in 1982 and soon after started working at the Ford Motor Company in Broadmeadows, where she
worked for over 20 years. Like many new migrants, they worked tirelessly to not only establish
themselves in their new country but to also support family abroad.
My parents grew up in a society where there was great economic inequality, so it was no surprise that
economic justice was a central focus for them. My father worked on the railways and was an official
for the Australian Railways Union prior to privatisation. He later became a cabbie and now runs a hire
car business. My mother worked in a team of mostly migrant women and achieved outcomes for them
as their shop steward with the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union. It is very true that my father’s
experience of being made redundant due to privatisation and my mother’s retrenchment due to the
demise of the automotive industry have had a very profound effect on me. In particular it strengthened
my belief in the role of government to support the transition of local industry.
My parents were not only active in their workplaces and community, they were also active in the
Australian Labor Party. I grew up with stories of Labor being the party that delivered universal health
care and education for all and that embraced multiculturalism. My earliest childhood memories are of
May Day rallies, community picnics and going to the footy. I consider myself lucky as I had an
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upbringing rich in love from a large family and community. I am also grateful to be in a country where
you can earn a fair day’s pay for a fair day’s work.
By the time I was 17 I wanted to be part of a movement that made this country fairer, so in the winter
of 2002 I joined my local ALP branch. Before being elected to this chamber I had the privilege to
serve on a local council and contribute to public life.
For the past seven years I worked as a personal injury lawyer at Maurice Blackburn, Australia’s
leading trade union and social justice law firm. The most fulfilling aspect of practising law was that I
was making a difference to people’s lives one case at a time. It was here that I saw firsthand the
difference Labor governments can make to working people’s lives. It was the Bracks Labor
government that restored the right for seriously injured workers to make common-law claims for
compensation.
Working as a lawyer also gave me a better understanding of the inherent power imbalances that exist
between employers and employees, and producers and consumers. I saw up close how people
structured and ordered their lives and how they sought to live out their aspirations, often when
confronted with significant adversity. The economy, driven by ingenuity and competition, creates a
rich bounty. But society is more than just an economy; we need the right mix of reward for effort and
taking risks, recognition of the inherent dignity of labour and a sense of security so that people who
are facing adversity are not left behind or forgotten.
When I think of the history of the labour movement in this state, two moments stand out in my mind.
I think of the efforts of those workers and trade unionists that fought so hard for the establishment of
the 8-hour work day, beginning with the stonemasons who marched on the steps of Parliament House
in 1856. When that cornerstone principle of our industrial relations system was enshrined into law in
1916 by the passage of the Victorian Eight Hours Act, it was our great state showing the nation how
an industrial relations framework could be established with fairness and equity as its core principles.
As many will know, it was not until 1920 that the 8-hour day was enshrined nationally. This core
entitlement still remains something that many of us take for granted.
Many employment conditions that we today regard as fair and reasonable in a modern society, such
as unfair dismissal laws, annual leave, superannuation, sick leave, penalty rates, tea breaks, public
holiday exclusions and long service leave, only came to fruition through the collective struggle of the
union movement. The role of trade unions remains as relevant to the hope and aspirations of Victorians
today as it was during the 8-hour campaign.
I see it as my duty, as I enter this place, to not forget where I came from and always remain conscious
of the challenges faced by ordinary people in their day-to-day lives.
I would like to speak briefly about my passion for the manufacturing sector. I am very mindful of the
efforts of the contemporary trade union movement and my Labor colleagues in both this chamber and
the other place who are involved in economic policy development. We all know that Victoria’s
economy has changed significantly in the last 20 years. Traditional industry, like where my parents
worked, has in many places given way to new industries focused on education, health services, finance
and advanced manufacturing.
The last census recorded a 24 per cent decline in the number of Australian manufacturing workers in
the five years preceding the census. The majority of those jobs had been in Victoria and South
Australia. While the reasons this is occurring will continue to be debated, the facts show us that this
transition is underway, and clearly this demands a response with the interests of ordinary working
Victorians. These circumstances make it so vital for Victoria to have a government that is prepared to
fight for jobs and one that believes in the creative and productive talents of its people. I applaud the
work the Andrews government has been doing in setting local content targets and investing in fastgrowing industries like new energy, education and our food and produce sector.
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We are all human, and the rough and tumble of our professional and personal lives takes a toll on
anyone. We all have a community duty to look after one another. This does not end with industrial
relations or industry policy. Our mental health is the foundation of every other facet of our lives.
Mental illness does not care who you are, where you live, what you do for a living or where you went
to school. Mental health needs vary throughout our life in response to different stressors and
experiences. What is vital is that people can access the support they need when they need it.
Men in particular are a group that are statistically found to be reluctant to seek help, whether for simple
or complex health needs. It is the old stereotype: suck it up and you’ll be right. This flippant attitude
is changing for the better, but it is still not viewed as it should be. Stigma, prejudice and misinformation
are still obstacles to people reaching help in the first place, let alone whether the system that is designed
to help them is doing so effectively.
Tragically about 600 Victorians take their lives each year. At the moment men make up an average
six out of every eight suicides in Australia every single day. The number of men who die by suicide
in Australia every year is nearly double the national road toll. I applaud the Andrews government for
establishing a royal commission into this state’s mental health system, and I look forward to the
implementation of its recommendations.
I am proud to be the first Australian of Kurdish background elected to the Victorian Parliament, in fact
to any Parliament in Australia. My election is proof of the fair go, and I hope it can inspire future
generations of new Victorians to fulfil their potential.
We know that every individual’s potential is realised when we have equality of opportunity. The
learnings gained through education provide a foundation for employment and lifelong prosperity. I
commend the Premier and Deputy Premier for revitalising our TAFE sector and committing to
upgrading over 1000 schools as well as building 100 new schools in our state.
I appreciate that many people have contributed to my election to this chamber. Many of them are here
today. To my mother, Mediha, who is no longer with us, but who I think of daily: I thank you for your
love, wisdom and instilling in me the importance of hard work. To my father, Dursun: I thank you for
teaching me to question injustices in society and encouraging me to be active. To my brother Hasan:
I am sure no-one is more proud of my election to this place than you. You are a clever and
compassionate person. I know Mum would be pleased to see us remain so close. To my wife, Pelin: I
thank you for your love, support and understanding.
To the Victorian Kurdish community and my progressive Turkish friends, I thank you for sharing this
journey with me. To my uncles, aunties and cousins—too numerous to name you all individually—I
thank you for your unconditional love and support.
I wish to acknowledge the Shop, Distributive and Allied Employees Association. The SDA is a
responsible and effective union which has seen Australia with a higher rate of unionisation of the retail
industry and better conditions of employment than in any other country. As the late Bob Hawke said
at the 100-year anniversary of the founding of the SDA, it is as ‘close as you can get to a 10 out of
10 union’. It is an honour to have the support of the SDA.
I thank Michael Donovan, the Victorian state secretary and national president of the SDA, for his
unwavering support, leadership and friendship. Michael is the most dedicated unionist I have met, a
person who has devoted his career to improving the employment conditions of retail, fast-food and
warehousing workers. I wish to also acknowledge Trish Connelly, the Victorian assistant secretary of
the SDA. Trish’s fair and passionate unionism has been an inspiration to many.
I thank my legal mentor and friend, the national head of injuries at Maurice Blackburn, Liberty Sanger.
Liberty has made the journey today with three-week-old Matilda. Liberty is a brilliant and tenacious
lawyer who has always encouraged me to challenge myself.
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I wish to acknowledge my federal parliamentary colleagues the federal member for Fraser, Daniel
Mulino, and senator for Victoria Raff Ciccone. Raff and I share a passion for the ALP and the mighty
Collingwood Football Club.
I thank and acknowledge my state parliamentary colleagues Deputy Premier James Merlino and the
member for Pascoe Vale, Lizzie Blandthorn. I wish to acknowledge the Victorian ALP assistant
secretary and champion of manufacturing workers, Kosmos Samaras. Thank you, Kos, for your
guidance. Thank you, David Feeney, for your friendship also. You are a kind and humble human
being. The federal Parliament is poorer for your absence.
Finally, I thank my many friends, including those who have made time in their busy schedules to come
to Parliament and sit in the gallery today. Special mention must go to Tony, John-Paul, Mauro, Matt,
Adam, Sammi, Miguel, Brendan, Hovig, Naim, Cam, Sedar, Dilek, Dimity, Emily and of course Dean
D’Angelo. I look forward to enjoying your continued support and friendship.
Members applauded.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:58): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

MUNRO STREET, COBURG, SIGNAL BOX
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:58): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Planning. There is a 91-year-old signal box near Coburg train station—it is on Munro Street—and it
is set to be demolished to make way for sky rail. It was built in 1928; in fact it replaced an earlier box
that was built there in 1892—127 years ago. The Level Crossing Removal Project team has applied to
Heritage Victoria to demolish the box, which has an interim protection order, and claims that building
around the box would set the project back by up to $10 million—a figure I just do not buy. It is
overinflated.
For the record, I support the level crossing removals and even the sky rail projects in my electorate of
Northern Metro, and I recently met with the team doing the planning for the Upfield line. I have also
met with residents concerned about what the end result would be. I was told directly by the level
crossing removals team that community groups would have an opportunity for further input before
final plans were released. So I was pretty disappointed and surprised to see the flashy videos online
and design drawings in the Age. It does not seem that community groups were further consulted, which
is absolutely unacceptable.
Now, a century-old railway signal box may not seem like paradise to most people, and we can pave
over it and put up a parking lot, but remember, ‘Don’t it always seem to go that you don’t know what
you’ve got till it’s gone’. The action I seek is for the minister to review the heritage implications of
allowing the demolition of the Munro Street signal box, to meet with community groups lobbying for
more input along the Upfield line and to find a way to keep this valuable part of Coburg’s rich history.
PASCOE VALE TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (18:00): My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Roads, and it concerns the safety and traffic flow of vehicles around Gaffney Street–Cumberland
Road and Boundary Road–Cumberland Road in Pascoe Vale. My office conducted a survey in July
this year, and I am really grateful to the residents who responded. We were inundated with replies
from local residents who are frustrated with traffic in the area of Pascoe Vale.
Every morning Pascoe Vale residents experience choked roads and frustration as traffic is banked up
in the local area, and quite frankly they have had enough. There has been significant population growth
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in the local area, there have been significant townhouse developments, meaning there are more cars
travelling throughout the area, particularly on Gaffney Street and Boundary Road, and residents are
just getting more and more angry about it. They are also frustrated about the roundabout near Coles
and the fact that they have not had much information on what is happening with that roundabout
despite it being promised. They have had recent advice through the local member for Pascoe Vale that
it could take up to three years to fix it, and they have had enough.
Minister, my call for action tonight is that you ask VicRoads to investigate the sequencing of traffic
lights on Gaffney Street in Pascoe Vale where it crosses Derby Street and Cumberland Road to better
serve Pascoe Vale residents during peak times and also around midday on the weekends.
DONCASTER BUSWAY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:02): The matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for
Planning, Minister Wynne. I ask the minister to urgently review the plans for the new busway to
Doncaster as part of the North East Link Project to ensure it offers the best solution for commuters
and to place a priority on the construction of this busway. As part of the North East Link draft design
a new busway is proposed that will run in dedicated lanes along the northern edge of the Eastern
Freeway. It includes the expansion of the existing park-and-ride at Doncaster and a new bus
interchange at Bulleen. I understand the busway will be able to support up to 140 buses an hour, but I
question whether this is enough, and I also question how the already congested Hoddle Street exit will
manage as these buses merge into the existing bus lanes and traffic flow there.
Residents of Manningham, where this busway will begin, are totally reliant on buses and cars to get
into the city. A seven-year construction period on the North East Link will mean disruptions to
travelling patterns in our growing north-eastern suburbs have the opportunity to turn into new habits.
I would very much like to make sure those new habits are good ones—that commuters choose public
transport rather than use the rat runs. However, I am not convinced the current busway plan will
achieve this. This busway must be a rapid transit service. It must be more than a token bolt-on to meet
the minimum requirements under the Transport Integration Act 2010 and it must be designed to
quickly connect people directly with the city centre’s trains and trams. I believe we need to look at
some of the innovative, scalable solutions, such as autonomous trackless trams, that we are now seeing
in other countries and build them before we start the seven years of construction chaos that will cause
huge disruption to this road network. So I ask the minister to prioritise the planning and construction
of the Doncaster busway.
SKIN CANCER
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (18:03): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Health and Minister for Ambulance Services, the Honourable Jenny Mikakos. It relates to her portfolio
of health. Australia has one of the highest rates of skin cancer in the world, with two in three
Australians being diagnosed with the disease before age 70. In 2017 melanoma was the fourth most
common cancer in Victoria, yet it is one of the most preventable forms of cancer. The Labor
government’s Victorian Cancer Plan 2016–2020 has a target to halve the proportion of Victorians
diagnosed with preventable cancers by 2040.
I was glad to see last week that the Andrews Labor government has now opened the next round of the
school shade grants and community shade grants programs, delivering in part on the election
commitment to provide $15.1 million of funding for SunSmart programs over four years. The shade
grants program provides funding for new permanent shade, natural shade, portable shade and sun
protection items. Shade used in combination with other sun protection measures, including protective
clothing, broad-brimmed hats, sunglasses and SPF30+ or higher sunscreen, provides the best
protection from the harmful UV radiation exposure that is responsible for the majority of skin cancers.
The action I seek is for the minister to provide me with an update on what schools and community
groups in my electorate need to do in order to apply for these grants.
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COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY KINGLAKE WEST BRIGADE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:05): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, and it is regarding funding for a station upgrade and vehicle replacement for
the Kinglake West fire brigade. The action that I seek is for the minister to provide a commitment to
allocate funding to the Kinglake West fire brigade to complete an upgrade of the fire station and
replace the current CFA-supplied tanker.
The Kinglake West fire brigade moved into its current location on the Whittlesea-Kinglake Road in
1977. The fire station then consisted of a two-bay engine room, a communications office, a small
kitchen and meeting room, and one toilet. Over the years an extension of the station was completed,
upgrading the kitchen and constructing a new designated meeting room. The entire project was funded
and completed by the brigade and the local community. In 2012 a large shed was constructed at the
rear of the station to house a tanker and the local SES vehicle. Again this structure was funded and
built by the brigade and the local community.
The brigade has two tankers in service: a CFA-supplied 2000 Isuzu and a brigade-owned 2014 Hino.
The second tanker is stored in the rear shed due to a lack of room in the station itself. The brigade have
informed me that apart from a CFA-funded engine bay door, all upgrades or improvements since the
station was established in 1977 have been funded and completed by brigade members and the local
community. The current facilities pose safety hazards for members, who are at risk of being hit by
departing and arriving vehicles when accessing their personal protection equipment. When it rains a
leaking roof leads to water pooling in the engine bay, causing members to slip, particularly when
preparing to attend an emergency situation. The brigade believes their station was removed from the
station replacement/upgrade program list when the station transferred from district 13 to district 12 in
line with municipal boundaries after the Black Saturday bushfires. It goes without saying that this
brigade played an important role in fighting those fires and that the community is grateful for their
efforts.
The brigade’s CFA-supplied station tanker is nearly 20 years old. Inquiries with CFA management
indicate that due to a lack of funding the CFA vehicle replacement policy is being pushed out to every
30 years or longer. The brigade’s inquiries with district 12 hierarchy have indicated that due to a lack
of funding there is a long list of district fire station replacement priorities, and Kinglake West is well
down the list. The action that I seek is for the minister to provide a commitment to allocate funding to
the Kinglake West fire brigade to complete an upgrade of the fire station and replace the current CFAsupplied tanker.
SHEPPARTON EDUCATION PLAN
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (18:08): My adjournment item is for the Minister for Education.
The Department of Education and Training is planning to combine four schools in Shepparton. Public
sentiment appears to be against the change, yet a survey conducted by the government shows support
for it. Looking a little closer, I noticed the survey options asked whether respondents preferred big
new investments or minor improvements. This is not a good way to gauge support for something; it is
a way to manufacture it. Ms Baldi, a Shepparton resident, was quoted on the ABC as having said this
about the consultation:
… they asked questions like, ‘Do you want extra funding and improved facilities?’—of course we do …

She went on:
They didn’t ask if we wanted four schools to become one.

As the new school system is implemented Ms Baldi will have children attending six different
campuses. I have heard mums can work miracles, but being in six places at once might be just a little
bit too much.
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Teachers have been warned not to publicly criticise the plan and are aware that the school merger will
result in a reduction in teaching positions. The message here is clear: if you criticise the plan, you will
lose your job. The minister might consider that these standover tactics would be unnecessary if the
plan was any good.
There are strong reasons to avoid merging the schools. With more choice, parents are better able to
avoid dodgy schools and have their children attend better ones. Competition is a thing. When you
merge the schools all into one, you are going to end up with no competition and, instead, mediocrity.
One student reported that she had moved schools to escape bullies and that the merger will force her
back into class with those who bullied her. When parents have no alternatives, schools have little
incentive to improve outcomes and address problems.
The scheme is wasteful. Two campuses will be demolished and a brand-new campus constructed,
costing the taxpayers $100 million, although we have not seen the $100 million yet. Twenty-five
million dollars for each school would have gone a long, long way, but that option was never on the
table. Since the plan was announced the community has organised against it. I join them now, and I
ask the minister to rethink this and pull out of the plan before it is too late.
YOUTH VIOLENCE
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:11): My adjournment this evening is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. I first met Jayden D’Abaco two years ago. He was a 17-year-old at
that time, and he is on the autism spectrum. He had just been a victim of a gang attack on a bus in
Tarneit, where he was beaten and he was robbed. As you can imagine, this attack was a severe blow
to both him and his family. He had taken some considerable time to build up the confidence needed
to take the bus down to the local shopping centre; it was a big deal for him to be having that sort of
degree of independence, as I am sure members can imagine. The attack at that time threatened that
independence, and it took him, as I said, some considerable time to recover not just physically but
psychologically as well.
Last weekend it happened again. Can you believe it? This time 19-year-old Jayden was attacked by a
gang in Werribee—this weekend just gone. This time Jayden was beaten far more severely. Jayden
was hospitalised this time. I fear to think how long it will take for Jayden to recover, if indeed he ever
does, from this. It is beyond my comprehension what his family must be going through. His parents
are beside themselves, as I am sure members would fully understand, and it is an outrage that we have
gangs roaming our streets beating up people at will.
Some people may say it is just bad luck they got the same kid twice, but that is not good enough. It
should not be happening, so I ask the minister for police, as I have on a number of occasions before,
to put in place a plan to stop the gangs. It is not good enough for the Premier of this state to say there
are no gangs, because there are gangs and these gangs are out roaming the streets beating people up
and robbing them. Minister, please stop the gangs.
DUCK HUNTING
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (18:14): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events in the other place, and I ask that he find a solution for
a Sydney-based kayak tours company which avoids coming to Victoria during the duck shooting
season. A few months ago a business owner from New South Wales got in touch with the Coalition
Against Duck Shooting to express his concerns about public safety during the duck shooting season.
His company, the largest kayak business in Australia, which takes large groups of people on kayaking
tours across the country, wishes to take clients on kayaking tours to the Murray River, the Barmah
forest, Cohuna and the Kerang Ramsar wetlands of international importance.
However, upon discovering that for three months of the year these tours could be faced with duck
shooters wielding guns on the wetlands, he has chosen not to proceed. He has serious concerns about
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who would be legally responsible if a client was accidentally shot—something which has happened
before on the wetlands.
The duck shooting season takes place across the autumn months, one of the best times of the year to
utilise wetlands for passive recreational activities like kayaking, canoeing and bushwalking. But the
majority of people will choose not to do those things, and as is made clear in this example, it hinders
vital regional tourism that boosts our regional economies. The majority of Victorians oppose duck
shooting and not just from an animal protection viewpoint, as this situation shows. The action I seek
is for the minister to find a way for this and many other companies to bring tourism activities to
Victoria, which will have a real, non-conflated positive impact on regional economies.
INTERNATIONAL DRIVERS
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:16): My adjournment debate is for the attention of the
Premier and concerns cultural inappropriateness. I recently raised the significant problem of Great
Ocean Road accident data involving international drivers and suggested that testing of international
drivers might be a solution for those ineligible for an automatic Victorian drivers licence. The idea
was roundly rejected by the Premier, who labelled my comments ‘culturally inappropriate’. He also
referred to my lack of expert knowledge on road safety. I welcome the Premier’s intervention in this
serious issue, and while I freely admit I am no road safety expert, my constituents and I are keen to
offer solutions, just as they did at the Transport Accident Commission’s ‘listening to locals’ forum in
Geelong. I also freely admit I am just a lowly, newly minted backbencher who represents an electorate
covering 79 438 square kilometres from the bay to the South Australian border that includes the iconic
yet dangerous Great Ocean Road and all the highways and byways in between.
However, I have been in this electorate and around politics for way longer than the Premier, and I
reckon I know when locals have a justifiable gripe. The locals of the Great Ocean Road area have a
legitimate gripe. They risk life and limb daily when driving on this road and all the connecting local
and state roads. I also know the meaning of road trauma, having lost my cyclist son to a road accident.
With great respect, Mr Premier, shooting the messenger and resorting to derogatory political labelling
is an old political trick and is no way to debate serious issues. As a new member but an old political
warrior I am up to the challenge of such tired political tactics, and I can assure the Premier I will
continue to listen to my constituents even if he will not. We will all ignore any attempt to shut down
discussion through questionable political labelling and we will get on with the job of finding solutions
to this problem. So the action I seek from the Premier is for him to apologise to my constituents of
Western Victoria Region for trivialising the issue of international driver negligence.
PUBLIC HOUSING RENEWAL PROGRAM
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:19): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Housing. On Saturday, 24 August 2019, local residents joined with my colleague Dr Tim Read
and me as we came together to protest the government’s sale of our public housing estates for private
development. The so-called public housing renewal program is in reality the government’s retreat
from its social and moral responsibility to provide affordable housing to its citizens. It is called public
housing for a reason, but this government seems intent on erasing the very idea of public housing from
its official work.
We heard from residents of Gronn Place who have lived within this West Brunswick community for
over 20 years and who are devastated that they have to move away from the community that they love.
What is happening at Gronn Place is happening at estates throughout metropolitan Melbourne, with
the government earmarking nine estates in this round with undoubtedly more to come.
Each estate is being promised a much-needed refurbishment, given that governments have run our
public housing down with a lack of funding and support over years, but the catch is that much of each
of the sites will be sold for private development. This means the sale of our valuable public land in
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prime locations to private developers instead of retaining it in public ownership so we can build more
public housing. This short-sighted approach from this government is dislocating people from their
communities and privatising our public land in one fell swoop. There is nothing progressive about this
program. The action I seek from the minister is to commit to 100 per cent public housing at each of
the redevelopment sites.
NORTH RICHMOND SUPERVISED INJECTING FACILITY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:20): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
attention of the Minister for Education, and it relates to guidelines and protocols for teachers to follow
when people who are not parents, grandparents, guardians, teachers or known in an official capacity
to the school need to be removed from school grounds. I have been contacted by a number of people
who have expressed their concerns about people wandering around their local primary school,
Richmond West Primary School, which is adjacent to the medically supervised injecting room. They
are saying that the same people who are wandering in and out of the school grounds are in and around
that injecting facility, and it is causing them great distress because many of those residents of course
are parents as well.
When they have contacted the principal to ask whose responsibility it is to alert them that there are
people wandering around the school grounds during school hours they have been told that they, the
residents, need to contact the local police. When the residents have contacted the Department of
Education and Training to get some guidance on this, they have been told, ‘No, it’s not your
responsibility; it’s the school’s responsibility to contact the police’.
The action I am seeking—so that there is no confusion for residents, principals and others that are in
this same situation across the state and it is made clear and reasonable—is that the minister provide
those guidelines or protocols as to whose responsibility it actually is to contact the police when people
that are not known to the children are attending primary schools and the police need to be alerted.
BAW BAW AND SOUTH GIPPSLAND POLICE NUMBERS
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:22): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in the other place. The action I seek from the minister is that she
provide immediate police personnel to the Baw Baw and South Gippsland areas. We all know that our
local police do an amazing job. In my time in the last four years I have had the honour to meet some
fantastic police personnel right across Gippsland, and they have my deepest respect for the work that
they do. Some of them I know personally because I have lived in the area for a long time.
The issue arises in relation to residents of the Hallston area, which is above Leongatha and beside
Mirboo North. They are quite concerned about antisocial behaviour, break-ins and drug-related
activity. Recently one of my constituents observed some suspicious behaviour and potential criminal
activity, so he called 000. After 6 minutes of waiting on line he was told that he was wasting
emergency services and that he should ring the local police station, which he did. The local police
station was not manned.
The following day he observed similar behaviour, and after no response at the local police station he
decided to call the new police hotline that has been put out by the government for police without sirens.
This time the operator there replied that he needed to contact 000. So he was through into 000, and
000 then patched him through to the Leongatha police station. Leongatha explained they were unable
to help because there was only one police officer on duty at the time and there was no vehicle there
because Wonthaggi had seconded the police vehicle. My constituent provided a whole range of
information—the car registration, the personnel and a description of the car—and the police officer
said there was a warrant out for the man’s arrest. There were extenuating circumstances, but the driver
evaded the authorities.
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It is simply not good enough that the police cannot respond to these quite serious issues when there is
somebody who has a warrant out for their arrest in our communities. It is not good enough. What we
also know is that in recent times the Police Association Victoria has stated that there have been
900 new police over the past three years come into the system. Seventy-seven of those have gone into
rural and regional Victoria. That is 8.6 per cent. And indeed the minister was out spruiking in relation
to the new 300 that are coming in sometime in the future. None are identified for South Gippsland or
Baw Baw shire; Hallston sits in the South Gippsland shire.
It is not good enough, and having a phone system that is dodgy at the moment—it needs ironing out—
is also not good enough. We respect our police, they do an awesome job, but they need manpower.
They need personnel into these areas, and Gippsland people do deserve to feel safe. I ask the minister
to follow up.
The PRESIDENT: Mrs McArthur, we are going to let your adjournment matter stand. You had
me and the clerks in a bit of a spin. We are going to let your adjournment action stand, but we are
going to monitor if we have people standing up every night asking for a similar thing.
RESPONSES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:26): Tonight we had a matter from Ms Patten for the Minister for
Planning; Mr Ondarchie for the Minister for Roads; Mr Barton for the Minister for Planning;
Mr Elasmar for the Minister for Health; Ms Lovell for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services; Mr Quilty for the Minister for Education; Mr Finn for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services; Mr Meddick for the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events; Mrs McArthur for the
Premier—despite not always agreeing with what you say, I like your delivery of nearly every speech
you do; I do enjoy it—Dr Ratnam for the Minister for Housing; Ms Crozier for the Minister for
Education; and Ms Bath wants police in her electorate.
We have no written responses tonight.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.27 pm.

