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Wednesday, 30 October 2019
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:34): 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.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Legislative instrument and related documents under section 16B in
respect of the Victorian Protective Data Security Standards of 28 October 2019 under the Privacy and Data
Protection Act 2014.

Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, President, normally in advance of the sitting of the Parliament
each day we get advice of the papers to be tabled by email. We stopped getting them in printed form.
I do not have a record of getting that today.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Ondarchie, can I get back to you on that sometime, maybe just before
question time? I will get you an answer.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS
Notice given.
Members statements
LABOUR HIRE LICENSING
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (09:40): Today is a significant day because from today only
labour hire providers who are licensed will be allowed to operate in Victoria. This is courtesy of
Victoria’s first-ever labour hire licensing scheme. The scheme was established following the
independent Victorian inquiry into labour hire and insecure work in 2015. The inquiry uncovered
widespread exploitation of workers and non-compliance with minimum entitlements and exposed
some shocking examples of workers in slave-like conditions in some industries. There are also
examples of labour hire being used across many industries and sectors to undermine industry wages
and conditions and to undercut competitors in the sector, sometimes in concert with existing players
in an industry.
During the inquiry the Australian Services Union detailed a case of labour hire workers in the airline
industry pushing passengers in wheelchairs at Melbourne Airport for a flat rate of pay with no penalty
rates or public holiday or shift loadings despite working across a 24/7 span of hours. The company
ultimately collapsed, owing thousands of dollars in unpaid wages and entitlements to its workers. If
your business model is based on wage theft, exploiting workers and undercutting your competitors by
breaking the law, then you should not be in business. Employers concerned about a level playing field

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3652

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 30 October 2019

in their sectors also stand to benefit from the labour hire licensing scheme. Today marks a significant
day in stamping out this kind of conduct and making Victorian workplaces fairer.
REPAIR CAFES
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:41): Addicted to ease and comfort, as a country we
have embraced a disposable lifestyle at the expense of our future. We have allowed big business to
make products that last one season and are cheaper to throw out than to fix, leaving us with an
extraordinary amount of hard waste. The right to repair has been a topical issue in international media
and to some extent locally. The concept of a not-for-profit repair cafe originated in the Netherlands in
2009. Born from sharing tips on how to produce less waste in our daily lives, the developer realised
that many of the inquiries were to do with repair. People who bring items to a repair cafe must stay
and learn about the repair process, taking part under the instruction of the fixers. This transfer of
knowledge not only empowers people with new skills but enables a great sense of personal satisfaction
in having the ability to repair your own goods. There are now 1875 repair cafes worldwide, with 37 in
Australia, and I am pleased to commend the two within Western Metropolitan Region and thank them
for the great work that they do.
CAULFIELD PRIMARY EARLY CHILDHOOD CENTRE
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:43): I was very pleased to attend Caulfield Primary
Early Childhood Centre to launch the Japanese bilingual language program. Oh, my goodness, you
should have seen these little kids. They were just soaking it up. You could see they were really
responsive and engaged, and they enjoyed it because it is play-based learning. We know that with
children’s brain development up to the age of five years about 85 to 90 per cent of that development
occurs in that time period, and that is a significant reason why our government is putting so much into
early learning. So it really was a great pleasure to see that we are building children of the future in the
sense that they can have a sense of the world and they can have a sense of other cultures. It starts
young, and it is about building that curiosity and that sense of how other people across the globe live.
I was really happy to be part of that experience and to be able to launch it on behalf of Minister Merlino,
and I think it is a terrific program. I think we just keep going forward because this is the right thing to
do for Victorian children.
AUSTRALIAN VIETNAMESE WOMEN’S ASSOCIATION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:44): Recently I had the honour of being invited
to speak at the Australian Vietnamese Women’s Association annual general meeting in Collingwood.
This organisation is an amazing example of the type of voluntary civil society work that is done in our
community. Thirty-six years ago a group of women decided that they needed to take charge of their
future and organise to provide vital services. Since that time they have grown and flourished. Some of
the services they provide now are aged care, prisoner visits, training, drug and alcohol counselling,
care packages and much more. They are very active in my region of South East Metro, based around
Springvale. I salute their service to their community and wish them continued success in the future.
AUSTRALIAN BUDDHIST CENTRE, CAIRNLEA
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:45): On 20 October, together with the Honourable
Marlene Kairouz and Natalie Suleyman, I attended the grand opening ceremony of the Australian
Buddhist Centre at Cairnlea organised by the Unified Vietnamese Buddhist Congregation of Australia
and New Zealand. The event was well attended, with 200 Buddhist monks and nuns from over
100 temples in Australia, New Zealand and overseas and over 5000 laypeople. Premier Dan Andrews
also sent a letter of congratulations. It has taken 10 years, since 2009, to realise the centre today at a
cost of $8 million. Two million dollars worth of labour costs were saved by volunteers and in-kind
labour contributions. The remaining $6 million was generously donated or was lent via no-interest
loans entirely from the community.
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The centre for Buddhist culture of Australia will provide an administrative base for the congregation,
a centre for education in and the practice of Buddhism for the community in not just Victoria but also
Australia. It is also a place to provide support for the monks and nuns in their old-age retirement. Our
sincere congratulations go to the Unified Vietnamese Buddhist Congregation of Australia and New
Zealand and also to the wider and fast-growing Buddhist community for this significant achievement.
We wish the centre all success in the future.
PETER MACCALLUM CANCER CENTRE
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:46): I rise to acknowledge the incredible work of the
Royal Melbourne Hospital and the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre. A friend of my office, at a very
fit and healthy 38 years of age, recently went from feeling 100 per cent to the ICU at the Royal
Melbourne in the space of a few days, with an aggressive cancer that had metastasised to multiple sites
in his body and compromised his liver function. Chris Farrington, a talented barrister and active father
of six- and nine-year-old boys, was given just weeks to live. But in the background, a team at Peter
Mac were able to identify a protein driving the aggressive cancer and effectively turn it off via
immunotherapy. Although not completely out of the woods, Chris was able to return home within
days. I can think of no clearer example of the benefit of an integrated research and cancer centre in
Northern Metropolitan Region, set in Melbourne’s biotechnology cluster of more than 180 companies.
We are world-leading in this space, and I extend my heartfelt thanks to the staff of both hospitals.
DIWALI
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (09:48): I would like to convey my belated wishes to the
Indian and South Asian community on the joyous Diwali, the festival of lights. Diwali signifies that
good will always triumph over evil, light over darkness and knowledge over ignorance. It is among
the most celebrated festivals in the world. Many of my constituents are of an Indian and South Asian
background and several Diwali celebrations were held in my electorate over the weekend. It was a
pleasure to represent the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, the Honourable Richard Wynne, at one
such festival in St Kilda last Friday. It was fantastic to see the children from the local St Kilda Primary
School dancing to Bollywood music, admiring the beautiful rangoli artwork painted on the ground
and having delicious aloo tikki chaat as part of the festivities.
We continuously endeavour to strengthen the cultural activities of our state’s diverse communities.
Through financial and non-financial support initiatives like the Hindu festivals and events grant, the
multicultural festivals and events program, and the Sikh celebrations and events fund, the Victorian
government has ensured such events take place in large numbers. Once again, I would like to wish the
Indian and South Asian community a happy and prosperous Diwali.
FOSTER LIBRARY
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (09:49): On Thursday I had the opportunity to open the new
facilities at Foster Library. I am delighted that Minister Somyurek is here because it is one of his
initiatives. It is a 24/7 library, which is amazing, and for those who have not been to Foster it is an
absolutely gorgeous town. We had a huge turnout at the library, and there are already 40 people who
have subscribed to being able to access the library 24/7. It is similar to a local gym but it is the library.
We were having a laugh that the young mums who may not be able to sleep can pop down and do an
impromptu story—
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Yes, exactly—to do cry baby. I had a laugh. But the community was incredibly
enthused about it, and interestingly and very impressively the local community raised $3000 for that
project in what is a really small town. We had all generations, including little kids, really excited. The
government had committed tens of thousands of dollars to the work, and West Gippsland Libraries
had also kicked in. I think it is the first site at which this is happening, so it is a really exciting
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opportunity to see how it is going to transform the way people most importantly, and this was the
theme of the day, connect with each other—because libraries of course are so much more than books
or computers. They are about a place, a hub, a safe space to belong.
SEA LAKE KINDERGARTEN
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:51): In a similar vein, I was thrilled to be in the Mallee recently
and particularly in Sea Lake to announce that the local kinder will receive $1.152 million in funding
to undertake a major refurbishment of Tyrrell College and extension through the children’s facilities
capital program. The upgrade includes a refurbishment of two existing classrooms at the college to
cater for a two-room early years centre and maternal and child health facilities. It will also have some
day care facilities as part of the extension as well. It will increase the capacity of the centre to provide
both three- and four-year-old kinder and, as I said, long day care. It will increase that capacity for
three- and four-year-old kinder from 25 places to 40 places. It is one thing to announce these great
pieces of public policy, but to then build the infrastructure on top to support them is so important. The
kids were enjoying Children’s Week. They were having a picnic out on the oval, and it was great to
be a part of the local community. I was joined by Mallee Track Health and Community Service, which
runs the kinder, Ellen White, a councillor from Buloke shire, and Anthony Judd, the CEO of Buloke
shire, as well as Mark Corrie from Tyrrell College, to announce this fantastic new facility.
RICHARD TRACEY
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (09:52): Last Thursday I was privileged to attend the funeral
of the Honourable Justice Richard Tracey in St Patrick’s Cathedral, Melbourne. Richard Tracey was
a distinguished academic, author and teacher, a successful barrister and a widely respected judge. I
can do no more here than provide the briefest of summaries of the many fields in which he excelled
and the many qualities he exhibited.
Called to the bar in 1982, he took silk in 1991 and was a judge of the Federal Court of Australia
between 2006 and 2018. Most recently he served as chair of the ongoing Royal Commission into Aged
Care Quality and Safety. His 43 years with the military culminated in his appointment as president of
the Defence Force Discipline Appeal Tribunal, and he was judge advocate general from 2007 to 2014.
But beyond his professional accomplishments, Richard will be remembered as a loyal friend and a
loving husband, father and grandfather. His humanity and wisdom shone out in everything he did. He
was also an influential mentor to my daughter in her Melbourne University JD law degree.
I joined with many hundreds of mourners last Thursday to pay my respect to Richard for a life fully
and generously lived and to extend my sympathy to his wife, Hilary, and their children, Jack, Philip,
Fiona and Rosie. He will be missed greatly by them and so many others. May he rest in peace.
Bills
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:54): I lay on the table a 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 Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry
Amendment (Touting) Bill 2019. In my opinion, the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Amendment
(Touting) Bill (the Bill), as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights protected
by the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the Bill
The Bill amends the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Act 2017 to re-establish the offence of touting
for a commercial passenger vehicle service in Victoria in order to promote passenger safety standards across

BILLS
Wednesday, 30 October 2019

Legislative Council

the industry. The Bill also introduces a new offence for a person who is not a permission holder from
advertising the services of a commercial passenger vehicle service.
Human rights issues
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill are:
a)

right to recognition and equality before the law (section 8);

b)

right to protection from torture and cruel/ inhuman or degrading treatment (section 10);

c)

the right to privacy and reputation (section 13);

d)

freedom of expression (section 15);

e)

freedom of association (section 16); and

f)

the right to be presumed innocent (section 25).

Right to recognition and equality before the law (section 8)
Section 8 of the Charter provides that every person has the right to recognition as a person before the law and
the right to enjoy their human rights without discrimination. The Charter defines discrimination to mean
discrimination within the meaning of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, on the basis of an attribute set out in
that Act. In my opinion the Bill does not engage these rights as it does not preference or restrict any person
on the basis of their religious beliefs or activities.
Right to protection from torture and cruel/ inhuman or degrading treatment (section 10)
Section 10 of the Charter states that a person must not be treated or punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading
way. I do not consider that section 10 is limited by these offences reforms because there are safeguards to
prevent the inappropriate or unjust practices by police, inspectors or authorised officers as the offences are a
reinstatement of previous offences.
Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
Section 13(b) provides that a person has the right not to have their reputation unlawfully attacked. An
interference will be lawful if it is permitted by a law which is precise and appropriately circumscribed. An
interference will be arbitrary only if it is capricious, unpredictable, unjust or unreasonable (for example, if it
is disproportionate to the legitimate aim sought). Furthermore, the information that will be sought by the
Authority is only information that is necessary for, or relevant to, the person status as a commercial passenger
vehicle provider. As such, these provisions do not limit the right to privacy.
Right to freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 15 of the Charter protects the right to freedom of expression. Proposed section 267A creates an
offence to tout, without reasonable excuse, for the provision of a commercial passenger service, The offence
applies to any person who makes an offer to provide a commercial passenger service or solicit custom for the
provision of a commercial passenger service or induces a person to agree to the provision of a commercial
service. In my view this does not infringe section 15 of the charter. Section 15 recognises that special duties
and responsibilities are attached to the right of freedom of expression and that the right may be subject to
lawful restrictions reasonably necessary to respect the rights of other persons, or for the protection of the
traveling public. Section 267B restricts a person’s freedom to express false or misleading factual information
in relation to use of electronic means to advertise the provision of a commercial passenger vehicle service
when that person knows or should know that the information is factually false or misleading. In my view the
requirement that a person be restricted from making a factually false or misleading statement in these
circumstances—which is such a common restriction in Victorian and commonwealth law that it is hardly
thought of as a restriction—is the minimum restriction necessary to give effect to the operation of this Bill
more broadly.
Freedom of association (section 16)
The new offence of “person who is not a permission holder must not use any electronic means to advertise
the provision of a commercial passenger vehicle service”, I consider this to be a reasonable restriction on
these rights, and one that is necessary to protect by law all passengers from threatening and otherwise
offensive behaviour.
Right to a presumption of innocence (section 25)
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person has the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty
according to law. This right requires the prosecution to prove all elements of a criminal offence, which
generally includes the intention of the person to have committed the offence.
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Strict liability offences
The proposed law creates the following strict liability offences and accompanying penalties:
1.

Touting for a commercial passenger vehicle service, with a penalty of 50 penalty units for a natural
person (new section 267A); and

2.

Advertising the provision of a commercial passenger service, with a penalty of 50 penalty units for a
natural person (new section 267B);

These offences engage the presumption of innocence as they are all strict liability offences, with no
requirement to prove the state of mind of the accused. The defence of reasonable mistake is, however, still
available. The requirement to prove the intention of a person to do a particular act is an important safeguard
for the rights of an accused person. Strict liability offences may be appropriate where the offences are of a
regulatory nature (rather than serious criminal offences), don’t attract a penalty that includes imprisonment;
and don’t require a person to rely on information from, or actions by, third parties to ensure compliance. This
is the case in relation to each of the offences above.
Conclusion
The purpose and effect of the amendments is to enhance new sanction provisions whilst provide fairer
protection for passengers using services within Victoria’s commercial passenger vehicle industry.
It is therefore my view that the Bill is compatible with the rights protected by the Charter.
Rod Barton Eastern Metropolitan Region Transport Matters Party

Second reading
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:55): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

President, I would like to take the opportunity to introduce to members the reasoning behind my
private members bill for an act to amend the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Act 2017 to
provide for certain offences, including the offence of touting for a commercial passenger vehicle
service.
In my inaugural speech I raised the problem of unintended consequences arising from the deregulation
of the taxi and hire car industry.
One of the most frightening of these unintended consequences has been touting.
The Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 previously contained offences relating to
touting which were removed by the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Amendment (Further
Reforms) Act in August 2017.
We lost many regulations with those reforms—regulations and provisions that the taxi and hire car
industry had spent years working through to make the industry safe for drivers and their passengers.
Touting is a growing problem in Melbourne, and it’s getting worse each day as those who are now
touting grow bolder and others join them, as they grow increasingly frustrated with the financial
pressure and the unfairness in the industry and the lack of response from the regulator.
Airport officials are pulling out their hair as an increasing number of drivers appear each day at the
airport doors—approaching passengers with the almost whispered ‘Taxi—do you need a taxi?’.
The airport reported counting some 50 drivers touting over a 30-minute period some months ago, and
the numbers grow daily.
We now have spotters—men in cheap suits who accost passengers and lead them away to waiting cars
for a cut of their cash.
A Current Affair ran a story last week that showed drivers grabbing bags and leading passengers out
of the airport precinct and off to cars parked at the nearby McDonald’s. To understand why they
needed to go to McDonald’s, it is because they were unlicensed.
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It has been reported to Melbourne Airport that these male touts are targeting women and especially
young women.
They employ increasingly aggressive behaviour when passengers reject them; the airport is receiving
hundreds of complaints from passengers who feel frightened and intimidated.
Even the drivers themselves are embarrassed. They are begging for work. Yes, it is at the moment
legal—but is it ethical? Is it right? Is it a good look for Melbourne? Is this the way we want Melbourne
to look?
We can see them running from the TV cameras.
Touting involves an uninvited approach offering a service.
These are often cash jobs with no meters turned on, no apps recording the transaction, no record
anywhere of the driver or who the passenger is.
The $1 trip levy isn’t being passed on to the State Revenue Office.
I doubt very much this is declared income.
Frustration grows in the industry as the taxi car park at the airport fills and flows each day and drivers
playing by the rules watch these touts come and go with paying fares.
Already they have lost out to rideshare—who promised shorter waits and lower fares, though some
evidence suggests we now have cut waiting times by only 1 minute and fares may not be consistently
cheaper than what they were before.
Those that are touting feel justified.
After all, what they are doing is not illegal, but I would like to remind everybody in this house that it
is illegal in every other state.
Yet they are still embarrassed.
The problem is we do not know who these people are that are touting.
They show no identification. Their cars are unmarked.
Are they properly licensed? Are they accredited?
Do they have insurance?
Do they pass the police checks?
Is their vehicle up to required safety standards?
Make no mistake: touting is rank and hail. Rank and hail is when you take a car off the street. We have
regulations in Victoria that state that to do rank and hail work you must have a tamper-proof camera
in the car. Cars must have GPS fitted, and they must have a fixed meter.
I would be very surprised if any of these touts have any of these installed.
These touts are breaking the law. They are ignoring the rules set by the regulator for rank and hail
work. They are ignoring the rules set by the airport to stop touting. In addition they are ignoring the
systems in place to make airport jobs fair by avoiding the taxi rank queues.
Yet our regulator turns a blind eye—again.
There are no inspectors at the airport checking that these drivers are legitimate. We have not seen the
regulator out at places like the MCG through the finals series or even over at the spring carnival. They
are simply missing in action.
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They should be checking for cameras or GPS if they are meeting the statutory obligations that are
imposed on all passenger commercial vehicles that are doing rank and hail work.
Once again, illegal operators are left to operate unhindered. I have said this previously: those who meet
all their statutory and regulatory obligations and that work within the law have a right under law that
they will be protected from those who break the law.
I have had reports that some are not accredited—that is no surprise—and that drivers who have been
booted from booking service providers have been seen at Melbourne Airport approaching passengers.
Airport security is powerless. The airport rules ban touting, yet security can only move people on. This
also means that Victoria Police and the Australian Federal Police have their hands tied behind their
backs because there is no legislation or regulation for them to act.
I have been approached by members of Victoria Police who operate at Melbourne Airport, working
with the airport security trying to move these people on.
The police were dismayed when touting offences were removed from the act. They understand best
the dangers of allowing people to get into cars with strangers.
They have expressed their frustration and their fears of the escalation and boldness of touts.
Every other state in Australia has addressed the issue of touting.
It is illegal.
During the winter break I spent some time in country Victoria and met Bendigo police who had spent
the weekend with the regulator nabbing unlicensed drivers who advertised cash for rides services on
social media groups.
Of the 34 individuals spoken to over that Saturday night some 17 fines were issued to the total sum of
$34 000—one Saturday night.
These people simply posted on social media groups that they were driving that night. This is electronic
touting.
They had no accreditation. They were unknown to the industry regulator. They had no commercial
insurance and it is questionable whether their private motor vehicle insurance would cover legitimate
rideshare drivers, let alone these cowboys.
It is just a car pulling up outside a country pub late at night and driving off with young girls into the
night. We should be very concerned.
In the 1990s we told our kids not to hitchhike anymore. Ivan Milat was proof of point of the dangers
of getting into cars with strangers.
In the 2000s we told our kids to be careful of predators grooming youngsters on the internet and to
only meet anyone you met online in a very public and safe place.
Now we encourage people to book a stranger on the internet to pick them up in a car and drive them
home.
It is a basic lesson in staying safe—do not get into the car with unknown strangers.
In May Minister Pulford responded to one of my many questions about touting in this place, and I
have asked and asked again, writing letters and emails to ministers.
Minister Pulford said the regulator would investigate the problem and hold a roundtable discussion
with the industry about touting in July and August.
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My industry friends tell me that these discussions never happened other than an unsatisfactory
discussion at an industry group meeting.
I am advised that the regulator informed the minister that touting was not a problem, just an airport
issue. Again the regulator is failing us by allowing unfair and illegal activity to go unquestioned.
The regulator thinks the growth in this industry—that 100 000 drivers scratching for work across the
city—is a good outcome and that market forces and competition provide better service for the
customers.
I say the regulator has not got it right.
It has allowed the Melbourne market to grow unchecked to unsustainable levels.
It has allowed a gig worker operator to flourish, creating a situation where rideshare companies prey
on the vulnerable. These drivers sign up to a rideshare app thinking they have jobs and incomes only
to find themselves playing rideshare roulette at the mercy of an international algorithm that games
them, sucking them in with work and income in the early months then dumping them in favour of new
players as time goes on.
The drivers are not the only ones who have been played off a break.
The regulator has allowed this culture of cheap to spread across Melbourne at the expense of safety.
It has created an environment where predators are able to pick up young women on the streets.
The regulator—the Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria group that now works within the
Department of Transport—has failed the taxi industry and also the new rideshare industry. In addition
it is failing the public, compromising their safety—and to what end?
And meanwhile our regulator has been sitting on their hands watching the growing frustration in the
market, at the airport and in the CBD and in our rural and regional areas and at all our major events,
while hearing my increasing pleas to take safety seriously. Yet they have done nothing.
So President, I present my bill.
It is a very simple bill. It simply reinstates the offence of touting in Victoria and brings us in line with
the rest of the country.
It states that a person must not tout for the provision of a commercial passenger service, make such an
offer, solicit custom or induce a person to agree to the provision of a commercial passenger service.
It covers electronic means of advertising a commercial passenger service if you are not an accredited
driver or operator to combat the social media cash for rides trend.
It imposes a maximum fine of 50 penalty points, which is around $8000 for breaches of these rules—
which is the same as previously.
It will stop touting.
It will be the first step in making our travelling public safer—but make no mistake: we still have a
very long way to go to fix this mess. We need to repair the past so the industry can build a safe and
sustainable future.
I commend this bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:05): I move:
That debate on this matter be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
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PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT AMENDMENT (LOCAL DEMOCRACY) BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (10:06): I lay on the table a 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 Planning and Environment Amendment (Local
Democracy) Bill 2019 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Planning and Environment Amendment (Local Democracy) 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 the Bill. The Bill amends the Planning and Environment Act 1987 to give local Councils more
control of local planning policy and maximum building heights in their municipal districts. It responds to
widespread resident concern about overdevelopment, particularly in suburban Melbourne, and the loss of
resident say in the granting of planning permits and as a result in the character of their street, neighbourhood
and community.
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill are the right to privacy and reputation
(section 13), the right to take part in public life (section 18), property rights (section 20) and the right to a fair
hearing (section 24).
Section 13 of the Charter provides that everyone has the right to keep their lives private. Your family, home
or personal information cannot be interfered with, unless the law allows it.
The provisions of the Bill establish a much greater power for local councils to establish and enforce maximum
height limits for new developments. This will enable residents to better protect themselves from the loss of
privacy caused by overlooking from high rise developments. There have been numerous examples of the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal approving high rise developments despite the concerns expressed
by neighbouring residents about the loss of privacy and overlooking. The Bill provides that a Minister must
not prepare an amendment to maximum building heights without the consent of the relevant Council, and that
a municipal Council does not need Ministerial authorisation to prepare a maximum building height planning
scheme amendment. Passage of the Bill will provide a practical vehicle for residents, through their Councils,
to better protect their privacy.
Section 18 of the Charter provides that every person has the right to take part in public life, such as the right
to vote or run for public office.
The provisions of the Bill enhance this right by increasing and restoring the powers of local councils in relation
to maximum height controls and local planning policies. The Bill provides requires the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal to give effect to any strategic plan, policy statement, code or guideline that has been
adopted by a municipal Council. Councillors have frequently expressed frustration with their lack of authority
in relation to planning issues. Residents and local communities have also expressed dis-satisfaction with their
lack of capacity to influence planning outcomes. Restoring this authority will encourage interested citizens to
stand for election to Council, and encourage residents to participate in public life, by making the link between
Council decisions and planning outcomes much clearer than it is at present.
Section 20 of the Charter provides that people are protected from having their property taken, unless the law
says it can be taken. ‘Property’ in section 20 of the Charter has a wider meaning than the title to or ownership
of property, and ‘deprived’ has a wider meaning than being stripped of title or ownership. There has long
been an attempt in public policy to balance the competing rights of property owners to do as they wish on or
with their land, and the rights of their neighbours to the peaceful and quiet enjoyment of their property. The
Planning and Environment Act endeavours to strike the right balance between these competing property
rights. At one extreme, a property owner should not be able to build a toxic waste dump next door to residential
neighbours. At the other, a Council should not be able to deny a property owner the same size development
it has allowed for every other property owner in the street. If it is considered that increasing the power of
Councils is a limitation on the right in section 20, I consider that limitation to be reasonable and demonstrably
justified in the interests of enabling neighbouring property owners to exercise their property rights. The
Tribunal would have an ongoing role where there was evidence of a Council behaving in an arbitrary,
capricious or inconsistent way.
Section 24 of the Charter provides that a person has a right to a fair hearing, including having civil proceedings
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
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The provisions of this Bill require the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to give effect to properly
authorised local planning policies. This will enhance Section 24 of the Charter. At present there is
considerable resident disquiet concerning the decision making processes and outcomes at VCAT. Many
residents consider the processes are unfair to residents, who do not have the time or financial resources to do
battle with property developers. They are concerned that developers are successful on average in over 50%
of their appeals to VCAT, suggesting that the views of local residents and Councils are paid very little regard.
Councils frequently approve applications that they tell residents they don’t actually support, on the grounds
that a refusal would be overturned by VCAT and is therefore pointless. Consequently residents feel powerless
and that the dice are loaded against them. As outlined above, the Tribunal would have an ongoing role where
there was evidence of a Council behaving in an arbitrary, capricious or inconsistent way, and the provisions
of the Bill will strengthen public confidence that people do have a right to a fair hearing when it comes to
planning decisions.

Second reading
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (10:06): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

This bill proposes significant changes to the Planning and Environment Act 1987.
The intent of the changes I seek here has already been supported by a majority vote in this house last
May. Due to resounding silence from the government, I am, in response, following up with legislation
to achieve the same purpose, which is to create more certainty in planning outcomes for local
communities and clarify directions guiding planning decisions currently left to the discretion of VCAT
members.
The plan I present seeks to do this in two ways: first, by mandating that planning authorities and VCAT
must consider local planning policies when making a decision, and further, requiring VCAT to
implement approved local planning policies—these are municipal council policies supported by their
local planning schemes which have been approved and adopted; and second, by allowing municipal
councils to set real height limits which cannot be undermined by either state government or VCAT.
On 1 May, I successfully moved a motion in the Legislative Council which read:
That this house calls on the government to give greater weight to the local planning policy framework by:
(1) amending section 84B of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 so that the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) is required to give effect to local planning policies, rather than just
take planning schemes into account;
(2) amending section 60 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 so that VCAT ‘must’ rather than ‘may’
consider ‘any strategic plan, policy statement, code or guideline which has been adopted by a minister,
other government department, public authority or municipal council’; and
(3) requiring the Minister for Planning to implement mandatory height controls rather than discretionary
height controls when mandatory controls are sought, at the height requested by municipal councils in
planning scheme amendments, either on an interim or a permanent basis.

The motion called for government action and was unanimously supported by the Liberal opposition
and the whole of the crossbench. The government has neither responded nor acted on it.
The bill which I now propose will seek to legislate the changes called for in points (1) and (2) by
changing the Planning and Environment Act as we asked the government to do.
The third point will have to be dealt with differently, as our previous motion asked the minister to
carry out an action. Our motion called for the minister to respect a council’s requests for height controls
without dismissing them—or, as has often been the case, the minister makes significant changes to
what the council has actually requested, usually increasing the nominated heights or making them
merely discretionary. This practice, I believe, is a complete disrespect of local democracy and has to
be stopped.
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Many years ago I ran for council on a platform of opposing high-rise development in the City of
Bayside, believing that the council had control over heights in the so-called ‘Bayside planning
scheme’. However, on my successful election to council I was told by the director of planning and the
CEO that the council had no power to implement any planning controls without the minister’s say-so,
especially the planning controls I was seeking. This was despite the fact that I had unanimous support
from the newly elected council. The minister refused to authorise the amendment the council was
preparing, saying that we could not have mandatory height controls at all. The government said they
would support height controls but merely discretionary control and above the height the council and
community asked for and wanted.
I now want to address these sorts of ministerial interventions in legislation by changing the way a
council and the government would deal with a council’s request for height controls. To deal with
heights in a particular area, a height-specific planning scheme amendment would need to be created
by council. This amendment would have the sole purpose of dealing with height controls in the manner
outlined below.
When seeking an amendment to the planning scheme, in regard to height controls, a council could
prepare an amendment which specifically addressed height controls. For this particular amendment a
council, one, would no longer have to seek preliminary authorisation to exhibit from the minister. This
merely reverts back to the situation before 2007.
Two, other than that, councils would go through all the existing preparation processes—exhibition,
community consultation and a panel report. Council would then make changes as recommended by
the panel or perhaps decide not to make any changes. That is the same process that exists now.
Three, council would then send the amendment to the minister. The minister would have 28 days to
comment. The minister could not make changes to the amendment, which under the current legislation
he can, and he often does. However, he and his department will be able to recommend changes and
return it to the council.
Four, council then considers the minister’s response. It may or may not make changes, but council
adopts the amendment with or without the minister’s suggestions.
Five, council returns the amendment to the minister, who must then approve it without alteration.
The Planning and Environment Act 1987 began its life as a fair and balanced act of Parliament. At
least it read as if that was the intention. The purpose, given in the provisions of the act, was to establish
a framework for planning the use, development and protection of land in Victoria in the present and
long-term interest of all Victorians, not just property developers.
The objectives listed in the provision include clauses such as:
to provide for the fair, orderly, economic and sustainable use, and development of land …

Now, it would be hard to say that what has been provided is an orderly or fair system today, although
we have provided an economic one for some.
The objectives continue:
to provide for the protection … and maintenance of ecological processes and genetic diversity …

Not much attention is paid to this in VCAT, but protection is often included in local policies. It goes
on to say:
to secure a pleasant … living and recreational environment for all Victorians …

Really? It goes on to say:
to conserve … buildings … which are of scientific, aesthetic, architectural or historic interest …
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Well, no. Look at our historic homes and significant buildings—bulldozed and replaced with units. It
goes on to say:
to balance the present and future interests of all Victorians.

Balance, I suggest, means that in the drive for growth we should not disregard the needs of the current
inhabitants—all the current inhabitants. The act goes on to say about its objectives:
to establish a system of planning schemes based on municipal districts to be the principal way—

I repeat, ‘municipal districts to be the principal way’—
of setting out objectives, policies and controls for the use, development and protection of land …

Note the scheme as passed by Parliament back then was intended to enable municipal districts to set
out objectives, policies and controls. And it goes on to say:
… to be easily integrated with environmental, social, economic, conservation and resource management
policies at State, regional and municipal levels …

Well that’s the theory! Is it happening? As everyone in planning or local government knows, it is not!
The existing legislation establishes a hierarchy, yes, with the minister atop a pyramid of planning
controls. But the original system was designed with the intention of local ideas and local policies
coming up from the bottom, from municipal councils, with this being the principal way of setting the
objectives and controls. This is how it is meant to work but it is not how it actually works! And why
not, you might ask?
Well, the rot set in in the mid-90s. The Kennett government amalgamated councils and made changes
to the planning schemes to reduce residents’ effective role in determining the shape and impact of
buildings in their municipalities. VicCode 2 made it radically easier for developers to override local
opposition to their construction of highly profitable townhouses and apartment blocks. This override
was seen as an economic stimulus and coincided with the push for urban consolidation in a then
worldwide anti-suburban vision for our cities.
Urban consolidation promised to achieve sustainability goals, reduce carbon emissions, save on fuel
and energy, reduce infrastructure costs, decrease automobile dependence, deliver increased social
coherence, improve public transport and promote walkability. There is little evidence it has achieved
a single one of these objectives. Furthermore, it had to be forced on the public, as the average
Australian aspired, and still most aspire, to the ‘great Aussie dream’ of a house with a backyard.
Performance-based planning schemes were inserted into the act, and so called ‘standards’, i.e. hard
and fast rules, were replaced by vague ‘objectives’ and planning schemes became progressively
deregulated and, like the building industry controls at this time, became progressively removed from
council influence.
The Administrative Appeals Tribunal was replaced by VCAT with much-expanded planning powers.
With Melbourne 2030 the Bracks government forced further conformity on local planning schemes
and directed municipal planners and VCAT to place objective 1, ‘A more compact city’, above
objective 5 ‘neighbourhood character’ provisions.
Then the minister further curbed councils’ power to initiate new planning rules by requiring
authorisation from the minister before a council could begin to prepare an amendment to the local
planning provisions. If the minister didn’t like it—it wasn’t allowed. It was not even allowed to be
circulated to the public in the preliminary planning process known as ‘exhibition’.
Subsequent planning documents, like Melbourne @ 5 Million—a now quaint idea; the government
has no plan to stop at 5 million—and its replacement, Plan Melbourne, called for more top-down
measures such as creating regional planning bodies to supersede municipal planning policy decision-
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making and the introduction of ‘code assess’, where if a proposed building fits into a certain
envelope—the building’s physical measurements—it has to automatically be approved; no council,
no VCAT. Also flagged was the recommended removal of third-party appeal rights so that only
residents directly next door or directly across the road could appeal to council or VCAT. And the
government has made it more expensive to appeal at VCAT, which was after all meant to be a lowcost people’s appeal tribunal.
This process boils down to the developer picking a site, anywhere, and proposing the outrageous; but
merely ‘maximising the site’ in VCAT language. Then the residents try to fight back and finally it
comes to VCAT, which supposedly decides in the interests ‘of all Victorians’, based on vague,
contradictory and often discretionary controls supposedly set by councils.
For example take the disappointing struggle that is going on in Elsternwick. Elsternwick village is
under pressure for high-rise development. The council does what is required by the government to get
controls approved—that is, a structure plan or local planning policy—which requires much
mathematics around population, and community consultation. The structure plan amongst other
planning directions calls for a certain area around the shopping centre to have a seven-storey maximum
mandatory height control—a mandatory height limit of seven storeys. The government refuses the
height control and instead grants a 10-storey limit and what’s more, it’s only discretionary, so no real
control at all.
Immediately developers lodge plans for multistorey buildings of 14 and 15 storeys. Council does the
right thing and refuses at least two of these. The developers seek to overturn the council by going to
VCAT and getting their permit there. Cost to the council and to the residents? Enormous. Profit for
the developers? Who knows?
The Inner South Metropolitan Mayors Forum has supported the strengthening of height controls in the
planning scheme. It is calling for mandatory maximum height controls. If mandatory height controls
were more widely introduced, at the council’s request and in the community’s interest, then there
would be far fewer cases going to VCAT.
In my region now, as more and more unplanned high-rise applications emerge, there is much fingerpointing going on, with the government trying to blame councils for not making a good enough case
for mandatory height controls and council blaming the minister for not setting any controls or setting
ineffective discretionary controls.
Now, it is time for the blame-shifting and buck-passing to stop!
Let’s make someone responsible!
Councils are closer to their residents.
This bill has widespread support from councils in our area. After all, councils spend the money and
invest the time consulting communities and developing policies about residential amenity, vegetation
controls, open space requirements and environmental controls. They are the ones who have to plan the
housing required to respond to government’s population targets, aspirations or projections, whatever
the current lingo is. Councils do this by developing planning scheme amendments including height
controls. They are required to give effect to state planning policies but often make reference to their
own policies as well.
Councils’ local planning policies need to be treated with respect and should be the basis for decision
making by all planning authorities, including VCAT.
At the moment in the act, section 60(1), which was amended in 2004, sets out the matters that must be
considered by a responsible authority (which includes VCAT). Strangely enough it does not include
as a must the planning policies developed by councils. Instead these important policies are relegated
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to the category of policies that ‘may’ be considered by VCAT. We should amend section 60 so that
VCAT is required (must be considered) to take into account properly adopted local council policies.
We also need to strengthen section 84B of the Planning and Environment Act by inserting a new clause
into this section so that VCAT is required to give effect to such local policies rather than just take
planning schemes into account when they make a determination.
Let us allow some real height controls to be set in the most contentious area of planning battles—the
issue of high-rise buildings appearing in unplanned and unexpected locations. Successive
governments have failed the community on the issue of height controls. There is public and
community disquiet all across Melbourne. Let council controls prevail. Let the local council be the
final arbiter on height control—that is, if they wish to take up the challenge. I believe that councils
should be responsible and have the courage to set boundaries for their communities without the fear
of VCAT or the minister interfering.
Under this legislation, it will still be open to councils to shirk their responsibility to the community if
they like. They can continue to leave the decision to the minister or they can continue to use
discretionary controls and leave it up to VCAT. But otherwise let us enable councils to take the
responsibility. This legislation will force local councils to make a decision: do they want the control
or not?
Not all municipalities will seek to maintain existing heights in a mandatory form or even try to lower
heights in some areas. Take, for example, Fishermans Bend in Southern Metropolitan. The residents
there have many concerns about many issues—mainly infrastructure, or the lack of it—but hardly ever
do residents complain to me about inappropriate high-rise towers.
This system works overseas. Local government sets local planning provisions. In America there is no
equivalent to VCAT. Such a system would be considered an anathema. As an American planning
advocate told me, ‘To have a decision made by an elected body overturned by a bureaucratic body is
undemocratic’.
Some say we can’t trust councils. That councils won’t do the right thing by their ratepayers. They are
bad on development issues and planning permits. But I say they are this way because they have
effectively become toothless tigers. They are so subjugated to the will of the state government that
they make policy decisions designed to please pro-development ministers, or when it comes to permits
they attempt to second-guess VCAT and excuse themselves from not supporting their own council
policies by saying that they are saving the expense of fighting, and unfortunately in most cases losing,
the case in VCAT.
My proposals in this bill will cut expenses at VCAT because these proposals will deliver certainty. I
believe more councils will seek mandatory controls which cannot be argued at VCAT.
I am also sure that giving VCAT direction to take into account and to give effect to local policies will
give more certainty to planners to use valuable local planning policies in decision-making, knowing
that they are less likely to be overturned at VCAT.
I know that giving more power to councils is not a silver bullet. But it would make councils more
accountable and I am sure it would improve their decision-making. And it is good for communities to
have more say. Population growth is eroding local democracy, with decision-makers becoming ever
more remote from the people. It is time to give people back their voice.
I commend this bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:26): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
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Committees
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Reference
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (10:27): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes that the recent UN global assessment report on biodiversity and ecosystem services found that
more animals and plants are threatened with extinction than ever before in human history and that the
decline of ecosystems threatens the resilience of agriculture and human wellbeing;
(2) further notes that the Victorian state of the environment report demonstrates significant decline in
Victoria’s natural environment as well as increasing rates of native species extinction;
(3) requires the Environment and Planning Committee to inquire into, consider and report, within
12 months, on the decline of Victoria’s ecosystems and measures to restore habitats and populations of
threatened and endangered species, including but not limited to:
(a) the extent of the decline of Victoria’s biodiversity and the likely impact on people, particularly First
Peoples, and ecosystems if more is not done to address this, including consideration of climate
change impacts;
(b) the adequacy of the legislative framework protecting Victoria’s environment, including grasslands,
forests and the marine and coastal environment, and native species;
(c) the adequacy and effectiveness of government programs and funding protecting and restoring
Victoria’s ecosystems;
(d) legislative, policy, program, governance and funding solutions to facilitate ecosystem and species
protection, restoration and recovery in Victoria, in the context of climate change impacts;
(e) opportunities to restore Victoria’s environment while upholding First Peoples’ connection to
country, and increasing and diversifying employment opportunities in Victoria; and
(f)

any other related matters.

I am very pleased to move this motion to establish an inquiry into the extinction crisis facing Victoria,
to be held by the Environment and Planning Committee. I call on all MPs in this place to support this
motion.
Before I go further I want to acknowledge the traditional owners of the land now known as Victoria
and acknowledge that for tens of thousands of years the First Nations people of this land cared for it
and for all the creatures and plants that lived on it. We have so much to learn from their custodianship.
In this spirit of care I move this motion, noting the destruction we have wrought in the last 230 years.
I love Victoria and feel so blessed to live here. We have so many special places. From the Grampians
to Wilsons Promontory, from the alpine High Country to the Wimmera, our landscapes are as diverse
as our people and all the creatures that live here with us. Not a day goes by that I do not think about
how lucky I am and we are to live in this place and in this environment. Not many others in this world
get to have a park with grass and trees and playgrounds in their neighbourhoods within walking
distance; access to clean oceans; magnificent forests at their doorsteps; and a natural environment that
has not been completely destroyed. I know from my own personal experience of growing up in
polluted cities, where every square inch is used for roads and concrete, that the place you live in
changes your life and your outlook and it changes your wellbeing. Clean air, clear water and the natural
environment should never be taken for granted.
In our busy lives, though, it is easy to forget how special our state is and to forget that it is our
functioning ecosystems that give us the clean air, fresh water and healthy landscapes we need for the
very basics of life—food, air, water and shelter. But we forget this at our own peril. In Victoria our
ecosystems, our life support systems, are under threat.
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Earlier this year the global assessment report on biodiversity and ecosystem services found that more
than 1 million species across the world are facing extinction. The chair of the body that oversaw that
report said:
The overwhelming evidence of the IPBES Global Assessment, from a wide range of different fields of
knowledge, presents an ominous picture … The health of ecosystems on which we and all other species
depend is deteriorating more rapidly than ever. We are eroding the very foundations of our economies,
livelihoods, food security, health and quality of life worldwide.

Extinction has consequences, globally and right here in Victoria. Australia was the first country in the
world to lose a species to climate change—the Bramble Cay melomys—and more than 700 plants,
animals and ecological communities are threatened and facing extinction. Every form of life in our
state is on the threatened list. Fish, whales, birds, frogs, flowers, trees and entire communities of life
could disappear altogether within the next generation. Our forests, grasslands, rivers, woodlands,
wetlands, mangroves and alpine areas are all being pushed to the extreme, whether it is from climate
change, introduced species or the impact of development and consumption.
Victoria’s latest state of the environment report, released earlier this year, makes some dire findings.
The report, which is released once every five years by Victoria’s commissioner for environmental
sustainability, found that Victoria’s environment is in worsening health in 51 of 170 categories. The
report found that unique native animals are increasingly threatened, including the mountain pygmy
possum, spotted tree frog, Murray crayfish and Baw Baw frog. These join others under threat, such as
the state faunal emblem, the Leadbeater’s possum; the greater glider; the golden-rayed blue butterfly;
the spotted tree frog; and the helmeted honeyeater. When it comes to biodiversity the report found that
most biodiversity indicators are poor and trending downwards. Of the 35 indicators, more than 20 are
poor, seven are fair and none are good. Eighteen indicators show deterioration, seven are stable and
only one, private land conservation, is trending up. These findings cannot be ignored.
Just this week more than 240 scientists signed a joint open letter calling for urgent action to stem the
extinction crisis. They wrote:
We the undersigned are scientists who every day study, catalogue and document Australia’s unique native
species and ecosystems and work out the evidence base needed to save them. Through our work we know
intimately just how important the diversity of Australia’s natural world is to the fabric of our nation and our
social and economic prosperity.
Sadly, our work also tells us Australia is amid an extinction crisis. We are documenting a rapid decline in the
overall numbers of species and the overall diversity of wildlife across the land, rivers and seas of our country.
Australia’s native species are disappearing at an alarming rate.

But they also provide hope. Their letter goes on to say:
… thankfully we know that when governments lead and invest in nature conservation, and partner with
researchers, Indigenous communities, conservation organisations, businesses and everyday Australians, we
can successfully protect and restore our wildlife for future generations.

That is why we are calling for this inquiry today. While we know the trajectory, we need to understand
further the impacts in Victoria and work out together how we will stop this from happening. So let us
hear from experts in the field and communities that see the impact of habitat loss and consider the best
solutions that we all know will stem this tide.
Caring for nature should not be seen as separate from people but as an essential part of who we are.
More and more Victorians are appreciating the danger of losing our natural world. The engagement in
the Guardian’s bird of the year poll is a great example. I hope you are all taking part. I will be voting
for the helmeted honeyeater, a beautiful, colourful, yellow bird that loves sweet nectar and is now
facing extinction. There are only 200 left in the world, but even more birds, understood to be common,
are in danger, primarily from habitat loss. We are now half as likely to see a kookaburra in the wild as
we once were. What will that mean for the next generation and the one after? Will they never hear the
unique call of the kookaburra?
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While the state of our environment report, the UN biodiversity report and many other reports paint a
bleak picture, I still remain hopeful, and I am more hopeful because of the opportunity this inquiry
offers us. There are three key issues that contribute to extinction of animals and plants. They are
climate change; habitat destruction, including urban growth; and invasive species, including feral
animals. So we would like the inquiry to focus on the solutions to the extinction problem in these areas
as well as the effectiveness of management plans. We have crafted the terms of reference to be open
to a range of policies, programs and funding requirements, and there is scope to consider balancing
the needs of communities as well as what is required to stop the decline of our natural environment.
Furthermore, the terms of reference do specifically note the significant opportunities for employment
in addressing the extinction crisis through conservation and land management.
The solutions are out there—solutions like restoring habitat and tackling climate change. Better yet,
these solutions offer opportunities for other things we sorely need: jobs in caring and conservation,
connections to nature that foster health and wellbeing, and the opportunity for Victoria to lead
Australia in the fight against extinction. I know that we can turn things around, and this inquiry could
be the beginning of making this a reality. Please join with us in turning this vision for a restored and
healthy Victoria into a reality. I commend this motion to the house.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (10:37): I thank Dr Ratnam for bringing this motion on, but
I just want to move an amendment to the motion, so I ask that my amendment be circulated. I move:
In paragraphs (e) and (f) omit all the words after ‘Victoria;’ and insert the following in their place:
‘(f) the role of human population growth both at present and considering future projections; and
(g) any other related matters.’.

One species worth mentioning in this debate is the elephant—or rather the elephant in the room. I
admire Dr Ratnam’s values and commitment in bringing this motion and congratulate her on her
speech to the house. I share the very same concerns, noting that our environment, species and
ecosystems are being devastated at an alarming rate. In fact I stood side by side with Dr Ratnam on
World Environment Day in support of the need for an extinction inquiry. But when I read this motion
I could not help but notice a humungous, glaring omission. It is an omission I cannot let pass by
without raising the need to include it. Population growth is one of the most important factors, if not
the most important factor, in the loss of our native species. By ignoring the rapid population growth
that is taking place both worldwide and especially in our country we are basically dancing around the
problem. Dr Ratnam’s motion has much to say about animals and plants—rightly so—but it does not
mention the most important factor in their decline: people. Yes, that is right—us. Humans are winning
and animals are losing, and this is happening on a grand scale.
One year ago in October 2018 the World Wildlife Fund reported that since 1970, 60 per cent of the
population of all vertebrate species—mammals, birds, reptiles, fish et cetera—had been lost. In less
than 50 years over half of the world’s birds and animals have disappeared—terrible. In those same
50 years the global human population has doubled. There are now twice as many of us as there were
in 1970. Does anyone here seriously believe that these two things are not linked, that if our population
had increased by, say, 20 per cent as opposed to doubling—that is, 100 per cent—there would not be
a lot more birds, plants and animals left throughout the world? This is in fact the acceleration of a longterm trend—more of us, fewer animals.
Ten thousand years ago the weight of the world’s vertebrate animals was: humans, 1 per cent; wild
animals, 99 per cent. Today it is the wild animals who are the 1 per cent, humans are 32 per cent and
our livestock are 67 per cent. In other words, it is us and our activities. It is not sunspots or evolution
or other predators that are killing them; it is us.
In 1992, 1700 world scientists issued a warning to humanity which said:
A great change in our stewardship of the earth and the life on it is required, if vast human misery is to be
avoided …
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They pleaded that we stabilise human population, cut greenhouse emissions, phase out fossil fuels,
reduce deforestation and reduce the trend of collapsing biodiversity. Then two years ago, in November
2017, over 15 000 scientists from 184 countries issued the World Scientists’ Warning to Humanity:
A Second Notice. It said:
We are jeopardizing our future by not reining in our intense but geographically and demographically uneven
material consumption and by not perceiving … rapid population growth as a primary driver behind many
ecological and even societal threats.

It is simple mathematics. The more people we have, the more land we occupy for housing and farming
and the more natural resources we require both for domestic consumption and to sell overseas in order
to balance our rising demand from our rising population for consumable imported goods. This of
course has an impact far beyond our borders. More and more habitat is being destroyed.
I know that some supporters of the Greens and some on the left of politics more broadly consider
voicing any concern at all about population growth and our mass-migration-based economy to be
racist and xenophobic. Seriously, do they think that the 15 000 scientists from 184 different countries
were racist and xenophobic when they pointed to population growth as a driver of species extinctions?
And here in Australia our governments are actively planning to double our population by 2050.
It would be negligent to pretend that population growth is not the issue. We need to do more than pay
lip-service to the problem of extinction in the natural world. We need to genuinely try to solve the
problem. This is why I have moved this amendment, and I hope the house will support it.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (10:44): I am pleased to rise and make a contribution on this
referral motion. We will not be opposing the referral motion, but I will have a fair bit to say, which I
know you will all be stunned about. With respect to the amendment that Mr Hayes has put forward,
the government benches are of the view that the focus of the referral should remain on biodiversity
and the ecosystem supporting our beautiful state, and therefore we will not be supporting that
amendment.
To come to the referral motion itself, I will be speaking in great detail about the work that the Andrews
Labor government has done in this critically important space. It is multifaceted, it is deep and it is
matched by significant funding and has been over a significant period of time. But I do want to talk to
the house, as I often do, about motions such as these coming from the Greens party, and I think there
becomes a frustration within the broader community. I know Dr Ratnam has the best of intentions,
and I am not suggesting for a moment that she does not have the best of intentions.
Bernard Salt is a very entertaining speaker for those of you who have had the benefit of hearing from
him, and I heard from him some years ago—and I am sure Mr Hayes is interested in his work—when
I was at a Red Cross AGM. He spoke with a great turn of phrase about the ‘goats cheese curtain’—of
which I have been a proud member of for most of my life—which is a small reference to a 5-kilometre
inner-city radius where I have been spawned from and have enjoyed a lot of goats cheese, a lot of
avocado and a lot of lattes in my life. And I am very proud of that. A lot of good comes from the
vibrant ideas and the commitment to social policy that occur within that 5-kilometre radius, and I think
that is really important work.
But I am also not blind, having lived there, to the fog that can come down in the goats cheese circle,
when an overindulgence of goats cheese is taken and people get a little bit of indigestion and perhaps
inflict that on the rest of the community—and this is a broader discussion. I was listening to the radio
this morning, and I understand that people have now glued themselves to the streets with respect to
the coal protests. I am all for freedom of assembly and freedom of association of course and people
peacefully expressing their rights. I am not going to go into the benefits of gluing yourself to the street.
I imagine that it is relatively painful, but it is about saying when we are talking about these issues that
we do care about really important issues. How do you then effect change? We have all chosen to be
in this chamber because we have chosen to effect change through a democratic process, and we have
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been elected to represent the views of our communities and we have been elected to have really
significant discussions about what that means.
When time and time again we are hearing the words ‘climate emergency’ and ‘Extinction Rebellion’,
again it has to be incumbent on those people, who are espousing those viewpoints repeatedly and often,
to say what they have actually done to achieve the change that they say must happen yesterday or we
will all die. If you look at the trajectory, and again I am doing this from decades of experience in
dealing with this in an inner-city electorate, and if you look at the time, for example, when Mr Bandt
was elected, which is nearly 10 years ago—and I heard him on the radio again this morning—that is
a decade. A decade, and what has the Greens party achieved during that decade to actually progress
these issues in a practical way?
Again, the chamber has heard me talk about the voting down of the ETS, which led to the chaos in
climate policy and energy policy in this country that is with us today. Dr Ratnam, as distinguished and
intelligent as she is, now sits alone in this house having had eight people here with her previously—
Dr Ratnam interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Well, four people. The concept of the never-ending Greens party on the march,
achieving change and turning back the tide of climate extinction, has not occurred. In fact I would
suggest that a lot of the vitriol and a lot of the not listening to the broader community has actually hurt
the progress of change, and I will come to all of the things that the Andrews Labor government has
done in this space. Of course there is always more to do, but I just remind the house that you cannot
do anything unless you are elected to do something. That is why on this side of the house we are
incredibly proud that many times we have actually gone it alone against what the nation is doing or
the federal government is doing, particularly in the area of renewable energies and energy policy. It
has been bold and it has been transformative, and it has been done by actually going out and listening
to the community right across Victoria. It is about not leaving people behind, about not adopting the
attitude that is lecturing about, ‘We know best and we have no interest in the impact it is having in
your local community or what your viewpoints might be’.
I really feel very passionately about this: that if you choose to be part of an elected process, if you
choose to be part of a democracy—and if there is a value that is held dear in this country, it is the value
of our right to vote and the value of our right to choose our elected representatives and then kick them
out if we want to—then those rights are underpinned by freedom of speech, a free media and a freedom
to protest, which we are seeing today. But ultimately none of that matters if you do not have a right to
vote, and so I would like to suggest—and far be it from me to make suggestions on these matters, but
I cannot help myself—that perhaps the Greens party could come to this house with a motion about
how the house could best engage with communities right across Victoria in terms of changing
behaviour at the local level or listening to people. But that of course is called an election, which is
what people do when they go out and try and win seats right across the state. Then people are able to
form governments after listening to those views and are then required to be accountable to those
communities. That is democracy. We are not living in a dictatorship or an autocracy.
Again, this is where the constant rhetoric and the constant vitriol are actually having a
counterproductive effect within our broader community because people feel alienated from being told
what to do in a really powered voice. It is all or nothing: we must do 100 per cent of this or we are all
dead. But we have been hearing this for 10 years. What people want are some solutions. I have a lot
of notes about this, but I have been reflecting on this somewhat because my middle child came home
from school last week—she is a vegetarian and she is committed to the animals and to changing the
way we do things—and she was absolutely buzzing with excitement. I said, ‘What happened, Sash?
What happened?’. She said, ‘Well, we had a professor from Melbourne Uni come to talk to our class,
and she is a professor in biodiversity, climate change and those sorts of areas’. Sash said, ‘The best
thing about this was that she was hopeful and she gave us some ideas about how we could solve things
and we did not feel like we were all going to die tomorrow’. This is a passionate child who is passionate
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about these issues. I think that is where certain elements of my side of politics or the left side of politics
are really getting this wrong. They are tone-deaf to what is actually happening in the community and
what is required.
You have to be practical, you have to be consultative and you have to give hope. You have to say,
‘Okay, this is how we’re going to navigate some really complicated policy issues. But we are up for
the challenge and we are going to listen to you and you are going to get the feedback and we are going
to put in our feedback and we are going to come up with things that are not going to please
everybody’—because that is the art of compromise. If you have a solution that only requires a 100 per
cent following, you are going to end up with 100 per cent of nothing because you will have no-one
subscribing to that point of view.
To go back to Mr Bandt and hearing him again on the radio, for all of the vitriol, the statements and
the charging from the cafes of inner-city Melbourne, we still have a very conservative federal
government, half of whom do not accept that climate change is real. So how is all of this drama and
gluing ourselves to the streets impacting on a change in behaviour? Well, federally it has actually gone
exactly the other way, and people need to take responsibility for it going the other way. They cannot
simply say, ‘Well, we’ve got the answers and everybody else is wrong’, because that just changes
absolutely nothing; in fact we go backwards. What responsibility are people taking for us going
backwards at a federal level?
What we have done at a state level is actually walk the walk and live what we believe. We have put
really complicated matters of energy policy and climate change action to all of Victoria, and we have
been voted in again. It would not have been thought possible that people would embrace changes into
renewable energies the way that Victorians have or the setting of energy targets or solar homes and all
of the things that are bold, deliberate decisions of governments that often cop a lot of criticism for
happening. But when a government feels that this is the right thing to do and it takes the community
with it, that is how it effects change. It is not shoving things down people’s throats with no practical
solution or, as my daughter would say, not giving people any hope about how we can change.
I would like to give the chamber some hope—hope that I will be finished in 17 minutes. You can cling
to that hope. The one good thing about this is that the clock does run down, doesn’t it? But I would
like to talk about the hope of what—
Ms Stitt interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Do you want me to wind up, Whip? No!
Ms Stitt interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Okay, so I need to wind up. A few more minutes. I have got a few more minutes,
says the whip, and we always do what the whip says.
Just briefly, the government has done a huge amount of work in this space. It has absolutely recognised
the threat to our biodiversity and native species. There has been more than $149 million put in to
protect the biodiversity. In 2017–18 there was $86.3 million and there is $20 million ongoing around
environmental protections and improvements. There is a focus on our beautiful Leadbeater’s possum
and the helmeted honeyeater, which I note Dr Ratnam is particularly fond of. We have had wildlife
conservation master plans dedicated to the recovery of 27 threatened native species. We have a
comprehensive biodiversity plan to 2037. We have given significant amounts of support to volunteers
who are out there in often really inaccessible places doing their bit for their love of our native flora
and fauna. We are world leaders in investing in our parks and recreations, and we come from a long
line of Labor governments which put marine parks, for example, actually on the map.
I will finish here, as I know people have a lot to say—
Members interjecting.
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Ms GARRETT: No? Extension of time again—chapter 2 is coming! I will finish by saying that of
course there is more to do. It is right that committees look at things, and I am certainly not against that.
But I implore everybody, particularly those who have moved this motion, to remember their role in
how we change for the future and work out whether it is a productive role and it is getting to what
people say they care about the most or whether it is fulfilling needs in them to hold individual seats or
to indulge themselves within the goats cheese circle.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:58): I was hoping for another 15 minutes. There
was so much promise and a failure to deliver. I hate to be cynical, but the member promised to actually
deliver a long dissertation on the government’s delivery and outcomes, which failed to materialise. I
hope that is not a reflection on the reality of the government rather than just the nature of this debate.
The Liberal-Nationals are very clear that we are just a trustee for our natural environment—for our
children, for our grandchildren and for generations to come. We do have a responsibility, a very
significant responsibility, to make sure we pass that natural environment and all that goes with it on to
the future generations better than we found it today. We have worked over many years, and we have
a track record that we are very proud of. The establishment of the National Parks Authority is just one
example. There was also the establishment of the first national parks at Wilsons Promontory and
Mount Buffalo and the establishment of green wedges in our cities. This has actually encompassed
both our rural and regional areas, as well as our urban environment, and protecting and managing that.
We acknowledge both the state of the environment report and the UN global assessment report on
biodiversity and ecosystem services and the significant concerns that are raised in them, although I
have to say personally I am very much with the former speaker in that we need to look at this with
hope for opportunity rather than just doom and gloom. However, the opposition will not be supporting
this motion today on the basis that we actually have a very significant report that is sitting with the
government that requires their response, which we do not have a response to, that has used the best
scientific evidence and advice, that has consulted with the community, that has done a very thorough
job and that has presented recommendations for the future and the change that is needed. It is our view
that that state of the environment report, tabled just on 19 March this year, has a very clear direction
on what the government needs to do and what needs to change based on the research that has been
done, and that undertaking another inquiry by the Environment and Planning Committee of the
Legislative Council will not necessarily substantially add to the very clear and immediate agenda that
is already in front of the government and that should be acted upon.
I want to take a minute because the motion does talk about the state of the environment report, although
it glosses over it, I have got to say, in terms of the substance of it and the recommendations. I do just
want to take a couple of minutes to contribute to the debate by reading from the Victorian State of the
Environment 2018 Report: Summary Report—the context in which this report has been made. It says:
The Victorian State of the Environment 2018 report provides a comprehensive scientific baseline of the state
of Victoria’s environment, and a considered analysis of the available science on Victoria’s environment and
the pressures and challenges ahead. It incorporates the science and builds on the findings of the State of the
Bays 2016, Victorian Catchment Condition and Management 2017, State of the Yarra and its Parklands 2018
and the Victorian State of the Forests 2018 reports. This evidence base enables the authority of the
Commissioner, according to the Act, to be exercised to confidently recommend and prioritise actions to
influence and inform the focus, effort and investment by the Victorian Government over the next decade.
The approach taken to prepare this report is consistent with the State and Benefit framework for the Victorian
State of the Environment 2018 report … which was tabled in the Victorian Parliament in December 2015 as
required under the Act. The indicator assessments by theme … provide the first, comprehensive scientific
baseline analysis on Victoria’s environment. This baseline will enable a shift from reporting on “what we
know” to reporting on “what we need to know” and will improve management interventions and, ultimately,
environmental outcomes. It is a fundamental reform element and underpinning principle of the framework.
Applying international frameworks and environmental reporting obligations, especially the United Nations
SDGs and SEEA—

sustainable development goals and system of environmental economic accounting—
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is also a fundamental reform element of the framework and they are included in this report to advance
Victoria’s adoption of these innovative and influential frameworks.
The Act also requires that the Minister must, within 12 months of tabling this report in Parliament cause a
statement of the response of the Government to be laid before each House [of Parliament] specifying the
action (if any) proposed to be taken by the Government with respect to the recommendations’.

I did take the time to read that in, because it very clearly lays out what the state of the environment
report has done, the level that it has been undertaken on, the significant scientific analysis and evidence
that has been brought to bear in its recommendations, the legislative authority that the commissioner
has in relation to undertaking this work and the expectation that the government will respond within
12 months in terms of those recommendations.
As I have said, this report was tabled on 19 March 2019—five months ago, probably only just shortly
before Dr Ratnam put this motion on the notice paper—but with an inquiry that is going to take
12 months the government will actually have already responded to this very significant report before
the inquiry even concludes. My recommendation to the government is that they should get on with it.
There are many important things to be inquired into by our committees, and there is important work
of that committee, for example, that they are undertaking on waste currently. That is a desperate need
and an absolute failing of the Andrews Labor government.
We are of the view that there is a very clear report with recommendations and with the government
steps which, if undertaken, could substantially take us forward in relation to it. The report does
highlight, in terms of the status of our environment, that 32 of the indicators are actually ‘poor’, 37 are
‘fair’ and only 11 are ‘good’. Twenty are unknown—we cannot even measure some of those basic
indicators. In terms of the trend, 30 of them are actually deteriorating and another 30 are unclear, and
the data quality is poor for 20 of them. So even in terms of the baseline there is some very significant
response that is required from the government and further work that needs to be done for the
170 scientific indicators that they have in place.
The state of the environment report also covers many—in fact all—of the areas that Dr Ratnam has
mentioned in relation to some of the priorities. Analysis is undertaken under climate change, air,
biodiversity, land, forests, fire, marine and coastal environments, water resources, water quality, waste
and resource recovery, energy, transport, megatrends and the UN sustainable development goals. As
I have said, there are 20 recommendations in place in relation to getting on with it.
I also want to mention of course that there is a very significant reference group that the commissioner
has in place, including members from the Clean Energy Council, Environment Victoria, the
Environmental Farmers Network, the Cooperative Research Centre for Water Sensitive Cities,
Landcare, the Trust for Nature, the Municipal Association of Victoria, the Victorian Catchment
Management Council, the Victorian Farmers Federation, the Victorian National Parks Association,
the Wathaurong Aboriginal Co-operative and the Wilderness Society, and there are expert reviewers
as well from groups like the Bureau of Meteorology, the CSIRO and many of our universities.
So my clear message is: the time for action is now. Action must be undertaken. We are very clear that
we are trustees for our environment and our biodiversity for the future. There are some very clear road
maps that have been put in place by a commissioner whose legal responsibility is to do exactly this
work for the government and for Victoria—to advise on what needs to be done. There is a very recent
and comprehensive set of recommendations about action that needs to be taken. Government should
get on and do it. I am not surprised they are supporting an inquiry to talk about this some more, which
will just ensure action is delayed. I am not surprised the Greens have put this forward in an effort to
be seen to be doing something. There is a clear report on the table. Action should be undertaken in a
sensible, thoughtful way based on the evidence and the science which has clearly been done through
the state of the environment report, and the government should get on with it. With that, we will not
be supporting the motion.
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Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:09): I rise to speak on Dr Ratnam’s extinction
inquiry referral. Of course animal and plant extinctions are a major problem and Australia has a very
shameful track record, but I am in two minds about this motion. Please allow me to explain. Some
years ago I tried to be part of the solution by investing in a company called Earth Sanctuaries Limited.
Some of you may be familiar with it. This was established by Dr John Wamsley, the conservationist,
who some may remember for wearing hats made out of the pelts of feral cats. Dr Wamsley knew that
our national parks were failing as animal sanctuaries, so he created his own. By fencing off private
properties and eradicating feral plants and animals, he successfully created natural habitat and thriving
ecosystems for koalas, wallabies, bandicoots, potoroos, bettongs and native birds.
Earth Sanctuaries ultimately failed as an enterprise—and I lost my money—because it was based on
the idea that animals could be traded and given a monetary value. This model was eventually made
impossible by highly restrictive legislation in the trade of native animals. At the forefront of this were
the sponsors of today’s motion, the Greens. Dr Wamsley later said:
There’s no doubt that if there weren’t any greenies in the world I could have saved more wildlife …
The ones that stopped all our projects were greenies.

In fact if there is something that is worse than Australia’s track record in managing native animals, it
would be the Greens’ record when it comes to listening to science. The Greens are responsible for the
irrational fear of nuclear technology and remain so, even though, according to the latest Roy Morgan
poll, the majority of Australians now support the use of nuclear power to produce carbon-free energy.
It is this kind of logic that sees the Greens oppose mines that provide the raw materials for solar panels,
wind turbines and lithium batteries.
The Greens were also at the front of a scare that shut down genetic modification. An article published
in the Guardian just this week covers the fact that a special, genetically modified vitamin A-enriched
rice, known as golden rice, has still not been distributed to anybody in Third World countries although
it could have saved millions of people from malnutrition. I am pretty sure that if any bill encouraging
GM came before the house today, the Greens would still oppose it. It is still part of Greens policy to
close down the nuclear research reactor in Sydney that provides medicine to cancer patients. They
should be ashamed of these anti-scientific and anti-humanist positions.
I support the use of renewables as part of the energy mix, but the Greens are blind to the unintended
consequences, with an unknown number of tonnes of toxic waste from solar panels now leaching into
our watertables from landfill. Another example is the toll that wind turbines themselves take on
wildlife, including a recent study which shows they kill far more insects than anybody envisioned.
Wind turbines in Germany kill 1200 tonnes of moths every year, which scientists believe may be
having a very serious impact on the food chain and the food available for birds.
So the Greens want an inquiry into the extinction of animals. Maybe they really want to find out the
truth, but history shows that the natural habitat for the Greens is wilful ignorance, as they demonstrated
when they opposed an inquiry into green energy for Victoria in the form of nuclear energy. On the
matter of animal conservation, as with everything else, the Liberal Democrats have a policy that works,
and an inquiry would provide an opportunity to investigate it. When Senator David Leyonhjelm first
raised to the national press the possibility of allowing suitable native species to be kept as pets back in
2015 he was ridiculed. But this policy has now been adopted in South Australia, where 97 native
animals can be kept as pets without permits, including spinifex hopping mice, geckos, bearded
dragons, blue-tongue lizards and native turtles. It is a policy supported by the eminent palaeontologist
Professor Michael Archer from the University of New South Wales, who wrote:
The fact that cats, dogs, mice, rats, rabbits, ferrets, chickens and a host of other introduced species are
defended as the only appropriate companions for humans reflects an arrogance that ignores the geographic
accidents of history. If colonial humans had evolved first in and spread from Australia rather than Africa …
I have little doubt that views about appropriate animal companions would be very different than those we
now inflict on Australia.
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How many species now extinct in Australia might still be with us if we had taken them in as companions? I
cannot help but wonder whether the Thylacine … would now be extinct if early settlers in Tasmania had
made a serious effort to keep this magnificent animal as a domestic companion instead of just dogs.

Another area of concern is the massive administrative waste in the conservation sector. Duplication,
red tape, mismanagement, poor communication and integration leads to highly inefficient service
delivery. Taxpayers spend far more than they should to get poorer outcomes than should be possible.
I fear that even if there is an inquiry, the Greens will not be able to handle the truth. However, there is
a glimmer of hope. After decades of being wrong about cannabis prohibition, last year the Greens
finally changed their position. In this spirit of hope, the Liberal Democrats support the inquiry.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:14): I rise to also make a contribution to this referral
motion moved by Dr Ratnam for an extinction inquiry. I might just say at the outset that I listened very
carefully to the submission of my colleague Ms Garrett on this matter, and I endorse her comments in
regard to this matter. I might make a few comments myself, but then I will have great delight in
outlining to the house and this chamber all of the things that the Andrews Labor government has done
and is doing. It is getting on with the job. You would think, listening to some of the commentary today,
that nothing is actually happening, but in fact there is a lot happening.
In preparation for this contribution today, and of course in looking at other issues in my own region, I
have been researching the share of public transport that people actually take up and use as a means of
getting to work. It is interesting to me that there has been some analysis done of trips into the city and
to work and of who is taking them and for what purposes. Some of these studies are quite old, but it
was quite interesting in terms of the breakdown of workers travelling to the city—the categories of
workers, where they are coming from and the sorts of trips and journeys that they might be making.
For example, it was found in one of these surveys that people like clerical and administrative workers,
sales workers, community personal services workers, technicians, managers and machine operators
are the sorts of people who are the most likely to use public transport to journey into the city.
Of course being in the inner suburban areas you are a little bit spoiled for choice. You have got trams
and you have got trains or you may choose to cycle, perhaps—those sorts of things. But it seemed to
me that the analysis was showing that the closer in to the city you were the less likely you were in fact
to take public transport, and it seemed that the wealthier you were the less likely you were to take
public transport. I find that quite interesting in terms also of the other finding that came out of some of
these studies: that expensive European cars in fact were overrepresented in terms of the city. So it
seemed like perhaps inner-city dwellers who live in those sorts of areas, rather than catch public
transport, were wanting to drive their very expensive European cars a couple of kilometres up the road.
It raises questions in my mind about the level of commitment perhaps of some of the constituency that
might reside in the inner city—and they may in fact be Dr Ratnam’s constituents—to actually ensuring
that we reduce the carbon footprint and reduce our reliance on using fossil fuels; and hence public
transport is perfect for that. It is quite curious to me that—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Well, let me tell you, Mr Finn. The Andrews Labor government has just
announced a trial of electric buses—fantastic.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: I know you are so disappointed that you did not come up with that idea. But the
great thing is that we are getting on with the job of delivering on all these things. So the bottom line is
that what we know is that people—
A member interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Did you hear that? ‘Sit down’—that was the word. What we know is that the
amount of solar infrastructure that we are rolling out is just incredible, and I am going to get to talk
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about that in a moment. But I would really like to see from perhaps some parties who like to lecture
others about why we need to do all of these things for the environment more of an emphasis to make
sure that they engage with their own constituency and that they are also pulling their weight, because
it is important not to lecture others about what they should be doing in this space when in fact the
research and the statistics I am seeing actually demonstrate that they are doing a lot of what they should
be doing, which is catching public transport to make sure they reduce their footprint on the
environment by reducing their use of fossil fuels. But of course an overrepresentation of expensive
European cars and short trips into the city pretty much clearly indicates to me who is not holding up
their end of the bargain.
However, having said that, I might move on to some of the fantastic work that the Andrews Labor
government has been doing in this space, which demonstrates our credentials—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: I know you are going to be so disappointed; you are going to be sitting there for
a long time, Mr Finn, while I roll all of this out, because the achievements are extensive. I know you
are going to be really disappointed. We did hear earlier Ms Garrett’s contribution about some of the
things that we have been doing, and again we have been hitting the ground running on this. Rather
than talk about it and have inquiries, we have been taking action. So let me detail some of these things
that have been very significant.
Over the past four years this government has provided more than $149 million to protect Victoria’s
biodiversity. In 2017–18 we provided $86.3 million and $20 million of ongoing support for a portfolio
of environment protection improvements across Victoria. This was the most significant injection of
funding for biodiversity that Victoria has ever seen. Building on this, the 2018–19 budget provided a
further $3 million for our faunal emblems—the Leadbeater’s possum and the helmeted honeyeater.
Rest assured that when it comes to funding this government is not stopping and it is not standing still.
In June over $2 million was provided in support of projects through the caring for our local
environments initiative. In June the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change also
launched Zoos Victoria’s five-year wildlife conservation master plan dedicated to the recovery of
27 threatened native species from extinction and announced $3 million in funding to assist that
initiative.
Then we move to our biodiversity plan, Protecting Victoria’s Environment—Biodiversity 2037: a
nation-leading 20-year strategy to improve, protect and work together to support Victoria’s
biodiversity. That strategy brings together the latest conservation and social science to achieve the
clear vision that Victoria’s biodiversity be healthy, valued and actively cared for. This will protect the
benefits that our environment provides to a healthy, prosperous and vibrant state.
In terms of supporting our volunteers—because we know that volunteers do a lot of important work
in this space as well—beyond specific funding for threatened species we also recognise the crucial
role that volunteers play in protecting and restoring Victoria’s natural environment. We have provided
an environmental volunteering plan to nurture and support volunteers. Whether you belong to
Landcare, a friend group, Coastcare or any of those local environmental groups, you know that they
are being supported by this government. Some specific examples of this support are community and
volunteer local action grants and community skills development to strengthen the skills and capacity
of environmental volunteer groups.
Of course we continue to invest in parks and recreation. The government understands the important
health benefits, the much-needed recreation opportunities and the tourism value of Victoria’s
extraordinary national parks. In 2017 there were over 100 million visits to our parks, and in 2017 alone
$2.1 billion was generated through parks tourism. The opportunity this provides for Victoria is not lost
on this government. Unlike those opposite though, the 2018–19 budget provided $70.7 million for
Parks Victoria, which is securing the benefits for our parks for everybody. The government has also
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provided 53 new rangers across Victoria and is providing $107.6 million for the outdoors package—
a significant program of camping upgrades and slashing of remaining camping fees to half.
There are a number of other significant achievements that we have done. For example, we significantly
expanded the parks system in the 1980s and early 1990s, including in East Gippsland, the Alps and
the Mallee. We legislated to prohibit mineral exploration and mining except for pre-existing rights in
national, state and wilderness parks in 1989; significantly expanded protected wilderness areas in
1992; created new and expanded box ironbark parks and world-class representative systems of marine
national parks and marine sanctuaries in 2002; and created the Great Otway National Park and the
new Point Nepean National Park in 2005. We ceased cattle grazing in the Alpine National Park in
2005–06, created the Cobboboonee National Park and Cobboboonee Forest Park in 2008, added the
quarantine station to Point Nepean National Park in 2009 and created new and expanded river red gum
parks and expanded parks areas in East Gippsland in 2010. The list goes on and on and on, and you
can see that significant investment in our environment shows that we have been working on this for a
long period of time.
I just might touch on—before I do get to talking about some of the other aspects—the fact that we are
speaking against the amendment foreshadowed by Mr Hayes in terms of its wanting to address aspects
of population growth and wanting to include that as part of this inquiry. As I said, we are speaking
against that amendment. Obviously the Andrews Labor government is well placed to cope with
population growth. In fact we have got a massive infrastructure pipeline to service this growth, and
we have committed a record $70 billion in transport infrastructure to assist: things like the Melbourne
Metro Tunnel, $11 billion; North East Link, $15.8 billion; 75 level crossing removals; the West Gate
Tunnel, $6.7 billion; Melbourne Airport rail; duplication of both Hurstbridge and Cranbourne train
lines; and upgrading suburban roads at a cost of $2.2 billion.
We are delivering on the biggest pipeline of major projects in our state’s history so that Victoria has
the schools and hospitals our state needs as it grows. We are building 100 new government schools by
2026 at a cost of $3.8 billion, and we are also upgrading, importantly, our hospitals, fully funding the
new 500-bed-plus Footscray Hospital at a cost of $1.5 billion. I can go on—there is still more that I
can outline—but as you can see, we are well placed for and well aware of the increases in our
population. People love to come to Victoria—they just want to live here—because we are kicking
goals when it comes to the environment.
Also we are providing jobs for people. The amount of jobs that are going to come out of these projects
is incredible. For example, there will be 10 000 jobs from the North East Link Project alone. The
Suburban Rail Loop, one of the greatest infrastructure projects, is going to connect suburbs to rail that
have never had it before—20 000 jobs will come from that project alone. I hope to see more people
who live in the inner suburbs of Melbourne start to use public transport more often rather than driving
their expensive European cars around for short trips, which absolutely contributes to the carbon
footprint. It is inappropriate and unacceptable. Again, we can see the types of people who are using
public transport. They are doing their bit, so we do not like to see the lecturing of people who live in
the suburbs and who are finding it difficult to get around but do their utmost to ensure that they access
public transport when and where they can.
Also we have released 100 000 new lots in the growth areas, capturing an estimated $1.35 billion in
development contributions for critical local services—for example, things like roads, parks, sports
fields, community centres, kinders and libraries. We want to make sure that people who are living in
these areas have access to facilities so that they can exercise, walk in nature and participate in
community activities and life. All power to them, and all the better if they can walk or cycle to those
things, because we know a lot of people in our suburbs do indeed do those things, and all in the name
of reducing their carbon footprint.
We are working with councils on a huge urban renewal pipeline as well. Again talking about jobs,
Fishermans Bend—80 000 people and 80 000 jobs; Arden, 15 000 people and 34 000 jobs. Caulfield
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station precinct, Lilydale quarry and Sandown Park—again, all of this investment demonstrates that
we are well aware of and able to cope with any of the demands our increasing population might bring
us. Through the successful Streamlining for Growth program we have also provided a further
$4 million in grants this financial year to streamline 54 town planning projects across Victoria,
including in our regional areas. Over $24 million has been allocated to over 230 projects across
Victoria, which is helping local councils manage population growth. Of course we have our Growing
Suburbs Fund as well, so that commitment is there to make sure these growing and emerging
communities get access to the infrastructure and support they need.
Then we turn to supporting our regional councils. For example, we are preparing growth plans for
areas such as Latrobe Valley, Ballarat, Bendigo, Echuca, Portland and Shepparton. We know that
these regional towns and communities will also continue to thrive and grow, because they are being
supported. We are also looking to drive jobs initiatives in those local areas and to make sure that those
local communities are supported, because people who want to live regionally should not be left behind.
I was very impressed to see the other day a news grab in regard to the rollout of solar panels. Indeed I
think I saw it reported that Ballarat has the third-highest uptake of solar panels in regard to the Andrews
Labor government’s initiative to roll out solar panels and our commitment to reducing our reliance on
fossil fuels. That is a fantastic outcome, and it is through programs such as the Solar Homes program
that we are able to bring these programs to people who would ordinarily not have been able to afford
solar panels in the past. The community of Ballarat is embracing solar panels on rooftops now to the
extent that it has something like, as I said, the third-highest uptake in Victoria. Well done, Ballarat—
more power to you. I also look forward to seeing those programs continue and seeing other regional
communities increase their uptake of solar.
I might just quickly mention the trial of electric buses. Again, we are working hard to make sure that
we reduce our reliance on fossil fuels and to make sure that we provide more environmentally friendly,
carbon-neutral options.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:30): I am really pleased to rise today to speak to Dr Ratnam’s
motion 93 standing on the notice paper today. Before I delve into some of the issues I would like to
raise in relation to the motion and how the government is and is not addressing some of the matters
that Dr Ratnam is concerned about, there is just one line that jumped out in this motion, and that is
part (3), section (a), where the motion goes to:
the extent of the decline of Victoria’s biodiversity and the likely impact on people, particularly First Peoples,
and ecosystems …

What I am really interested in analysing is that in the past the Greens very much paid, I feel, lip-service
in relation to what our Indigenous cultures wanted in terms of biodiversity renewal, regeneration and
ecosystems. Back in the last Parliament there was a report on fire preparedness, and in preparing that
report the committee learned from Victor Steffenson, who was and still is a fabulous fire practitioner.
From preparing that report and learning from his recommendations we came up with a
recommendation to implement the Return of the Firestick project, with all the wonderful benefits that
that can bring.
Now, in terms of who was at the table and who has been at the table pushing for the Return of the
Firestick—Indigenous cool burns—we have had Uncle David Wandin from the Wurundjeri tribe, we
have had Gunnai/Kurnai, both elders and youth, and we have had Dja Dja Wurrung endorsing this.
What we are talking about here is a wholehearted push to embrace, one, going back to Indigenous
culture and how they used to live in the past and what they did, but also, two, the environmental
benefits that that will bring. Indeed we put together, I will say, a great policy in relation to this, and I
feel that the Greens have been very cool on cool burns in the past. So if they are going to look at
implementing and really considering the impact of the First Nations people, then they need to be
prepared to adopt what they are saying and how they are saying it in relation to cool burns.
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Getting down to the actual motion itself, let us look at the government’s Flora and Fauna Guarantee
Amendment Act 2019. Now, if we turn to it, many of the issues that Dr Ratnam has in her motion here
today should be addressed by this act that was implemented only recently. If we look at the act, it is
about imposing additional obligations to consider biodiversity in decision-making, improving
transparency and accountability and making various amendments to strengthen the act—the previous
one. Under the act the minister has powers and should be providing measures around conservation,
protection and management of critical habit. The act makes a lot of changes in relation to a scientific
committee, where they are all scientists et cetera, and whether you can catalogue threatened species,
and it goes into a whole range of biodiversity strategies, reviews, reports, community consultations
et cetera. It increases powers around inspections and seizures—blah, blah, blah. In Minister
D’Ambrosio’s second-reading speech she said, and I quote:
… much of the Act’s architecture is still fit for purpose—

speaking about the former act. She continued:
Victoria’s continued decline in biodiversity can in part be attributed to a lack of implementation of this Act,
rather than to deficiencies in its structure.

Well, considering that her party, the Labor Party, have been in power for the last 16 out of 20 years,
the lack of implementation needs to be left at the feet of that party and the responsible government.
What could be done to achieve a far greater level of enhancement and be a saviour of biodiversity and
indeed native species is to take a leaf out of the Australian Wildlife Conservancy’s book. They are a
fabulous organisation, and I note that recently the New South Wales government and federal
government have partnered with them quite significantly to have really great outcomes for endangered
species. Indeed only recently just above Mildura there was the release of some native species back
into that area for the first time, and indeed also the Indigenous people in that space were very pleased
to be part of that. So we need to look at and this government needs to look at good, proper partnerships
in relation to how we can improve biodiversity rather than just running to another review.
In relation to Ms Terpstra’s bountiful commentary around what the government is doing, well, in this
year’s budget the Parks Victoria budget was cut from $194.3 million in 2018–19 to $181.1 million, a
cut of $12.3 million. Now, if that is something they want to blow their trumpet about, I am really
disappointed in the government. In relation to improving all of these measures in various acts, in last
year’s budget the environmental and biodiversity input went up by less than 3 per cent. So we see a
cut in the Parks Victoria budget and we see a minuscule increase in the budget in relation to improving
environmental and biodiversity outcomes, and yet they are prepared to send off a committee to explore
more things rather than take ownership of what they should be doing and take the responsibility that
is incumbent on government.
I will continue to be brief on this subject, but I just want to touch on some very good work that has
been done in the past and work that has been done by country people for country people and for the
environment. I refer specifically to the Landcare movement. It celebrated its 30-year anniversary only
this year. Indeed that Landcare movement was started by a farmer called Terry Simpson up on his
farm at Winjallok, and it was well supported by the Victorian Farmers Federation. That was 30 years
ago. He wanted a strategy and a change in the way he farmed, and so therefore he started to look at
how he could improve soil, improve plantation and combat salinity. In doing so he did improve his
soil health, making his pastures more climate resistant—although back then he did not use that
terminology. He also sank and sequestered carbon and bound it back into the environment on a far
greater scale, which led to improvements in terms of fertiliser outcomes and high organic soil matter.
He certainly therefore could improve stocking rates. That was a long time ago.
Since that time successive governments have embraced Landcare, which I have been impressed by
and approve of, up until recently. The recent concerns in relation to Landcare are that those 79 parttime facilitators that support some of the 600 Landcare groups across Victoria are very much under
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threat. Now, in my opinion if this government wants to provide the death knell on anything, it has a
review. Currently there is a review into primary care partnerships, which could mean the death of
them. There is a review also into Landcare. What our concern is on this side of the house, and indeed
all country people are quite concerned, including the facilitators and Landcare people—the people in
our regional and rural areas—is that Landcare will end up being made subservient to some other
platform and that these facilitators will be cut.
Only recently there was a fantastic agroforestry climate change adaptation symposium or, I should
say, participation out at Loch in my electorate where they talked about how trees and shelterbelts can
really improve the environment. These are people that we need to be supporting, not cutting asunder
or having a review into on the way out the door. With that, I will leave my contribution there to enable
other people to make some comments. We will not be supporting this motion.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (11:40): Of course as the representative of animals in this
chamber, I am very much in support of Dr Ratnam’s motion for an inquiry into the extinction crisis.
Australia is one of the worst performing countries with respect to biodiversity loss. Australia’s faunal
extinction crisis has resulted in a federal Senate inquiry, with the final report due next month. Almost
250 of Australia’s scientists have written an open letter to the Prime Minister pleading for more
investment in nature conservation and improved environmental laws. The 2018 state of the
environment report from Victoria’s commissioner for environmental sustainability was damning: only
11 per cent of the assessed status indicators for biodiversity are rated as good, only 10 per cent are
improving and 30 per cent are deteriorating.
Governments are often criticised for silo thinking—looking at individual problems as isolated from
the complexity in which they arise. This happens with the environment. Although individual species
are important, the interactions between species and the role that each species plays is also critical, and
this is fundamental to ecosystems. Each species of animal, plant, fungus and microorganism has a role.
If the number of individuals of any species increases or decreases or if any species is removed from
or added to an ecosystem, the natural balance changes and so does that ecosystem. So we must monitor
and protect whole ecosystems as well as individual species. The Victorian volcanic plains grassland
that used to cover most of Western Victoria Region, which I represent, is now a critically endangered
ecosystem because of land clearing and agriculture.
The Andrews government is an enabler of our global extinction crisis through the legislated killing of
native species such as dingoes and kangaroos, which are critical for Australia’s ecological balance. In
Australia the biodiversity of our ecosystem has been undermined by killing our apex predator, the
dingo, through 1080 poison and recreational shooting practices.
Only one-seventh of the world’s wetlands that existed in 1700 remained by the year 2000, and their
rate of destruction is increasing rapidly. Victoria’s wetlands, which are home to some of Australia’s
17 critically endangered bird species, must be protected for conservation instead of legislated
environmental destruction such as duck hunting. The Andrews government will be negligent if it
continues to permit duck shooting, given the negative impact on waterbird numbers and the Ramsarlisted wetlands of Victoria. Shooting native waterbirds while one in eight animal and plant species
faces oblivion is not in line with their so-called progressive agenda and is at odds with their own
biodiversity plan. Most Labor governments banned this outdated and cruel activity years ago: Western
Australia in 1990, New South Wales in 1995 and Queensland in 2005. Research and reports from
various agencies and scientists indicate we are in a biodiversity emergency, and we must act now and
with urgency. I will be supporting this motion today.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:43): I rise to make comment on the threatened species
inquiry motion put forward by Dr Ratnam today. Native species are dying out. Climate change is real.
This is the most important issue before us. You can debate all the laws you like in this place, but it will
not mean squat unless we pay attention to what Dr Ratnam is saying today. Our ecosystems are in
distress. Two hundred and forty leading scientists recently came together to sound the alarm bells.
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Within two decades scores of native species will be extinct. We must act now, and those that do not
support this motion are also doomed to extinction. I support this motion.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:44): The Greens do not own the environment agenda.
Protecting our environment should be the political collective’s number one job. Everyone in my
community sees looking after the environment as a major concern. They are restoring our natural
habitats and grasslands, forests, rivers, marine and coastal environments and native species. Animals
and plants need our love and support. In Western Metropolitan Region we have some of the most
beautiful natural environments threatened by population and urban sprawl.
I want to thank the active members in my community that with their hands continue to try to improve
our environment: Friends of Williamstown Wetlands, Friends of Skeleton Creek and Altona Bay
Wetlands, Friends of Stony Creek, Friends of Newport Lakes, Friends of the Maribyrnong Valley,
Friends of Steele Creek, Friends of Moonee Ponds Creek, Friends of Emu Bottom Wetlands Reserve,
Friends of Werribee River Park, Friends of Malcolm Creek, Friends of Iramoo, Friends of Jacksons
Creek, Jones Creek Restoration Group, Friends of Lower Kororoit Creek, Friends of Kororoit Creek,
Friends of Holden Flora Reserve, Friends of the Organ Pipes National Park, Friends of Merri Creek,
Friends of Cobbledicks Ford, Friends of Greenwich Bay and Friends of Little River. There are also a
lot of litter groups as well.
Members interjecting.
Dr CUMMING: I hear the mutterings in the corner, and I would encourage the person who mutters
the most to actually go out and visit these groups and actually with his hands plant some trees.
I have on numerous occasions planted trees along Kororoit Creek. I have also picked up litter on
occasion. As illustrated, there are many community groups and friends of groups within the western
region that care deeply about their local environment and do a lot of hard work to make sure that those
creeks and corridors—the habitats of those species that are endangered, like the growling frog or the
striped legless lizard—provide habitats. These groups look at the indigenous vegetation and use
historical records to restore those local habitats. Those groups protect our significant fauna and flora.
They pick up rubbish. They are part of the school groups and other groups in those local areas. They
come out and make sure that our flora and fauna are being restored and protected. I love them all very
deeply, and if it were not for my local community groups actually doing the hard work, those areas
would be in a much more dire space. I would like to thank those groups and encourage others in this
chamber to be part of them and actually pick up rubbish. Our waste, and removing plastic and rubbish
out of our environment, is still the number one concern. Removing plastic from our environment—
our rivers and our waterways—should be everyone’s concern.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (11:48): I also rise to speak on this motion, and I will be
supporting the referral to the Environment and Planning Committee. There is no question that we have
got a problem. We can have a debate about how big the problem is, but we definitely cannot simply
say that there is no problem, there is no climate change. If you believe that, then you have got rocks in
your head. So certainly there is a problem. But I am proud to be part of the Andrews Labor government
that came in in 2014. We are now leading the nation when it comes to tackling climate change and
delivering real action to set Victoria on a path to achieving zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050.
A number of members have referred to the Victorian State of the Environment 2018 Report, which
was delivered not long ago. I am going to quote some comments from the commissioner, Dr Sparkes.
The report is quite damning; there is no question about that. We have got some serious problems, and
we need to do something. But the encouraging thing is that according to the report Victoria and the
Victorian government are actually doing something. I will quote from Dr Sparkes’s foreword, under
the heading ‘Beyond traditional methods’:
Each scientific assessment chapter in Part III of this report includes summaries of current Victorian
Government settings, including policies. There has been good progress in the environmental frameworks that
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have been developed since 2014. However, the increased pace of change and impact of pressures on the
environment mean that a business-as-usual approach to developing policies, programs and an ad hoc
investment in monitoring, science and reporting is unlikely to meet our requirements for effective, adaptive
management practices into the future.

I think that is very important. That is when we make sure that we continue to do more. Dr Sparkes
also makes reference to the 17 United Nations sustainable development goals, which are referred to
throughout the report. They are:
… demonstrating how we are actively aligning Victoria with international environmental reporting
frameworks. This is the start of our journey to rewire and bring coherence to the system so that the SDGs
frame environmental monitoring and reporting in Victoria, helping to drive—

the change. She continues:
This is the first known attempt in Australia to apply the SDG framework to an environmental reporting at a
sub-national level.

So, again, the Victorian government is leading the way. The Andrews Labor government has been
leading the way since it came into office in 2014. A lot of investment has been put in place to make
sure we achieve our targets and to make sure we maintain our biodiversity. A lot of animals are
disappearing; that is true. We can debate how far people are exaggerating and whether or not the
problem is real, but the fact is that we need to do something. The last thing we should be doing is
turning this into a political debate, whether it has been raised by a political party or not. It is about
doing something real about it.
So I am looking forward to that reference coming to the committee. The work done by the
commissioner for environmental sustainability is a great starting point, and we should be guided by
the work that has been done. The report will be a really good guide for the committee, and I am sure
we will be basing our report on that because there is no point in rewriting history or starting from
scratch. With those few words I will leave Dr Ratnam to sum up. I commend the motion to the house.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (11:53): First I would like to provide a response to
Mr Hayes’s amendment, prior to concluding the debate. Mr Hayes is correct that habitat destruction
from urban growth is one of the factors contributing to the extinction crisis, and the existing terms of
reference provide for Mr Hayes’s concerns to be addressed by the committee if the inquiry occurs.
However, it is one of numerous issues that need to be explored in this inquiry, and I am not inclined
to support an amendment that prioritises one of the factors over the others. I think that is for the
committee to investigate. The proposed terms of reference are open for a reason, and they are
something that we have been negotiating over the last few weeks with everyone in the chamber. We
do not want to pre-empt the outcome of the inquiry but ensure that it is open to all the points and, more
importantly, open to all the possible solutions. For that reason I will not be supporting Mr Hayes’s
amendment.
In conclusion more broadly on the debate, I want to thank everyone who made a contribution to this
debate. Thank you for your considered contributions to the debate and for engaging on this most
critical issue for the future of the environment in Victoria. The motion has received support from
across the political spectrum in this chamber, and that is very, very pleasing to see. I am disappointed,
but sadly not surprised anymore, by the opposition’s opposition to this motion. That is all they seem
to know how to do at the moment—to oppose—despite saying they are concerned about this and that.
When there is actually an opportunity to inquire, to investigate, to scrutinise and to come up with
constructive solutions, they baulk at the opportunity, and that is very disappointing.
It is the job of this Parliament and this chamber particularly to apply the necessary investigation,
research and scrutiny and to think about solutions that will help Victoria for generations to come. I am
very pleased that this inquiry holds the hope and possibility that we will come up with real solutions.
It will be about collaboration and consultation, and it will allow the Victorian community to tell us
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what is happening in their local environments. We will hear from experts right across the board, and
hopefully in a bipartisan and a unified way we can put solutions on the table that we can all then
commit to taking action on. The only way that we are going to solve the climate and extinction crises
that we face is if we commit to working together on the solutions. That is what I and the Greens are
committed to doing.
Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Bills
RENEWABLE ENERGY (JOBS AND INVESTMENT) AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Council’s amendments
The PRESIDENT: I have got a message from the Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly informs the Legislative Council that, in relation to ‘A Bill for an Act to amend the
Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment) Act 2017 to establish a target of 50% of electricity generated in
Victoria to be sourced from renewable energy by 2030 and for other purposes’ the amendments made by the
Council have been agreed to.

Rulings by the Chair
QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
The PRESIDENT (11:57): While we have got a minute I would like to advise that I received a
written request from Ms Wooldridge seeking the reinstatement of questions on notice directed to the
Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade. Having reviewed the responses I order that question on
notice 424 be reinstated in full and that question on notice 580, part (3), be reinstated.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
HEALTH SERVICES CYBERSECURITY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:00): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Mr Gepp: What a surprise!
Ms CROZIER: Well, there is lots to talk about, Mr Gepp, and there is a lot happening in health,
so I will continue to ask the minister about these very important issues. So I ask the minister: Minister,
isn’t it a fact that due to the cyber attacks on Victorian hospitals local businesses and suppliers are not
being paid?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:00): I thank the member for her question. As I have explained to the house now on a number of
occasions, cyber attacks are the reality of our modern world, and all individuals and organisations need
to remain vigilant and constantly update their cyber defences. I am sure that members of Parliament
are regularly subjected to phishing emails. I know I certainly have been, and I know that the Parliament
of Victoria, as has the federal Parliament, has had significant issues dealing with these issues.
Ms Crozier: Why is it only Victorian hospitals that have been attacked like this?
Ms MIKAKOS: In fact Ms Crozier might not be aware that when we had issues in Victoria
recently in the same week American and Canadian hospitals were subjected to cyber attacks as well.
Cybersecurity is an issue that our government has been taking very seriously. In fact the previous
coalition government had no dedicated funding for cybersecurity for health services. We invested—
Ms Crozier: We didn’t have the attacks.
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Ms MIKAKOS: Ms Crozier seems to think there were no cyber attacks, nothing going on, while
she was the parliamentary secretary. There were just no cyber attacks for the four years that Mr Davis
and Ms Crozier were in charge! You must live under a rock, Ms Crozier. You must live under a rock,
because we know the amount of phishing emails we all receive as members of Parliament, and I know,
given I have been here for some time, that that has been happening for a very, very long time. So our
government over the past five years has invested in excess of $46 million to strengthen health service
IT capability and replace aged and at-risk technology in our health services. This has been directed
towards cybersecurity investments as well. That investment is backed up by $13 million in this year’s
budget as well in terms of—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, the minister has been speaking for over 3 minutes, and
she has not mentioned local businesses and suppliers in relation to the substantive question that I asked
her. I would ask you to draw her back to what is a very simple question: why have businesses and
local suppliers not been paid?
Ms Shing: On the point of order, President, this appears to happen time and time again, that the
minister in this exchange repeatedly will be answering a question and then the interjections persist for
such an amount of time that in fact the minister is responding to them in addition to answering the
question. It is difficult in fact for the minister to even get part way through even one question without
this actually beginning and continuing in earnest, so I think the door is opened every single time.
The PRESIDENT: I uphold both points of order. I ask the minister to come to the question, and I
ask the opposition to give the minister a chance to answer without constant interjections.
Ms MIKAKOS: Thank you, President. We see this time and time again where Ms Crozier asks a
question and then is not interested in the actual answer. In her question she did not refer to a particular
health service, a particular incident; she had a broadbrush question about cyber incidents. So I am
responding to your question; if you cannot write them properly, that is not my problem.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, the minister is debating. Clearly she has got no idea of
how many businesses and small business suppliers have been affected by these cyber attacks that have
affected many Victorian hospitals. I did not specifically determine any one, but many hospitals have
been impacted. I would ask you to draw the minister back to the very specific question that I asked.
The PRESIDENT: I draw the minister back to the question.
Ms MIKAKOS: President, the member is seeking to suggest that somehow hospitals will not
honour their invoices—their bills—from suppliers. That is just total nonsense. We have had issues, as
I have explained to the house before, in Barwon and Gippsland that have meant that email and internet
have continued to be affected. Critical clinical care was addressed very quickly, patient care has not
been impacted and surgery is back to normal, but of course written invoices need to be communicated
to health services, and they will be paid. (Time expired)
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:05): Minister, I note that the cyber attacks actually
happened some time ago—some weeks ago—so I ask: what action will you take so that those
businesses and suppliers can get paid this week?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:06): The member has made a particular assertion. She has not confined it to a particular health
service. I have actually tried to help her. The point that I am making is that health services will honour
all the invoices to suppliers. If they have needed to be in contact with suppliers to remind them that
they may not be able to receive these invoices electronically, then they have been provided in hard
copy. Of course health services will honour their invoices. We have been assisting our health services
not just with the $46 million of funding that we have provided, including the funding in this year’s
budget; there is also additional technological support that we have been providing to those affected
health services through the digital health team in my department as well as additional supports that we

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 30 October 2019

Legislative Council

3685

are rolling out for health services. We are fully backing our health services in dealing with this
challenge. That stands in contrast to those opposite, who had no dedicated funding and no dedicated
attention to these particular risks facing— (Time expired)
BELT AND ROAD INITIATIVE
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:07): This question is to the minister representing the Premier.
Last year the Andrews government committed Victoria to the Chinese Communist Party’s Belt and
Road Initiative, known as the BRI. Several Labor MPs, state and federal, have since admitted that the
BRI is not merely an economic initiative but a Chinese strategic initiative as well. We understand you
see the mountains of cash as almost irresistible, but is this enough? In light of the Chinese
government’s ongoing human rights abuses, particularly towards the residents of Hong Kong and
Tibet and in the vast chains of gulags in the west, and in light of the continued efforts by the Chinese
Communist Party to deny liberty and democracy in Hong Kong, why is this government dealing with
a totalitarian regime to build Chinese strategic projects on Australian soil?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:08): I thank Mr Quilty for
his question and his defence of freedom. He finds every opportunity to defend the principle of freedom,
and good on him for doing so. If he applied the true spirit of freedom that he quite obviously and
consistently applies in his philosophical undertakings, he may not be bothered coming to Parliament,
because Parliament is in fact not always an instrument of freedom. You may not actually deal with
any commercial interest across the world that is not dedicated to the cause of freedom. In fact the
economy and all economic activity across the globe may be tarnished if you apply the spirit that you
are trying to apply to China—that you are exclusively applying to China in your question—as distinct
from the way in which the economy and corporate players and governments apply each and every day
across the planet. You actually may be led to a profound loss of confidence in any jurisdiction that
embarks upon activities of war or other incursions into other countries’ wellbeing that occur right
around the planet, each and every day, and have done so for basically human civilisation. The reason
why I couch my answer to you in those terms is that, if you strictly adhere to the philosophical centre
that you espouse in this place, there will be very, very few people that you would actually do any
business with. Now, having said that—
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr JENNINGS: Well, no, I get another minute and 10 seconds to actually espouse my
philosophical response to Mr Quilty’s question, because in fact I do not dismiss it. What I am placing
it in is the real-world context in which we live, in which this jurisdiction works, in terms of Victoria’s
role, the role that we play in carving out economic opportunities for our state and the degree of
collaboration that we want to embark upon on a global scale. Victoria wants to participate in a global
economy. Anybody who wants to participate, as a jurisdiction such as ours wants to participate, in a
global economy should look for areas where they can do good, productive work that does not have
downstream consequences of military intervention, even though we support defence industries. We
actually have defence industries in this country and in this state that in fact have a valid role to play in
terms of technology, job creation and engineering and can serve a variety of purposes other than
damaging and destroying human life. We can apply our senses to the way in which we get the
appropriate balance between our participation in economic opportunities and the protections of
freedom that are very important to all of us.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:11): Economic trade and strategic cooperation are not the
same thing. The Chinese Communist Party has staunchly resisted liberalisation and democratisation,
despite engagement by Western governments and businesses for the past three decades. They now
seek to expand their authoritarian influence through initiatives like the BRI, creating a complex global
strategic situation. The Victorian government does not have a department of foreign affairs staffed
with international relations experts advising on diplomatic issues or a department of defence advising
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on the strategic implications of policy, and I am not convinced of Victoria’s international human rights
expertise either. This government is exposing Victorians and all Australians to the risk of manipulation
from an assertive and authoritarian superpower. How is this government ensuring that it is not selling
out Australia’s position on human rights, defence strategy and diplomacy?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:12): In terms of the
collective wisdom and capability of the Victorian government, I have confidence that in fact we would
be able to assess these issues on their relative merits. You have asserted in your question that you as
an individual have greater knowledge and capacity than the state of Victoria. I do not accept that
premise. So on that basis maybe we can have some conversations about how we can convince you
that Victoria is acting in the interests of our citizens, but if you start by asking a question that implies
that your personal values system and your knowledge are superior to the collective capability of the
Victorian government, then that is something that we are going to have to sort out before we can
actually pursue a satisfactory answer to your question.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BOAT RAMPS
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:13): I was delighted in recent weeks to join my colleagues the
member for Mordialloc and the member for Frankston at the Mordialloc boat ramp to announce the
removal of parking and launching fees at that facility and indeed at all. This marked the final delivery
of the government’s commitment to make it easier and cheaper for boaters and fishers to get out on
the water by abolishing fees at the 35 public boat ramps in Victoria where fees have been charged. It
is a great win for individuals and for families who will save in many cases hundreds of dollars a year
depending on which ramp or ramps they like to visit. That is money that can be spent on bait or tackle,
a new piece of boating equipment or a frenzy of fish and chips for the unsuccessful anglers among us
after a fun day out on the water.
But the good news does not end there. In March we established Better Boating Victoria and funded it
to the tune of $47.2 million in the 2019–20 state budget to implement a raft of other recreational
boating improvements. These include upgrading six priority boat ramps and reviewing how boating
infrastructure is managed across Port Phillip and Western Port. We have now commissioned concept
designs to upgrade boat ramps at Rhyll, Queenscliff and Point Richards, and we are progressing
projects at Hastings and Cowes Jetty too.
With all our promised upgrades, the key to success relies on boaters and fishers helping us to create
the facilities that they want to use. Better Boating Victoria is currently giving boaters and fishers the
chance to have their say about the concept design options that are being presented to the public. From
Rhyll to Point Richards, we are talking to communities about what they want to see as part of these
upgrades. It is all part of the Andrews government’s commitment to making boating better, cheaper
and easier. And with the sun out, as it is on a day as glorious as today, there has never been a better
time to be with friends and family out on the water in Victoria.
HOSPITAL WAITING LISTS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:15): My question is again to the Minister for Health.
Minister, Linda has been waiting for three and a half years for a gastroscopy. She was finally provided
in May with an appointment to see a specialist on 18 October. On 16 October she received a letter
saying, and I quote, that ‘due to lack of staff’ her appointment has been rescheduled to 1 November.
Minister, how is it okay that someone like Linda has to wait three and a half years to see a specialist
so that she can have a gastroscopy?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:15): I thank the member for her question. As I have always indicated to members in this house—
and that offer extends also to members in the other place—if members would like to provide me with
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details of a particular patient I will look further into their particular circumstances. I note that the
member has not provided details around which health service Linda has been dealing with, but I am
very prepared to have my department look into her particular circumstances. It is very difficult to
speculate on exactly the precise circumstances relating to any particular individual, but I am very sorry
to hear that she has been waiting for a significant period of time to undertake her necessary gastroscopy.
What I could say further is that the member would be well aware that our government has provided
greater transparency around specialist clinic data. That is in stark contrast to what happened when
Ms Crozier was the parliamentary secretary. The opposition did not publish quarterly specialist
performance data at all. I note that she was talking about transparency the other day, but I make the
point to her that our record is a commendable one when it comes to transparency in health. We know
that Mr Davis did not publish data at all. He just put it in his bottom drawer and decided to publish
data—
Mr Jennings: No, in his filing cabinet—his man-sized filing cabinet.
Ms MIKAKOS: He had a man-sized filing cabinet. Mr Jennings is reminding me that there was a
man-sized filing cabinet that contained all sorts of health data that never saw the light of day.
Our government is proud of our record of investment in health, and I acknowledge that there may be
individual circumstances where people are inconvenienced for whatever reason and their appointment
may be rescheduled for various reasons. But with the investment that we are making, if you just look
to this budget alone, there is a $2.5 billion boost to running our hospitals and a $200 million flu
package that I announced just recently. We are providing significant investment to our health services.
What this has meant in terms of specialist clinics is they are able to provide more appointments so that
people are able to get their appointments and get the care that they need. That is the investment that
we have made that has led to— (Time expired)
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:19): Minister, what do you say to Linda, who has lost
faith in the public health system due to the extensive wait times and delays and is afraid that her
forthcoming appointment will be cancelled yet again? Minister, do you accept that three and a half
years is too long to wait for an initial appointment to have a gastroscopy, and therefore will you
guarantee that her appointment will not be cancelled or rescheduled again?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:19): I have said to the member that I will have my department look into Linda’s particular
circumstances if she provides me with further details in relation to that. But what I can say to the
member more broadly is that specialist clinics are an important part of our health system. We have
currently about 4 million appointments that occur in our hospital specialist clinics annually, so
4 million Victorians are getting access to appointments. This is why we are making the investment
that I talked about in my substantive answer—record health budgets, a record $12.2 billion hospital
budget just this year alone. We are putting in record investment, and we are certainly taking up the
issues to the commonwealth government as well that has been cutting our funding, a $305 million
cut— (Time expired)
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:20): My question is for Minister Jennings, representing
the Treasurer. Many times I have shared stories of former taxi licence holders who now struggle under
financial pressure to pay down debt on lost licences. Through my talks with the ATO and these
individuals, it appears that banks have put a great deal of pressure on recipients of transition payments
and Fairness Fund payments to pay down their debts, pushing them to sell their homes to do so. I am
advised that at no point did the banks or the Fairness Fund administrators advise these people of the
upcoming tax debts on their Fairness Fund payments. In fact the ATO has advised me that fund
administrators on the intention of this payment did not consult them. I ask the minister: was there any
tax advice offered by the Fairness Fund administrators to recipients of these payments?
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Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:21): Thank you, Mr Barton.
I would like to perhaps provide a bit more content than I am able to. Probably Mr Quilty did not think
I gave him much content in response to his question too, but I did give him a philosophical reckoning.
In relation to your question, I want to appreciate the challenge that those in the taxi industry have been
confronted with in the transport reforms that the government embarked upon, and I do not
underestimate some of the challenges that have been associated with that transition. As I understand
it, nearly 700 people have, for instance, received funding out of the Fairness Fund since it was
introduced in 2018 and over $56 million has been allocated to support those who have applied to the
Fairness Fund. This is beyond the in excess of $330 million that has been paid in terms of the transition
fund across those who had their licensing arrangements changed.
As you know, this has been a very complicated issue for the Parliament to deal with, the community
to deal with and the government to deal with. I understand that there may be continual concerns that
you have voiced on behalf of those who have either exited or transited within the taxi industry. I think
in terms of the tax treatment that you draw attention to that is a totally appropriate issue for the
government to be alive to, respond to and provide some degree of certainty and assistance to the tax
office in the way in which those matters should be dealt with between those who have transited out of
the industry or who have been the beneficiary of those funds.
I am not able to provide you with much information at this point in time. I do not hold that information
about what engagement there has been between the Victorian government and the tax office in relation
to this. I am very happy to ask the Treasurer to augment my response to you today. I do reiterate the
government’s ongoing concern for any of our citizens, particularly those who may have been seen to
be doing it tough in relation to the transition from those transport reforms. The very existence of the
Fairness Fund was meant to address that and the transition fund was meant to address that in the most
efficient and effective way in which it could be done. We should be alive to actively trying to protect
the preservation of those funds as much as possible.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:24): This is just another unexpected consequence of
these reforms. We are dealing with small business owners here—taxi and hire car drivers, working
people, hardworking people. These are not accountants or lawyers, and for many English is not their
first language. They had incredible debts on their properties that they thought would be their nest eggs,
their superannuation, so I ask the minister: was there a formal process of deciding on the intent of
Fairness Fund payments and the resulting tax implications?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:25): Again, in the spirit by
which I answered the substantive question, I hope, Mr Barton, you know that I recognise the
legitimacy of your concern and that of the stakeholders that you are representing in terms of the way
in which those payments can be preserved from tax treatments that may have that unintended
consequence of diminishing the net value of those payments. I will seek advice from the Treasurer
about the way in which that could or should have been done or what may be possible in relation to
ongoing discussions with the tax office about the treatment of those matters for the very reasons that
you outline. We should minimise the degree of disruption and anxiety or stress that those who have
transited out of or had a change in circumstances in the taxi industry may have been confronting up to
this very day.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: APPRENTICESHIP TRADE PAPERS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:26): I rise to update the chamber on how the reintroduction of trade papers by the
Andrews government is rebuilding the status of apprenticeships. Last week I visited Ringwood
Training with a member for Eastern Metropolitan Region, Sonja Terpstra, who is an absolute
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champion when it comes to vocational training. Ringwood Training won the Small Training Provider
of the Year award at the Victorian Training Awards. They provide high-quality vocational training.
While there, I met Ricky. Ricky has completed his certificate III in light vehicle mechanical
technology. He previously worked as a warehouse logistics officer but wanted to move into an area of
passion. I had the pleasure of presenting Ricky with his trade paper. Thanks to this government, trade
papers are back. They are back, and they are free. Since we began reissuing trade papers this year over
1100 have been issued.
Ricky was so proud to receive his trade paper, which is exactly what trade papers are about. We want
our apprentices to be not just proud of their hard work but recognised for their skills. If we are serious
about vocational education being valued as much as a university qualification, then we need to give it
the status that it deserves. Vocational training should be seen as a first preference for students.
Apprenticeships should be recognised as high-quality qualifications, and that is what trade papers do.
And trade papers are a passport to a job right around the world. To all graduating apprentices, I
encourage you to apply for your trade papers at the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority
website. Well done to Ricky. I know that his trade paper will be on display for his friends, his family
and his clients to see into the future.
COLAC PATHOLOGY SERVICES
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:28): My question is again to the Minister for Health.
Mr Gepp: Again!
Ms CROZIER: Lots of issues, Mr Gepp, as I keep saying. Minister, the Medical Scientists
Association of Victoria have said the closure of the pathology lab at Colac hospital is, and I quote, a
‘diabolically bad’ decision for public health. Will you guarantee that pathology services will be
maintained at the Colac hospital so that patients are not put at risk?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:28): I thank the member for her question. What has occurred at Colac of course is a decision of
the health service. My department works closely with health services to ensure that there are
appropriate services available to communities. Where there are particular providers involved,
sometimes they make a decision that there is not a viable business for them to provide a particular
service. But what we do is work—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The minister is answering the question.
Ms MIKAKOS: But what my department will always do is ensure that health services are
providing adequate services, whether it is pathology services or other services, to make sure that
patient care is attended to. There are particular standards that are required to be met in relation to these
issues, and my expectation would be that the Colac health service would ensure that patient care is not
jeopardised in any changes that they may wish to make in relation to pathology services.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:30): That was an extraordinary admission in the
minister’s answer about this hospital and pathology service. But the supplementary I ask is: isn’t it a
fact that under your city-centric government other country pathology services are at risk of closure,
which will affect urgent care, the ability of doctors to deliver obstetric services, and surgical and
emergency care across rural Victoria?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:30): The member is failing to understand that in fact Australian Clinical Labs (ACL) announced
it would close its service at Colac due to low patient numbers. They were making a significant financial
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loss every year. Now, the so-called party of free enterprise wants me to direct a private business to
continue to provide a particular service in a particular location. ACL is reported to have said that it will:
… provide an extensive suite of point-of-care services and would ‘continue to conduct all specialist, urgent
and routine pathology tests for Colac Area Health and the Colac Hospital, including the provision of urgent
blood transfusion support at its Geelong facilities’.

So it has said that its pathology sample collection service remains on site at Colac hospital and that the
current staff would continue in their roles. What I would say to the member is, as I have explained,
that we are committed to ensuring quality and timely healthcare provision, including in relation to
pathology services, and there are certain standards that need to be met.
MELTON TAFE FACILITY
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:32): My question is to the Minister for Education in
the other place. Will you ensure that the next state budget includes funds to build a comprehensive
TAFE facility within the City of Melton? In 2009 Melton and Sunbury campuses closed, redirecting
students to Victoria University in St Albans, a 4-hour round trip by public transport or a 2-hour trip
for those privileged to have their own vehicle. Since 2009 the population of Melton alone has grown
from 100 000 to 165 000 and is forecast to grow to 485 000 by 2051. This data does not account for
the surrounding areas that would also rely on TAFE. Despite the population growth, the numbers of
students commencing further education is declining and is set to drop well below the inner
metropolitan areas.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:33): I thank Dr Cumming for raising this question. The provision of post-school
education in our suburbs and our regional towns and provision for our rural communities is incredibly
important but particularly so in areas where we have high population growth. I can advise the member
that the department is looking at the geographical spread of TAFE provision and post-school
provision. That work has been ongoing for a period of time, and that work will continue as more data
becomes available. I thank her for raising this issue. It is an issue that has got the attention of many
people in the outer western suburbs of Melbourne, but equally there are communities in other parts of
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria who are also very supportive of TAFE and indeed very
supportive of free TAFE, so thank you again for your question.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:34): I thank the minister for her response. I just add
that obviously there are the opportunities for the hospital in Melton. The Melton community is also
hoping for the opportunity to have a TAFE reinstated. Will the minister ensure that further education
choices also cater for adult learners? The City of Melton is in a unique position as a growth area for
Victoria. The city is continually being shaped by the expectations of existing and new residents and
especially by local employment opportunities. Adult education gives mature learners the chance to
increase their knowledge and skills for current employment. As people are increasingly likely to
change careers, equally important is providing the means to develop skills needed for future career
changes. The reality is that most will study whilst juggling full-time employment and raising a family.
Positioning educational facilities close to where people live and work just makes sense.
The PRESIDENT: Minister, just before I call you, for our record, I think, Dr Cumming, you
directed the question to the Minister for Education, but it was obviously for the Minister for Higher
Education—just so we can get our records right.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:35): I thank Dr Cumming for her question again. The area of adult education is
incredibly important, and it is part of the post-school sector. I have had a lot of engagement in that
sector in recent times. I called a summit of adult peak organisations in the area. There will also be a
ministerial statement that will be delivered later in November. I also have made it part of my itinerary
when I am out and about to make sure that I do visit as many Learn Locals as possible. In recent
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months I have been at the Djerriwarrh centre. I have been at Duke Street and of course Wyndham. All
of those fantastic facilities demonstrate not just to my team but to the community around that they are
delivering adult education that is absolutely vital, that is grassroots and that is needed in those
communities. When I see women undertaking financial training— (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: LOCAL GOVERNMENT RATES
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:37): I am pleased to update the house on the progress of the local government
rating system review. The consultation period for the review commenced on 29 July. So far there have
been 17 public forums held across Victoria, with over 422 people in attendance. Engagement with the
rating system review website has been very high. Over 3000 people have already provided feedback
on the rating system through the online survey. This review has been tasked with providing
recommendations on how to make our local government rates fairer and more equitable. We would
like all Victorians to have a say on Victoria’s rating system. On 13 and 14 November the rating system
review panel will conduct public hearings in which stakeholders can present their submissions directly
to the panel. Members of the public are encouraged to attend. I look forward to receiving the
recommendations of the rating review in I think about March next year.
LABOUR HIRE LICENSING
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:38): My question is for the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, are you, as Minister for Agriculture, and the government confident that the Andrews
government’s new labour hire contractor regulations now being implemented will see no disruption
to the summer fruit-picking season?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:38): I thank Ms Lovell for her question. It is really important that we pay
workers the wages that they deserve and that we put in place a system where they cannot be exploited
and they cannot be asked to work exorbitant hours or weekends without appropriate payment and
reward for that work. In relation to the agricultural sector, I am sure that they are passionate about
making sure that they are treating their workers appropriately. Will there be some additional costs and
more stringent approaches in their practices? Of course, and they have to adapt.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:39): Minister, can you confirm for the house that the
agricultural workers who are not directly employed for wages by the farmer are required under the
government’s new labour hire legislation to be from a registered labour hire contractor?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:39): Ms Lovell, that is my understanding.
MINING PROTESTS
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:39): My question is for the minister representing the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Yesterday at the protests outside the convention centre
the police used unnecessary force, with one protester having their legs broken. I witnessed protesters
gathering, linking arms and shouting, as is their right—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Can Dr Ratnam ask her question in—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President—just some clarification—did Ms Mikakos call us neoNazis just then?
Members interjecting.
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Mr Finn: On a point of order, President, not only is that offensive, it is an out and out lie by the
minister. She is really good at it, but I would ask her to withdraw.
The PRESIDENT: Minister, can I ask you to withdraw, please?
Ms Mikakos: I will withdraw. But I look forward to you ensuring the neo-Nazis are not back next
year. Keep the neo-Nazis away next year, Mr Finn.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Minister, can I ask you to withdraw without any qualification, please?
Ms Mikakos: I will withdraw, President.
The PRESIDENT: Now can we have Dr Ratnam’s question so we can actually hear it, so the
minister can actually direct it to the minister involved?
Dr RATNAM: I witnessed protesters gathering, linking arms and shouting, as is their right, in a
peaceful manner. I also witnessed the police breaking up a line of protesters with horses and the use
of capsicum spray, and there are videos showing the police using batons, including on a woman with
her hands raised. This comes after a concerning report in the media on the weekend about excessive
use of force by the police. The police response I saw yesterday was clearly disproportionate. As the
Melbourne Activist Legal Support team has noted, police have a range of other tactical options
available that present less risk to everyone. Minister, who gave the orders for the police to act as they
did yesterday morning, and will the police response be independently investigated?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:42): I thank Dr Ratnam for her question. This is a matter for the minister for police. I
will refer the matter to the minister for police for a response.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:42): As mentioned, what happened yesterday comes
after reports in the weekend Age describing a number of brutal encounters, including that of Mr Chris
Karadaglis, who was left a quadriplegic after police responded to a noise complaint, and Mr Nik
Dimopoulos, whose arm was ripped from its shoulder socket and whose bones were shattered. These
examples are just a few in a series of cases of police misconduct over the term of this government,
invariably against vulnerable people. Despite this pattern and a cross-party parliamentary inquiry
recommendation, your government is refusing to resource IBAC sufficiently to independently
investigate all serious complaints. Why does the government continue to obfuscate and delay, rather
than providing the best practice police integrity system all Victorians deserve?
The PRESIDENT: Dr Ratnam, that is not related to the substantive question. Given the minister’s
answer that she is just going to pass the matter on for a response, I will give you a chance, if you would
like, to rephrase your supplementary to make it relevant to your substantive question.
Dr RATNAM: On a point of order, President, if I may, I highlighted there have been an increasing
number of concerning reports about police behaviour, including the ones that I witnessed yesterday.
There were reports in the Age over the weekend. This goes to the oversight system of the police
integrity system, so my supplementary question was regarding the necessary resources for IBAC to
actually have a properly resourced oversight system for the police.
The PRESIDENT: I take that as a point of order, but I still will not uphold it. I am happy for you
to have another opportunity to ask a supplementary question that is relevant to your substantive one.
Dr RATNAM: The question is: will the government provide the necessary resources to IBAC to
provide a proper police integrity system to investigate matters like the ones that were raised in the
media reports recently and the incidents we witnessed yesterday?
The PRESIDENT: Relevant to the incidents yesterday, Minister.
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Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:44): President, I seek your direction on this, but I would consider that supplementary
to be a question for another minister, not the minister for police.
The PRESIDENT: In that case, Dr Ratnam, I think we will leave it at that in terms of the
substantive question, which the minister will pass on to the police minister.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BREAST SCREENING
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:45): I rise to inform the house of what the Andrews Labor government is doing to ensure Victorian
women with breast cancer can access diagnosis and treatment quicker. Last month I was pleased to
attend the North Western BreastScreen clinic to announce $1.8 million for six new 3D breast screen
machines. These 3D machines will be based at the North Western BreastScreen Victoria reading and
assessment service at the Royal Melbourne Hospital and at services in Ballarat, Bendigo and
Traralgon. There will also be two machines at Monash Health in East Bentleigh. These machines can
take a 3D image instead of a standard 2D image, delivering a faster diagnosis. It means eligible women
can get the all clear quicker or start treatment sooner if breast cancer is detected. This investment
ensures statewide access for Victorian women to this 3D technology. Previously women would have
had to travel long distances if they received a call-back for more thorough testing.
Data released today by BreastScreen Victoria indicates that 46 per cent of women aged 50 to 74 are
not participating in regular screening. The data suggests that more than 1500 Victorian women could
have breast cancer but just do not know it, because they are not participating in regular screening.
Finding breast cancer early, before any symptoms are noticed, gives women the best chance of
survival. Thanks to earlier detection and better treatments, more Victorian women are surviving breast
cancer, with the five-year survival rate now at 91 per cent, compared to 73 per cent in 1986. Breast
cancer is the second most common new cancer in Victoria. In 2017, 4524 Victorian women were
diagnosed with breast cancer and 779 died from the disease. So I encourage all Victorian women,
particularly those aged over 50 who are eligible for this free screening, to get a breast screen done
every two years. It is free, it takes just 10 minutes and it could save their life or the life of someone
that they love.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:46): Can I thank Minister Tierney, who will get an answer from the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to Dr Ratnam’s question. The Leader of the Government
will get answers for Mr Barton from the Treasurer in line with the time lines of the standing orders.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, just in relation to the first question I asked to the
minister in relation to the businesses and suppliers having not been paid due to the cyber attacks that
have affected many Victorian hospitals—and the larger network, I appreciate—I am very concerned
for those businesses that have not been paid and I do not believe the minister actually answered,
certainly not the second question but even the first question.
The PRESIDENT: My recollection and the sparse notes that I have written are that in the
supplementary the minister did commit that the health services will pay the invoices.
Ms Crozier: She said they needed to be submitted.
The PRESIDENT: No, my understanding is that that was the answer in terms of a commitment
that the health services will pay those invoices. As far as the substantive question goes, I believe the
minister did answer the question right at the end of her contribution. I did believe that, but if the house
gives me licence to do so, I will check the Hansard and get back to them and Ms Crozier as soon as
possible later today.
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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) (12:48): I have answers to the
following seven questions on notice: 38, 710–13, 738, 821.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:49): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers. The Murchison community is reeling at the recent closure of the town’s
DP Jones aged-care facility after its operator, Murchison Community Care, went into administration
earlier this month. As well as operating the town’s aged-care facility, Murchison Community Care
also own the building that is home to the Murchison Neighbourhood House along with a medical
centre, pharmacy and men’s shed. Because of the financial dire straits that MCC are now in, the future
of these services is also uncertain. Many other services, such as maternal and child health services,
have also been run out of the facility. The closure of the aged-care facility and these important services
will result in many job losses in Murchison, with many residents fearing a rapid decline of this
beautiful little town. Will the minister help the Murchison community by giving a commitment to
provide funding that will allow the purchase of the Murchison Neighbourhood House building in order
to secure the future of this vital community asset and services? Additionally the government must also
provide any support that can be given to secure the future of the aged-care facility.
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:50): My question is to the Minister for Housing and
Minister for Planning. Recently I met with the CEO, mayor and councillors from the Moyne shire,
who explained the great financial benefits of wind farm construction in their local area. As I continued
to meet with councils in Horsham and Colac, I was told that they are benefiting from the construction
of wind farms. High employment rates have meant that Victorians are now moving into these regional
centres for jobs and consequently renting or purchasing homes. At the time of our meeting the Moyne
council explained that there was not a single house for rent, which has obvious social and economic
implications. My question to the minister is: what is the Andrews government doing in order ensure
there is a supply of affordable housing in regions where the state government is investing in renewable
energy capital?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:51): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change and concerns the illegal dumping syndicate that has built
up 50 million litres of toxic waste on a bush block in my electorate of Western Victoria Region. I want
to know what the minister’s regulatory department has been doing to allow this issue to escalate to the
point where this toxic waste dump is jeopardising the lives and livelihoods of my rural constituents,
the waterways and valuable farming land. My question therefore to the minister is: who in her
department or indeed her own office will be held accountable for this administrative and regulatory
failure along with the estimated $125 million minimum clean-up cost, given, as appears likely, the
business involved will be unlikely to pick up the bill?
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:52): My question is for the Minister for
Industrial Relations. My office was contacted by a business in my electorate that is frustrated with the
way the new labour hire scheme that comes into power this week will function. This business is a
small civil construction business that occasionally provides day labour for small or late-notice jobs.
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This component of the business is only 2 per cent of annual turnover, or about $90 000. However, the
fee for registration is over $4000 as it is generated based on the entire business turnover. They may
stop providing day labour altogether due to this lack of economy. My question for the minister is: will
the minister urgently review the rollout of this legislation as it applies to businesses that are not
primarily labour hire companies or, alternatively, meet with this business to discuss the
appropriateness of the fee structure?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:53): My constituency question is for the Minister for Regional
Development. With the government’s passing of the Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment)
Amendment Bill 2019 and the Victorian renewable energy target now set at 50 per cent by 2030, the
long-term future of the Latrobe Valley community is incredibly uncertain. The Latrobe Valley
Authority, which now comes under the minister’s jurisdiction, has had over $266 million to play with
in recent times. The government’s adoption of the 50 per cent renewable energy target commits the
Latrobe Valley to a state of constant uncertainty, where power station closures and major job losses
are the norm. What my community want—what my constituents deserve to have—is a professional
blueprint, a document for a transition into other areas and other developments. They want a document;
they do not want to have a whiteboard with some marking on it with bureaucratic speak. They want a
physical document, and they deserve one. So what I am asking of the minister is for the Latrobe Valley
Authority to provide a report that details comprehensively a future transition plan for the Latrobe
Valley.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:54): My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. A recent newspaper article pricked a particular matter of concern that has annoyed me for
some years. Trams serving the western and north-western suburbs of Melbourne are invariably the
oldest rolling stock available, whereas the other side of Melbourne is served by the newest, fastest and
shiniest trams. We do not have many tramlines in Melbourne’s west. It is not as if we would be hogging
the supply if we were to be allowed some of those new, fast and shiny trams instead of the clappedout species currently inflicted on us. Minister, what will you do to ensure that the people of the west
are given access to the same quality of tram as is enjoyed by travellers in the rest of Melbourne?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:55): My constituency
question today is for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport and concerns a Public Transport
Victoria-Yarra Trams prefabricated substation recently installed at St Kilda Junction to upgrade power
supply to trams. We all support an increased power supply, particularly as larger trams come onto the
system, but in this case there was no proper consultation with the local community, including the
St Kilda Junction Area Action Group (JAAG), and the community’s concerns, which relate to public
safety and the physical appearance of the substation at this major gateway to the city, remain
completely and utterly unaddressed. The community is principally concerned with the safety of
pedestrians crossing the tram tracks at that location. JAAG has raised these concerns with both the
minister and her predecessor, but they have not been addressed. I ask the Minister for Public Transport
whether she will work with the Minister for Transport Infrastructure to resolve a newer and safer
location of the substation as part of the movement and place review of St Kilda Junction.
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:56): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 179, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 12.57 pm until 2.03 pm.
Motions
NORTH RICHMOND SUPERVISED INJECTING FACILITY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:03): I move:
That this house expresses concern at the maladministration of the Andrews Labor government’s publicly
funded and controlled medically supervised injecting facility in North Richmond.

My motion is a simple motion and asks the house to express that concern because hundreds of
residents, businesses and community members have expressed their concern for months and months
and months about issues around the injecting facility. In fact thousands and thousands of Victorians
have also expressed their concern after what was revealed last week. Indeed the revelations of last
week, where an employee was arrested for drug use, highlighted to the entire Victorian community
the ongoing dysfunction of and danger that is occurring in and around the North Richmond
Community Health centre and injecting facility. An employee who is supposed to be assisting people
to get off their shocking and debilitating addictions should not be the one supplying them and feeding
their addiction. What we have with this facility and this incident that occurred last week is in addition
to what occurred earlier this year, and it is an absolute failure of proper administration within the North
Richmond Community Health centre and the injecting facility that is associated with it as well as a
spectacular failure of government policy.
What makes this worse is that the whole issue around what has been happening has been shrouded in
secrecy by the Andrews government. On many occasions questions have been asked, and I have asked
various ministers in relation to issues that have been raised with me or concerns that I have had, but
still they refuse to provide me, members of the opposition or indeed members of the public the real
facts about some of those concerns. Of course I am referring to the issues that residents and community
members are talking about because they are seeing them on a daily basis. They see people injecting
outside the facility; they see antisocial behaviour—very graphic antisocial behaviour; they see all sorts
of hideous crimes and threats occurring; and they also see sexual activity occurring in the very areas
where their children play. Those concerns have been falling on deaf ears.
It is not only the issues around what is happening outside the facility; it is also what is happening inside
the facility. The issues that I have raised in relation to the overdoses—and again they are occurring
outside the facility—are such that we see ambulances being called out on a daily basis and police being
called out on a daily basis. The number of people who are leaving the area to go and attend a tertiary
emergency department because of their overdose, their addiction or their aggressive behaviours—or
indeed sometimes the crimes that they commit—is making this community a less safe one, and that is
what the residents have been saying for well over 12 months.
Unfortunately the government has just ignored their plight time and time again. That was also
demonstrated when a number of North Richmond residents came into the Parliament yesterday. They
were absolutely appalled by, shocked at and, I have to say, somewhat dismayed by the attitude and the
arrogance of the uncaring Premier, a man who demonstrated to them yesterday that he is more
interested in the politics than what is happening to them and their community since his policy decision
to open an injecting room at North Richmond. I think what they have said to me and what they have
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written to me overnight—and I am going to read out some of the concerns that one particular resident
has—demonstrates the arrogance of the government, which after all has backflipped on a number of
occasions in relation to this facility. They know that it is not doing what it was intended to do. They
know that those six objectives in the legislation have failed, and I will draw those out. The CEO,
Mr Demos Krouskos, was stood down last Friday after what had occurred; and after the employee had
been arrested and charged with alleged drug dealing, Mr Krouskos resigned yesterday. Mr Krouskos
is a convenient scapegoat for the government, but the decision to have this facility was not of his
making; it was of Daniel Andrews’s making.
I just remind those crossbench and newer government MPs who were not in the last Parliament of the
history surrounding the decision about this facility, because I think it is important for them to
understand exactly what has gone on here. We are talking about maladministration. I want to talk
about the events in April when two employees were caught using drugs, injecting drugs not far from
the community health centre and injecting room. They were stood aside, and now we have this latest
occurrence of this employee dealing. So there is a clear failure of policy and processes and governance
and issues around the administration of what is supposed to be occurring in this facility. It is supposed
to be enabling people to get off these hideous drugs, to get over their addiction, to give them the
support, and yet all we are doing is feeding that addiction through what is occurring in and around the
facility.
If I could just go back to that time line that I spoke of, in terms of the government’s hopeless
administration of this whole policy decision it has undertaken. After the decision was made—after the
Premier went to an election saying there would be no injecting facility, then backflipped, saying there
would be—the government told the residents in January 2018 at a community meeting, and I quote:
… that any facility would be a low impact add on, (located at) the north/rear side of (the) health centre, as far
away from the primary school as possible and separate from the general health services.

In March 2018, after the government rushed legislation through this place and botched it because the
legislation detailed an incorrect planning volume and folio number for the proposed facility and
extensions—opposition members and Mr Finn, you might remember this—I asked Minister Mikakos
about that. She was again like a bunny in the headlights—could not answer it. But it was a clear
demonstration of this rushed legislation, this botched legislation. If you are talking about
administration, then you have got to look back at the history of what has actually gone on. The
government needed to avoid a legislative fight over that, so an interim facility was established. That is
why that $7 million expense, or whatever the figure was, to build the permanent building was
undertaken. That second building was opened by Minister Foley in July of this year.
As I mentioned, the government have failed on the key six objectives that they had in their legislation,
and I just want to briefly go to those. I say they have failed because they are actually not providing us
with the data that the public and the Parliament need. We actually need to understand what is going
on. I have a view about criteria and terminology and about what is actually occurring in the facility.
That is well and truly fine, but what my view is or what someone else’s view is is not actually what
we need to understand. We need to understand the facts of what is actually happening inside, because
the government promised the community it would be low impact and it would not change their
amenity. Well, it has, and it has done so spectacularly.
The first area that I want to say where it has failed is in reducing the number of avoidable deaths and
the harm caused by overdoses of drugs of dependence. The figure is now up to 1800 lives saved, but
we do not know if they are the same person being saved over and over again. We do not know the
extent of those overdose reversals. Were they just where you tip the person’s chin up to enable them
to have a deep breath and get their oxygen saturation above 95 per cent?
Ms Patten: It still saves their life.
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Ms CROZIER: Not necessarily, Ms Patten. That is what we need to understand , because you can
survive quite easily on an oxygen saturation of 94 per cent—quite easily. I would suggest that many
of these vulnerable people, many of these drug addicts, have respiratory problems—they are quite
possibly smokers—and on a normal day, on a good day when they are not injecting and they are not
slumped over after taking heroin, their respiratory rate means they are probably at less than 95 per
cent. I am interested in the real reversals of overdoses with Narcan, or naloxone. You and I and
Mr Limbrick were in that meeting with Dr Clark when I questioned him, and he said, ‘No, you’re
right. Only just over 200 have been reversed with naloxone’. Well, I would like to know how many
of those 200-odd people are the same people having their overdoses reversed. What I would also like
to know is how many people have actually left the facility and collapsed and been taken by ambulance
to some other emergency department. There are so many questions—
Ms Patten: I can tell you: three.
Ms CROZIER: You seem to know a lot. Three? Is that all. So only three people have collapsed
after using in the facility and been taken away by ambulance. Well, Ms Patten, I know you have got a
very close association with the government. You have been instrumental in their decision. I do not
know what deal they did with you in terms of your political success, but I suspect it is pretty high in
terms of doing those deals. I am not disputing you, but I want the official figures. If you know them,
why can’t I know them? Why can’t the Victorian public know them? Why can’t we have those official
figures if you say there are only three people? I would also like to know how many people have
actually died after injecting in the facility—coming out and collapsing—or have died because they
could not get into the facility, because every day you have got people sleeping at the doors, you have
got the homeless in and around the facility and you have got more and more young people. Last night
I had more pictures coming through to me of young people—young women—getting carted off by
paramedics, and this happens every single day. Those residents who are living there—
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms CROZIER: You are nodding ‘no’, Ms Patten.
Ms Patten: I’m there most days, and I spoke to Ambulance Victoria this morning.
Ms CROZIER: Again, you are lucky you can speak to Ambulance Victoria. The minister will not
even allow me to, and in fact when I asked her why she would not let me visit Ambulance Victoria to
ask these very questions, a response that I received from her today was:
Requests made by the Member for Southern Metropolitan have not been ignored. My Office has facilitated a
meeting between the Member and the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human Services …

I have met with Ms Peake. I want to meet with Ambulance Victoria, like you do. The government is
shutting me out—like they are shutting the public out—of what is going on is this facility. I think it is
absolutely telling that you have got such a close association with what is now going on.
Members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER: It is not ridiculous. It is absolute fact.
Ms Patten: On a point of clarification—
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: No. There is no such thing as a point of clarification; it needs to be
a point of order.
Ms CROZIER: I was taking up the interjections by Ms Patten, Deputy President, but I will return
to my motion in relation to the objective failures of this piece of legislation and this facility.
The second objective is to deliver more effective health services by providing a gateway to health and
social assistance, including drug treatment, rehabilitation support, health care, mental health treatment,
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support and counselling. Well, who would know? Who would know what is going on when you have
got employees in there who are drug dealers and indeed users? You would not know what is going on,
because we cannot get the information out.
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Ms Patten may laugh, but the issues around Victoria Street, the issues around the
public housing facilities, the issues around Lennox Street—
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms CROZIER: I am not lying. I have just had so many residents who have—
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms CROZIER: On a point of clarification to Ms Patten, there seems to be some confusion around
this. The licence of the injecting facility needed to be through the North Richmond Community Health
centre. Effectively anyone working within that facility is associated with the North Richmond
Community Health centre, and Ms Patten said that they are separate—they are not. I have spoken to
people who work in the North Richmond Community Health centre, and they have said they all work.
In fact when the temporary facility closed down some of those drug and alcohol workers transferred
across, but they are all working in programs within the North Richmond Community Health centre as
well. So those systems are failing and letting people down, and those employees, those people who
were in—
Ms Patten: Our community workers?
Ms CROZIER: Well, they were working out of the North Richmond Community Health centre
as outreach workers associated with the injecting facility. Surely the processes and programs should
be in place to understand what is actually going on. Indeed those good workers who are doing so much
good work in there are horrified that they have been tainted with what has gone on.
I am just going to move on very quickly, because I know others want to speak on my motion, but there
are a couple of points that I want to make in relation to the discarded needles and syringes. They have
increased. The council is spending hundreds of thousands of dollars in cleaning them up. As I said,
businesses are shutting down; they have a reduction in trade. Mr Ondarchie knows that—he is
speaking to them. He knows the true impacts. To say that it has had no impact on local amenity is
false.
One of the objectives of the legislation was to improve the amenity of the neighbourhood for residents
and businesses in the vicinity of the licensed medically supervised injecting centre. Again, I cannot
reiterate this enough. I want to just read from an email I received last night from one of the residents
who came in and witnessed what went on with the Premier, and I am going to quote:
I was ashamed of all the Labour Politicians who yelled, laughed, and ranted at each other as if the subject of
the MSIR was a joke and not important at all …
The MSIR is not funny, its presence in the High Rise backyard, a residential area and next to a Primary School
is not acceptable. I have written to you—

and she is writing to the Premier—
and said many times before that residents in the Housing Estate have NO quality of life, they fear for their
lives and those of their children. No child plays in a playground anymore because who knows how many
syringes are hidden in the wood chips on the ground!! …
You made me feel so sorry for the residents of North Richmond and you treated them today is if they are
undeserving of a safe and vibrant environment and community. A community such as you live in—where
innocent children can grow, play and learn, without witnessing drug injecting and its effects.
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Now, that is a powerful statement from somebody who is so exasperated by the attitude of the
government and how they just fob this off time and time again. Can I say again that last week’s incident
was not the first one. In April workers were stood aside after they were caught shooting up in public.
That had a review—an internal review; we do not know what that is. The minister confirmed yesterday
that she would not release it. But the government at the time asked North Richmond Community
Health to review its staffing policies, and they also said they had ordered the review, and I quote, ‘to
ensure the safety of clients, staff and the broader community’.
So they failed six months ago, they failed six days ago, they continue to fail each and every day on
this issue. The community more broadly is outraged with what has gone on. It is absolutely damning
of the government and members of the crossbench. I am just going to conclude with a tweet I saw this
morning by the member for Brunswick:
Also, people under 18, people needing friends to help inject, pregnant women, some on court orders, are
banned from using the Safe Injecting Room. Everyone should be eligible for resuscitation and therefore
allowed to inject inside the centre, rather than on the street.

Well, I would say to Dr Read: has he ever seen the baby of a heroin addict? Has he ever cuddled the
baby of a heroin addict? Does he understand the agony and pain of those babies when they withdraw,
not just for hours but sometimes for days, weeks and months? And this is again something that I find
extraordinary. These young people, he is saying, should be able to inject. It is not safe to inject. We
are not helping these people when time and time again they are injecting not in the facility but out on
the streets. With the antisocial behaviour and the crimes that are occurring, the community is living in
fear because of what is going on. It is not only me saying that: the crime stats back it up; the Police
Association Victoria survey backs it up; and even Stephen Jolly, a member of the Socialist Alliance,
said, ‘We got it wrong’.
There are so many issues with this. There are so many concerns. I think the house should join with me
in expressing its concern about the maladministration of this whole debacle of Daniel Andrews’s own
doing. I ask members to think of the broader community, think of those residents around North
Richmond who have to live with this each and every day and not just think of their own political gains
for which they made these decisions in the first place.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (14:25): When we look at this incredibly serious topic,
nobody can walk away from it; it is there. Drug addiction is certainly a part of society and one that our
government, contrary to what has been stated, takes very seriously. It is not a laughing matter, and I
think Ms Crozier may have taken certain commentary out of context perhaps; I am not sure. But I can
assure her that our government takes this very, very seriously.
It is really, really important to focus on why this facility was brought about in the first place. It was
fundamentally to save lives. That is what it is about. That is the fundamental premise of what was a
very difficult decision for any government to make. But our government has the courage to make
difficult decisions. This is part of being a government, being accountable, and looking at issues and
actually tackling them head-on. I do not know what alternatives the opposition purport to have.
Perhaps they have the silver bullet. I am not aware of it. I know that this is not an issue that is tackled
by one mechanism. This is one of a number of mechanisms that are used to tackle the very difficult
and debilitating disease of addiction.
I rebut the proposition of Ms Crozier, and I would say that the medically supervised injecting room
(MSIR) trial is doing what it was set up to do—and that is to save lives. Since it opened in June last
year, more than 1800 overdoses have been safely managed. One could try to distort and sow doubt
about those figures, but fundamentally that is 1800 lives saved, and that is a real outcome for the
community. These overdoses may have been fatal or resulted in serious injury if they had happened
outside the facility.
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When we are thinking about what led to this facility being brought about in the first place, it came
about as a result of our government listening to the community and the experts, including three
coroners’ reports, and a bipartisan parliamentary inquiry. As a result of these various important and
credible stakeholders, the community included, we have taken the bold step of trialling a medically
supervised injecting room in North Richmond.
Fundamentally as a community we owe it to the families devastated by drug addiction to try every
possible approach to help keep their loved ones alive, because we know that one person lost does not
just impact one person in the community; it impacts their parents, their siblings, their relatives and
their friends. It is a terrible, terrible loss to have to overcome. It also impacts the community as a whole.
It is another loss to all of us, and so it is on us to do everything we can—and I think that is a fair point
to make—to prevent deaths where we can.
We do not shy away in any sense from the allegations that have been made against staff employed—
and let us be clear about this—at the North Richmond health service. These allegations are extremely
serious. Accordingly an independent review will immediately be undertaken to find out whether North
Richmond Community Health failed to prevent alleged criminal activity by its staff. So I think you
will agree that that is our government taking the issues that have arisen very seriously.
The review will be undertaken by Dr Joanna Flynn, the current Berry Street board president and
former chair of the board of Eastern Health. Aspex Consulting will assist Dr Flynn with her review.
The review will be completed as swiftly as possible and will be submitted to the Minister for Mental
Health and the Minister for Health. While this occurs the board has stood down the North Richmond
Community Health CEO. This decision has the full support of the Victorian government. The interim
CEO will be Adam Horsburgh, who is currently the deputy chief executive and chief operating officer
of Melbourne Health.
In April the Minister for Mental Health announced a package of improvements in the local area. This
includes the doubling of security patrols in the precinct. Lighting has also been improved at the nearby
housing estate and car park, and street sweeps for used syringes have been increased.
I want to read a quote that is relevant to the discussion we are having today. The quote is attributable
to Tip Kennedy, principal at Richmond West Primary School:
Richmond West Primary School enrolments continue to grow. Since the medically supervised injecting room
opening there has been a decrease in the number of discarded syringes and drug-related litter found around
the school boundaries and far fewer incidents of antisocial behaviour.

An independent panel of experts will review the trial and report in 2020. The MSIR review panel will
be chaired by Professor Margaret Hamilton, AO, alongside fellow panel members Mr John Ryan and
Ken Lay, AO, the former Chief Commissioner of Police.
I am coming perhaps to a really perplexing part of this discussion—and that is to understand where
the Liberals actually sit on this issue, and I will explain. The Liberals cannot make up their minds on
the MSIR. At the last election former leader Matthew Guy said that he would close it in the first week
of government. Then last week current leader Michael O’Brien said that there may have been some
lives saved, and that is why the trial is not necessarily a bad idea. He also said he wants to change the
location, but we do not know where to. So that is quite interesting in the light of some of the assertions
that have been made in the last half hour or so. I find them quite perplexing. We are dealing with an
incredibly serious subject matter—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: Well, you might want to speak to your leader on this issue to get clarity, because I
am confused and it seems like those opposite have got significant confusion as well.

MOTIONS
3702

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 30 October 2019

The fact is that the Liberals do not care about saving the lives of Victorians struggling with addiction.
It is why they only opened two rehab beds—two—in their four years of being in government. They
also do not care about the Richmond community, because if they did they would have put up a
candidate for the seat at the last election. It is interesting. Suddenly there is all this passion for the
community of Richmond, but they did not put up a candidate. I am not sure where the care factor was
then and where it is now. Again I am a little perplexed. By comparison, our government is one of
action when it comes to alcohol and drugs—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: I am happy to explain, Ms Crozier, if only you would listen. We do not shy away
from the reality of the problem, unlike those opposite who left the alcohol and other drugs (AOD)
sector in disarray following the botched recommissioning process which saw a decline in access to
service of over 20 per cent, having unbelievably cut services, cut staff and put lives at risk. We
recognise that drug problems are extremely complicated. As former chief of police and national ice
action task force chair Ken Lay has often said, this is not a problem we can arrest our way out of. It is
a health problem first and foremost, and we must treat it that way. This is a health issue, and that is the
way that our government is tackling the issue.
The 2019–20 budget builds on a record investment of $273.1 million in drug services. That is what I
was alluding to before—that when you are looking at the very serious and complex disease of drug
addiction, there are many layers and many mechanisms that have to be put in place, because there is
no silver bullet. If there was, somebody would have done it already. This budgetary investment
represents an increase of 65 per cent over our last five budgets, including over $25 million in funding
for harm reduction initiatives. Accordingly, to suggest that we do not take this seriously is an error.
We also committed to double the number of residential rehab beds in our first term of government,
from 208 beds in 2014–15 to 492, and more than 50 per cent of these new beds are in regional Victoria.
Compare this to the Liberals, who opened two beds—two—in four years. In our most recent budget
we announced an additional $14.4 million to support a new 30-bed residential rehabilitation facility in
Gippsland and to strengthen essential harm reduction services. This builds on $57.3 million in new
investment from the 2018–19 budget, which has seen the operationalisation of the new Grampians
rehab facility and the opening of three new resi-rehab facilities in regional Victoria, plus critical minor
infrastructure and capital works in facilities assisting people—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, Deputy President, I have been listening to Ms Taylor’s
contribution. She has been going on about past governments and what has been happening in various
areas, but my motion was talking about the maladministration of the North Richmond community
health and injecting facility. I would ask you to draw her back to the specifics of my motion, please.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I just would note that quite a number of people from the crossbench
want to speak, so if we can keep our comments to the motion, it will assist to get the crossbenchers up
to speak.
Ms TAYLOR: Thank you. At the same time I think the Victorian community are wanting to know
what is going on with regard to this issue, and in fairness we should be allowed appropriate time to
speak to the issue as well and not rush it along. In fairness we have been asked a question and we are
going to address it.
Ms Symes: The Deputy President can’t change the standing orders; take as much time as you need.
Ms TAYLOR: Yes, thank you.
Ms Crozier: Go on, filibuster. That’s the way.
Ms TAYLOR: I am not filibustering. I think you will have noted that every point is significant and
salient to this issue. I am sorry there are inconvenient truths here, but I am speaking to the issue.
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The budget has seen the opening of three new resi-rehab facilities in regional Victoria, plus critical
minor infrastructure and capital works in facilities assisting people with mental health and alcohol and
other drug issues. We know that every death to drug addiction is a terrible tragedy for the community.
There are many aspects that are beneficial when you are looking at what this facility can bring and
does bring for the community, and one of them, in addition to managing overdoses and stopping drugrelated deaths, is that it provides pathways to help people deal with their addiction. We know that the
number of Australians who die from unintentional drug overdoses each year is increasing, and Victoria
is experiencing the highest rate in Australia of such deaths involving heroin. Penington Institute’s
Australia’s Annual Overdose Report 2019, released in August, alarmingly shows that unintentional
deaths involving heroin in Victoria increased by 225 per cent from 2012 to 2017, from 0.8 to 2.6 deaths
per 100 000 population. But this is much more than a local problem in North Richmond. The most
recent National Wastewater Drug Monitoring Program report published by the Australian Criminal
Intelligence Commission shows levels of methamphetamine, cocaine, MDMA and heroin
consumption were at record highs between December 2018 and April 2019.
Governments have to take action all round. This means enforcement, education, prevention, harm
minimisation and treatment. That is exactly what we are doing. As a progressive government we
recognise that health outcomes and harm minimisation must be at the centre of AOD investments.
That is exactly the premise I spoke to before as to why this facility came about in the first place. After
consulting heavily with the community and heavily with the experts, after three coroners reports and
after a bipartisan parliamentary inquiry, it was absolutely not taken lightly, and that is why we made
the bold step to do this trial in North Richmond.
The other thing that gives me comfort with proceeding with the trial on top of saving lives is that when
someone uses the facility it gives them a direct pathway into community health services. Let us face
it: this may be the only intervention opportunity that we as a society have with persons with addiction.
This may be that vital moment that saves their lives, that helps them make a better decision with how
they are managing their bodies. This at its heart is a pathway to treatment, rehabilitation and recovery.
Since commencing operations on 30 June 2018 this health service, with its ‘safety first’ medical
approach focused on harm reduction, has been playing its part to address the complex and longstanding
health and social issues in this area, because obviously there are so many other aspects that impact a
person’s health and body when we are looking at the issue of addiction. Very importantly, the
medically supervised injecting room provides a non-stigmatising environment that removes barriers
to people seeking help for AOD and other health concerns, because above all we want to encourage
persons who are suffering and are under the ravages of a severe addiction. We want to help them on
the pathway to health, but if there are stigma and judgement and terrible barriers to them seeking the
very help they need, then what are we about in the first place? What are we about?
Staff in the facility also provide over 5000 health and social support interventions to clients who
otherwise have disproportionately low access to health care. The service has also extended its
operating hours. I notice that Ms Crozier was speaking about moving to the larger facility, and the
benefit of that is that there would be more room and more time to work with people affected by
addiction. And isn’t that what we would like to see—that they would have more time for that
intervention on the pathway to rehabilitation? Many clients are taking that opportunity while in the
facility to speak to staff and access a range of healthcare services, including drug treatment, to help
make a lasting impact on their lives.
The medically supervised injecting room has already demonstrated that it can provide treatment for a
range of other conditions, such as hepatitis, acute infections and oral health problems, as well as
providing primary care and referral to other services. So it is about saving lives—and that is obviously
the pinnacle premise upon which it has come about—but there are so many other very critical
interventions that have already been undertaken that are of benefit to the community as a whole,
particularly when you are looking at bloodborne diseases as well.
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The MSIR medical director, Dr Nico Clark, notes that no other facility in the world provides the level
of co-located health and social support services accessible in the medically supervised injecting room.
He reports, and I quote:
We have seen many of our clients start to take better care of themselves, in some cases stop using drugs, gain
employment, reunite with their families, and escape situations of domestic violence.
Our clients have multiple and complex health needs that are not being met in traditional care. More than a
third of clients request hepatitis C testing and treatment and a quarter want our help accessing alcohol and
other drug treatments.
Clients are screened for blood-borne viruses and treated for hepatitis C on site, as well as treatment for drug
dependence.

When we are looking at outcomes, because I know Ms Crozier very much wanted to hear about
outcomes, we are happy to share—not hiding anything. And I am happy to tell you here and now—
Members interjecting.
Ms TAYLOR: Right, yes. Maybe it will eventually land.
Ms Patten: Because everybody else does not want to have a say on this.
Ms TAYLOR: No, that is right. North Richmond Community Health estimates that through the
medically supervised injecting room more than 100 people have entered pharmacotherapy treatment
already, with more than 150 clients also receiving referrals to other forms of alcohol and other drug
treatment services, including counselling, withdrawal and rehabilitation. Over 150 people have been
tested for hepatitis, with over 40 gaining treatment.
So I think that gives plenty of food for thought as to why this facility has come about and why it is so
important to see the trial through. And contrary to what has been asserted opposite, we actually have
the courage to tackle this issue on many levels, on many layers, the facility being one arm in tackling
the very serious and debilitating issue of drug addiction. We take it on, it is very close to our hearts
and we want absolutely the best for the community at large.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:49): I thank Ms Crozier for this motion because it does
give us an opportunity to speak about the medically supervised injecting room in North Richmond. I
have to note that the government have taken a third of the time that has been given to this chamber to
speak on this, and I note that actually at no point did they mention that the government kept saying no
to me when I kept saying, ‘We need a supervised injecting room’. I said that time and time again, and
you said no. You said no and you said no and you said no, and it was only after I pushed—
Members interjecting.
Ms PATTEN: It was only after I pushed. It was after we had an inquiry into it, after I put up a
private members bill and after I finally got the Police Association Victoria and the Herald Sun to
support it. However, I am actually very grateful that the government did support it in the end, because
what we have seen is that it has saved lives. It has absolutely saved lives.
But let us, again, not forget how we got to this supervised injecting room in North Richmond. We got
there because Coroner Hawkins in 2017 said we must have one, and three coroners prior to that said,
‘We desperately need an intervention like a supervised injecting room to save lives’. In that year
172 people died in 12 months, and 34 of them died in a 300-square-metre area of North Richmond.
They died in exactly the area where the centre is, and that is exactly why we have the centre there. We
did not say, ‘Let’s put a centre over here and maybe the people will come to it’, because that is not
how it works—because the heroin market was in North Richmond. The heroin market has been in
North Richmond for many years.
Ms Crozier: How many residents’ lives is it ruining now though?
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Ms PATTEN: The residents have been completely supportive of this. This is not a silver bullet and
I will absolutely acknowledge that this is not a silver bullet, but it is saving lives. How many lives do
you want—
Ms Crozier: Do their lives matter as well?
Ms PATTEN: Ms Crozier, I will take up that interjection. Of course their lives matter, but I do not
want to be the person that says of that son, that daughter, that mother or that father that their life did
not matter—rather, that we have done something that will save those people’s lives. And I have spoken
to the parents who have lost people. I have spoken to the brothers who have lost a sister. I have spoken
to children who have lost a mother because of their drug use and the fact that we were not able to
intervene, that we were not able to keep them alive until they could get onto a path of recovery. We
know that this injecting room is keeping those family members and keeping those people alive. We
know that it has actually reduced ambulance call-outs in the area.
The point that I wanted to clarify earlier was that I spoke to Danny Hill from the Victorian Ambulance
Union today and he says that his members are completely supportive of this. His members say that
without doubt there have been massive improvements in the area; that they are now freed up to go and
attend other emergencies in the area, be that heart attacks, be that falls by elderly people; that they are
there; and that also—and this was an unintended consequence and an unintended benefit—when they
do find someone who is affected by drugs they are actually taking them to the centre rather than taking
them to the emergency room.
Ms Taylor went through all of the stats, and I really do want to hear from the variety of people here,
which is why I will not speak for long, even though I could. I most certainly could, and certainly on
this issue, because this is an issue that obviously I am passionate about. I joined the hundreds of
residents and small business operators when they marched on the streets and demanded that something
be done. We demanded that, because what we were doing was not enough. While the North Richmond
health centre has done a lot, we know that drug use around North Richmond is not something new. It
did not just suddenly occur because we opened up a supervised injecting centre. The drug use has been
there and it has been there for decades. What we are trying to do is keep people alive.
There were three things that we wanted to do. One, most importantly, was to save lives, and I think
that we are saving lives. It is wrong to suggest that there is maladministration when we are seeing
people’s lives being saved, when we are seeing numerous people moving onto a path of recovery,
when we are seeing a centre that has been established next to a health centre. For the first time a
number of those people are actually realising that someone cares whether they live or die. This is one
of the first times that some of those people have experienced that. I am conscious that there are mental
health issues and poor behaviour in the area. There were mental health issues and poor behaviour in
the area prior to the centre. This is not the silver bullet, but we know, as Ms Taylor quoted from Tip
Kennedy, the principal at Richmond West, that the school supports it. As we know, the experts support
it. We also know that this is a trial and that in 2020 Professor Margaret Hamilton, along with former
Chief Commissioner of Police Ken Lay, will be undertaking and releasing a significant review of the
effectiveness of this. I believe that we need to let this continue.
What we have seen and what the principal of the school noted she has seen is less drug use around her
school. The centre has the effect of actually concealing drug use. We have thousands and thousands
and thousands of people using that centre when they were using the playground of the school, when
they were using the car park behind the school. They are no longer using them. I am not saying that
the situation in North Richmond is perfect. There are many reasons—
Ms Crozier interjected.
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Ms PATTEN: Ms Crozier, I will take up that interjection. That school actually had a protocol for
when they found a needle in the playground. The children were taught what to do when they found a
needle in the playground.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PATTEN: They are not finding needles in the playground, Ms Crozier. They are not finding
needles in the playground.
Because I have the courtesy to allow my crossbench colleagues time to speak on this, I am just going
to finish with a few points. Let us remember that drug-induced deaths are going up, drug use is going
up. We have a crisis on our doorstep. We could do nothing or we could do less, but that is not the
answer. We must do more. It is wrong to suggest that this place has been maladministered. This place
has been working with some of our most difficult residents and community members: 100 per cent
have a history of trauma, many of them have significant mental health issues. The police have never
alleged that there was trafficking at the centre. In fact they have stated quite clearly that there is not.
The people who were arrested were not staff members of the centre. One of them was arrested without
charge.
Demos Krouskos, the CEO of that centre, has done an amazing job. He has been the most dedicated
person in our public health sector to work with some of the most difficult people in our community.
Demos Krouskos has made a wonderful contribution to this state, and I applaud him. I am so saddened
that he had to stand down like this. I am so saddened that the opposition and the media forced him to
stand down. Only look at yesterday’s news, when there was a Victorian police sergeant who has been
found guilty of a string of criminal offences. Did we ask for the commissioner to stand down because
of that? No, we did not. In fact I have not heard anyone from the opposition say that. Why was Demos
Krouskos treated differently? This is not a case of maladministration; this is absolutely life saving. I
want to repeat the quote, as Ms Taylor did, from the Leader of the Opposition:
There may have been some lives that have been saved, so that’s why the trial isn’t necessarily a bad idea …

I think the opposition would do well to dwell on that. This is life saving. This must be supported.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PATTEN: Ms Crozier, that is just not true. There was no dealing in the centre. You can speak
to the police, who will reiterate what I have said. Anyway, I do not support this motion.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (14:59): I rise today to speak to Ms Crozier’s
motion 191 on today’s notice paper regarding the publicly funded and controlled medically supervised
injecting facility in North Richmond. If it is okay with the chamber, I would just like to back the
emotion out of this and talk about what is going on down there. I want to start by saying that the care
and support for those who have a drug addiction is very important. I do not think there is anybody in
this chamber who is disputing that. When Ms Patten talks about not caring about people who die, I
care. I absolutely care. I am not qualified to talk about drug use, because a Panadol is about as far as I
get, so I am not really qualified. But I do tell you that if we can save Victorian lives this is something
we should be doing. But that is not what I want to talk about right now, because I want to talk about
whether this is in the right location and whether it is operating effectively.
I bring the perspective because this facility is in my electorate and I do get to speak to the residents
and the traders and the people who operate in that environment. I have been walking around and
observing a lot that is going on. A number of things have shocked me—things that I would never have
thought that I would ever see. But I do have to say at the outset that it is just not right that children
have to suffer emotional and mental distress from seeing public drug use, drug dealing and antisocial
drug behaviour. Kids should not have to grow up that fast, because they just cannot unsee what they
see. There are things that are happening in that community—
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Ms Patten interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: Ms Patten, with respect, I did not interject on you at all. These are the things
that are happening. I talk to the residents, I talk to the traders, I listen to what they have to say and I
have some observations of my own. These things are occurring within 100 metres of the Richmond
West Primary School, where children have to walk with their mums: drug injecting happening in
public, people who have passed out in a car with the doors open and the engine still running, a man
and a woman with a baby in a pram who have passed out in the playground, a child having to walk
past people injecting on the street, acts of sexual intercourse taking place in public and people
defecating in the streets. This is not right.
Ms Patten interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: I did not interject on you.
Ms Patten interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: But I did not interject, okay? I am just giving you a perspective of what local
people are saying. People are worried about their kids. When people walk around this particular area
of Richmond, a place where they are raising their family and they have made investments in property
and their lives, they tell me that they walk around generally with their heads down. That is for two
reasons: they do not want to make eye contact with somebody else in the street, because they are
nervous; and secondly, they are looking down for needles in case they stand on them. That cannot be
an environment that is conducive to raising a family. It simply cannot.
Ms Taylor spent some time talking about budgets, talking about the Liberals’ position on where the
facility should be and talking about a whole range of other things. But I am talking about real people
here. I am talking about residents who live in the area, and I am trying to back out of the emotion and
the politicisation of this because I think there are some perspectives we need to have. When I talk to
the local police, they tell me that this was an idea that was constructed by government and the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS), which had spent a lot of time cleaning up the
public housing facility in that area, where people had been unsafe over many, many years. They got
to a point where they said, ‘This is starting to work now. People are feeling safe on the estate’. And
then the injecting room opened, and suddenly there was a change of dynamics.
I bring the house’s attention to the discussion we had during the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment (Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017, when Mr Jennings said
in response to me in the committee stage that this was about safety in the community and community
amenity. I think, if we wind the clock back, he may well have been talking about drug users, but I am
talking about a broader aspect of community safety here. I am talking about people who live and work
and employ and run businesses in that area. They do not feel safe right now. Traders in Victoria Street,
Richmond, particularly near the corner of Lennox Street, tell me there is more retail business
happening outside their businesses than inside their businesses, and we know what is being sold in that
area. It was obvious that as soon as you created this centre—I think the expression that has been used
is ‘honey pot’—it would bring people from various places to sell drugs, and that is occurring. Whether
we like to admit it or not, it is occurring. Local police say to me that they had done a lot of work with
the DHHS to clean up that public housing estate, and suddenly it became their problem. The centre
has opened; it has attracted a whole lot of undesirables to the area. There are things happening in the
street that residents are trying to avoid, and for the police in that area, who are under-resourced, it
becomes their problem to deal with.
Local residents are frightened. Local residents are concerned, and they are asking, ‘Why did the
government not talk to us?’. Yes, there is a focus on helping drug users in that area. It is not exclusive
to North Richmond, by the way. There are drug problems, as people tell me, down in Geelong, down
in Gippsland, in parts of regional Victoria and down towards Frankston. There are challenges right
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across this state. The residents say that they are not denying the fact that people who take drugs need
some support—they are not denying that at all—but they are asking, ‘Why has this been landed upon
us without any consultation and discussion?’. They are the problems we have.
I spoke to Lyn, who was a local resident of the area and has had to move out because she simply did
not feel safe anymore. She got abuse when she went for a walk to the shops. When she took her dog
for a walk, she was trying to avoid needles and people were yelling and screaming and threatening her
on the street. Is that a life for Lyn? It certainly is not. So she had to move. The residents are telling me
that they are not saying people who are affected by drugs do not need support; they do. I am certain
they stand with me and others in saying they want these people to live and to live a fruitful and
prosperous life. But they are saying they now feel like they are in a jail in their own home. They are
frightened to go out. They are certainly telling me they are not going out at night. They are saying that
during the day, as I said earlier in my contribution, they are walking around with their heads down
because, firstly, they do not want to make contact with another person in the street because threatening
behaviour happens as a result of that, and secondly, they are looking out for needles. That is not an
environment people should be living in, and it is a product of what has happened here. But not one
speaker in this house today has said that it is in the right location. I do not think it is in the right location.
Ms Patten interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: I do not think it is, because if you talk to the residents they say that suddenly
the whole dynamic of that area has changed. That cannot be good thing. We need to support those on
drugs. We need to save lives. I care about those people. But I am telling you now, the people of
Richmond are saying, ‘It’s not safe to be here’.
There is an allegation that someone who was employed either directly or indirectly in the centre was
trafficking in drugs. The courts will work out whether that is true or not. But if that became a
commercial opportunity for somebody as a result of people needing some support, we should all hang
our heads in shame. We should all say, ‘We mucked it up here’. That is ostensibly what this motion
from Ms Crozier is about today. We are saying, ‘It’s not working well’. The government can stand up
and say, ‘We put money into this and we’re putting money into health’. Minister Mikakos can get up
in question time and defer her answer away from everything except the right answer. But they will not
admit there are some things that need to be fixed, and that is what we are talking about today. It is not
good for the residents; it is not good for the kids. As I said earlier, there are kids who are seeing things
they should never have to see. They should never have to grow up like that. Let kids be kids. Parents
are saying, ‘We don’t go out’. There are parents saying, ‘We used to go to this shop. We used to go to
this restaurant. The kids don’t want to go out there now because of the things they’re subjected to’.
We have to admit, whether you want or not, that is not right.
I support this motion from Ms Crozier today because this is just not working properly. If we back out
of the politics here and the emotion, we have to admit it is not working as it was planned to work. It
needs to be fixed.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:08): I thank Ms Crozier for bringing this motion. It
has been great to have this debate this afternoon, this conversation about the safe injecting room that
is in Richmond currently. I do support the Richmond community’s want and need to have this trial in
Richmond. There has been a conversation about a safe injecting room since 1999 or the year 2000. It
took almost 20 years of conversations before someone finally said, ‘Okay, we’re going to trial this’. I
am hoping that the trial will eventually turn into something a little bit more than just a trial. We
obviously need to look at this problem in a medical model. In the future we will possibly need to look
at it in a way where heroin is legally prescribed to addicts and where this is part of a program to actually
wean people off heroin.
The current situation, where you are still allowing illegal substances to go into a facility, cannot sustain
itself. You cannot keep allowing that to occur, because that is what happens. You do have that honey-
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pot effect. We do need to take the brave approach and have a holistic program that is a medical model.
We do need to actually trial the possibility of having heroin prescribed, because that is what occurs
overseas. That is what should happen. Then there is no connection to the criminal world. You need to
have that. We need to grow up as a community and see that heroin addicts are people who are unwell
and that they need our help, and we need to take a proactive, holistic approach to this and have a
medical model—and a proper medical model. I support the current trial in Richmond. Until this is well
reviewed and it is actually in a shape that could be transported to other areas—before we would even
think about going to other places or spaces—we need just to look closely at this trial in Richmond and
make sure that it is working correctly.
I find it interesting to hear the current debate, and especially around the Liberals and especially
knowing Jeff Kennett’s feelings on this topic, seeing that he has made his particular feelings very
publicly known as a supporter of the facility. Yes, we can debate the locality of it. Yes, maybe that
could be improved. But you need to allow the local community to decide that. It is not my job as a
member for Western Metro to say what the Richmond community or Northern Metro community
should or should not do. For me, I will look after my own patch. If my community wanted and so
desired a trial, yes, so be it, but I must say, what I understand from my community is we are looking
at this trial from a distance. We are not interested in a facility until the government gets it right, and
that is a holistic approach in the future which is a medical model—a complete, holistic medical model,
a very grown-up approach.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:12): The Liberal Democrats were not part of
the last Parliament that put this injecting centre in, but if we had been we would have supported it. I
would like to acknowledge Ms Patten’s tireless advocacy in support of this and also acknowledge the
government’s very brave attempt to put this trial up and get it operational. This was a very big thing.
From our party’s point of view, from a philosophical point of view, why do we support this? We
acknowledge that when government interferes in the interactions of free people it causes harm, and
there is probably no greater harm in policy than the war on drugs. This has caused great harm in
Australia and throughout the world, and we think that this is a good step in the right direction that
saves lives and saves taxpayers money.
But when we think about the motion before us I think it is worth reflecting on how we arrived here.
As many have stated, the challenges of drug use in Collingwood and Richmond go back decades, so
this is not a new debate. In 2016 the Victorian Coroners Court held an inquest into the death of a young
woman, known as Ms A, from an overdose. The coroner’s report was released in early 2017, and I
think it is worth reflecting on some of the findings and recommendations.
Ms A’s cycle of heroin use, engagement and disengagement with drug treatment services appears to have
been, at least in part, linked to traumatic events that she experienced including being a victim of family
violence …

During 2017 when this debate was underway we heard many tales like this—people’s sons, daughters,
brothers and sisters dying needlessly. Let us not forget that when we are talking about this issue, many
people have experienced extreme difficulties in their lives. After a thorough and exhaustive inquest,
Coroner Hawkins recommended that:
… the Honourable Martin Foley MP as Minister for Mental Health take the necessary steps to establish a safe
injecting facility trial in North Richmond.

Along with this the coroner recommended various measures to improve access to other health services
for injecting drug users. The injecting room was established after being endorsed by a large range of
health, social and drug treatment organisations and following a campaign by a local residents group
who said, ‘Yes, we want this in my backyard’—or YIMBYs, as I will call them. I will talk at another
point about the nobility of YIMBYs.
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But the history of this debate goes back much further—decades in fact—to 1999, when the Bracks
Labor government took to the election a promise to establish five of these facilities. Jeff Kennett, the
previous Liberal Premier, has more recently been a very vocal supporter of these facilities, and I think
it is worth quoting him from a Herald Sun article of 2015:
I suspect I once argued against the establishment of a supervised injecting facility although I can’t remember
if it was one of the recommendations of the drug inquiry my government established in Victoria in 1995 under
Professor David Pennington. Regardless, I was wrong and I wish we had been more proactive. Fewer people
would have died, more would have had a chance of a better life. Why have I changed my view? Because last
year I was approached because most of the clients of Sydney’s MSIC suffer serious degrees of mental illness.

He continued:
So last month I visited the Kings Cross centre. I met the head of Uniting Care, some of the staff and some of
the clients. I was impressed by the quality of care and supervision, the location and the extraordinary good
work it does.
In fact, if anyone should be receiving knighthoods, it is the staff at the centre who are so committed to helping
those who are in so much need, committed to treating them as human beings.

When the Bracks government was sworn in, the new opposition leader, Robert Doyle, immediately
went on the attack over their election pledge to establish these centres. Unfortunately the pressure
worked and no supervised injecting rooms were established in Victoria. One might wonder how many
lives could have been saved in the past 20 years if the Bracks government had just stayed the course
and implemented this election commitment. More recently the former opposition leader and recent
Lord Mayor of Melbourne, Robert Doyle, maintained his opposition but highlighted the success of a
similar program in Switzerland:
They were legally prescribing heroin to addicts and it was part of a program which actually weaned the addicts
off heroin …
It was medically administered, it was state sanctioned, there was no connection with the criminal world …
and they could demonstrate that they were getting addicts off the drug.

In breaking the nexus between heroin addiction and crime it is certainly a policy worthy of
consideration, and indeed in Australia this discussion goes all the way back to 1988 when the
Australian National Health and Medical Research Council called for a clinical trial of prescription
heroin, a call repeated by over 20 separate royal commissions and major inquiries. In 1997 Prime
Minister John Howard had pledged to implement a trial if it was recommended by a meeting of state
health and police ministers, a promise he later reneged on.
These debates are clearly not new, but it seems that when it comes to anything related to drugs, even
on issues related to nicotine, as we recently have seen, evidence gives way to hyperbole, fear and
ignorance. While this service is one small measure that offers a solution to a very tragic and serious
issue of overdose, it does not and never claimed to solve the broader issues of drug addiction. We can
aim even higher. Internationally there is a growing consensus that drug prohibition itself causes or
contributes to many of the harms in the community. A growing number of countries are considering
or implementing various forms of drug decriminalisation.
Prominent broadcaster Alan Jones, who helped lead a vigorous media campaign against the ACT
heroin trial, has recently come out in support of drug decriminalisation, as have a growing number of
conservative and Liberal Party MPs, including the federal member for Hughes, Craig Kelly, who came
out in support after visiting Portugal. In fact earlier this year I spoke on a panel with former Queensland
Liberal Premier Campbell Newman about decriminalising drugs.
While worthy of consideration, these big-picture issues are a debate for another day. The question
before the chamber is whether or not the current supervised injecting room is being appropriately
managed. The legislation that established the trial clearly outlined what the aims were. I will not read
them out. There seems to be no debate about whether the centre is meeting some of these objectives,
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with nearly 3000 registered clients, over 1200 overdoses safely measured—I acknowledge that there
is some argument about what the definition of an overdose is, but I also understand that it is an
internationally recognised definition—and 1393 referrals to co-located and external services. With
onsite hepatitis testing and specialists coming to the centre for consultations it is clear that it is doing
a good job delivering health services for a very vulnerable population. I have visited the centre, and I
was very impressed by the consideration that has gone into the design and the compassion and
professionalism of the staff. The people accessing these services deserve support and compassion, and
the centre seems to be achieving these goals.
I will acknowledge that I simply do not know if public amenity has improved. There have been
residents stating that they saw a rapid decrease in the number of discarded syringes and less sirens
going off all the time, but others have expressed concern about public behaviour and other issues. It
may be that the government needs to adjust some aspects of how the centre is operating to ensure that
the trial continues.
It is important to remember that this is a trial and the review is being conducted by Professor Margaret
Hamilton, one of Australia’s leading experts on drug policy. Indications are that this will save lives
and save taxpayers money, but the review will help determine this and whether any changes need to
be made or indeed if more facilities or prescription heroin would assist in addressing the broader issues
of drug addiction and public injecting. The Liberal Democrats oppose this motion.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (15:20): I would like to make a brief contribution to the debate
on Ms Crozier’s motion, which expresses concern at the maladministration of the North Richmond
safe injecting facility. There is no doubt that the North Richmond safe injecting facility has faced
obvious challenges during its legislated trial, and any form of alleged criminal activity should be taken
seriously.
Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party will support this motion, not because it represents our final voting
position on the safe injecting facility but because this motion notes the issues currently facing the
facility. As the motion states, we are expressing our concern at the ineffective management of the
facility. Recent issues include the healthcare centre CEO being stood down after two workers were
charged with drug trafficking. In May, I think, there was a survey of the Police Association Victoria
which found that around 80 per cent of officers and detectives in the Richmond area thought that crime
had increased. I believe our voters would view this motion as common sense.
I would like to repeat that my vote on this motion in no way represents our party’s final view on the
North Richmond safe injecting facility. While there is evidence to suggest that this legislated trial has
delivered positive health outcomes for some members of the community, the location of the facility
and the rates of crime in the immediate surrounds of the facility continue to be understandably
contentious. Ultimately Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party will reserve a final position on the safe injecting
room until the trial period has concluded and a report on the trial has been published.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:22): The Greens will not be supporting this motion.
We supported the establishment of the safe injecting room, and this seems like yet another attack on
the entire concept from the opposition, which we have seen repeatedly. We do not believe the closure
or relocation of the safe injecting room is the answer. The Greens believe in harm reduction. Drug use
should be treated as a health issue, not a criminal one. The safe injecting room does just that and should
be supported to succeed. It takes courage to go against the naysayers and populists, who argue at every
turn that the solution to substance use is just to punish people who are genuinely battling with
addiction, which the opposition seem to do as a default.
I commend the government for having the courage to establish the centre, but this came after a longrunning community campaign led by experts—people in the drug and alcohol rehabilitation field for
years, health experts, people like my colleague Ms Patten and my Greens colleagues in previous
parliaments at federal and state levels right across this country—who have been champions of effective
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harm reduction measures. I encourage the government to maintain this commitment and expand harm
reduction programs, because they work and they save lives—we know. We have the data and the
evidence to prove it.
To make these initiatives succeed, however, it is important to do the preparation and planning that is
needed to build community support and anticipate and respond to inevitable issues that may arise, as
they do with anything that is a first—and this is a first in Victoria. The facility is clearly causing some
angst in the community, and the community must be listened to. Much, much more should be done to
reduce outdoor drug dealing and injecting in North Richmond. We say that Minister Foley has a
responsibility to listen to the community and respond, and we urge him to do so. Closing the facility
or moving it would be unlikely to shift the heroin problem, which predated the safe injecting room in
that area.
But the government could be doing more to reduce demand on the North Richmond site. There are
simple steps that can be taken. It seems that many people using the safe injecting room are not local
to Richmond but are from other places. Let us find out where they are coming from and think about
opening other sites where they are needed, such as St Kilda, in Minister Foley’s electorate. The
government can also assist more people to get treatment with heroin substitutes, such as methadone.
It is often hard to find a doctor who will prescribe it, and many patients fall off the wagon because
they have to pay a daily pharmacy fee.
Some of those injecting outside the centre are likely to be excluded by the safe injecting room’s rules,
which should be reviewed to allow more people to move inside and use the facility. People under the
age of 18, people needing friends to help inject, pregnant women and some on court orders are
currently banned from using the safe injecting room. Everyone should be eligible for resuscitation and
therefore allowed to use the centre rather than having to inject on the street. We are urging the
government to listen to the community and find ways to move those who inject outdoors into the safe
space that the centre offers. The real danger of closing or moving the safe injecting room is that the
heroin problem that preceded it will remain and the number of deaths will increase.
We need more safe injecting rooms, not fewer. We need a real, genuine commitment to harm
reduction, which means looking at how we expand the measures that we have started to introduce. I
commend the progress that we have made and will support further progress that I hope comes in the
next few years.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:25): I was not going to speak on this bill, but I speak
from a family who lost a young bloke—I think he was only 18 or 19, my sister’s youngest boy—to a
drug overdose. This has divided my family. Half of my family thinks we should legalise drugs and
control them. I see this as a medical condition. This has been a very difficult day. You may find this
hard to believe, but I am going to support Ms Crozier’s position, though not for the reasons you might
think. This is about transparency, and this centre is far too important for political game playing. I think
it is absolutely necessary for transparency. We cannot ignore the concerns of the local community; we
cannot ignore the concerns of local businesses. But the reality is that we are saving people’s lives. I
hope that at the end of this trial we have more safe injecting rooms around this state. If we had had
them, maybe young Adrian would be with us today. That is all I have got to say.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:27): I will be brief. The Liberal Democrats support the
government’s initiative of the medically supervised injecting room because it saves lives and it saves
money. I do not usually recommend drugs to people, but on this subject the opposition need to take
the red pill of reality. Drug addiction is a big problem in regional Victoria. The Australian Criminal
Intelligence Commission’s seventh report on the national wastewater drug monitoring program shows
Victoria has the second-highest average regional consumption of heroin nationally. Victoria also has
the highest average regional consumption of MDMA and oxycodone. The drug ice is also a huge
problem in country towns.
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In its first year the medically supervised injecting room registered 2900 people and safely managed
1200 overdoses—sons, daughters, brothers and sisters. The opposition want to shut down the trial,
which means they think it is a better idea that overdoses are unsupervised. The opposition’s current
drug policies make them the greatest political allies of the drug dealers. If they really cared about law
and order, they would support decriminalisation, which would dismantle the entire business model of
organised crime. The conservatives in the opposition should learn from their colleagues—people like
Craig Kelly, Campbell Newman, Alan Jones and Jeff Kennett, who have noticed the war on drugs has
failed and have spoken in support of the decriminalisation of drugs.
It is a legitimate role of government to look after the vulnerable, and people experiencing drug
addiction are the most vulnerable people in our society. It would be grossly irresponsible to abandon
them. The Liberal Democrats oppose this motion because it is just empty posturing, and we
emphatically reject the illogical, rash, heartless and dangerous drug policies of the Liberal Party.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (15:29): I would like to thank all speakers that have
spoken on my motion this afternoon. I know that people have very strong views on it, and I know that
Ms Patten and I have had many conversations. I know her views, and I know her advocacy and what
she has done. But my motion is a simple one. It is about the maladministration of the North Richmond
Community Health centre after the issues that have arisen not just last week but in recent months and
the failure of the government to address the concerns of the residents.
I know Mr Barton was talking about his personal experiences under very sad circumstances. Like
Mr Barton, I too have had family members who have been affected by heroin. As I said, I have watched
babies withdraw, babies with heroin-addicted mothers—there is nothing more heartbreaking. The
scourge of heroine, the scourge of ice—we all need to be doing more. But what we have here,
currently, now, are the residents who are saying, ‘This is not working because of what is happening
on our streets day in and day out’.
I thank those members who are supporting my motion. I am disappointed in those others who have
not understood the full impacts, who went way back over the history and did not even refer to the
motion or to the issue. But again, I urge those crossbenchers who are somewhat confused on what it
is about to support my motion.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 16
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr (Teller)
Hayes, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms

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

Noes, 23
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr (Teller)
Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr

Motion negatived.

Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms

Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION AND ORDERS OF THE DAY
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:37): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, general business, 195 and 184, and order of the day, general
business, 3, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
MURRAY BASIN RAIL PROJECT
Debate resumed on motion of Ms MAXWELL:
That this house requests that the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, the Honourable Jacinta Allan, MP,
attend a public meeting to provide information and answer questions about the Murray Basin rail project at a
time of day and at a place in Northern Victoria of her choosing on or before 15 November 2019.

Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (15:38): I will resume my speech from 16 October by
restating the basic purpose of this motion from the perspective of Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party.
Primarily it is intended to be an information-seeking exercise, one that gives Victorians more detail
about the future of the Murray Basin rail project. This is through requesting that the lead minister,
Jacinta Allen, attend a public meeting to provide information and answer questions in relation to the
project. I might add that I am flattered that it seems the resumption of discussion on this motion has
been so eagerly anticipated by some here that Mr Davis could not even wait until today and decided
to try to debate it as part of the consideration of the Rail Safety Legislation Amendment (National
Services Delivery and Related Reforms) Bill 2019, not to mention in question time yesterday.
As I said, on 16 October, the Murray Basin rail project was meant, to paraphrase Minister Allan’s own
words from 2015, one, to have standardised the Murray Basin rail network; two, to have more
efficiently allowed primary producers to transport greater produce, especially grain, horticultural
produce and mineral sands, to port; and, three, to have significantly boosted jobs and the regional
economy. By this time last year it was supposed to have been completed, and it would have delivered
a host of other benefits, including creating faster travel times and increasing the loads that could be
carried, thereby removing around 20 000 truck trips from Victorian roads. Instead it is less than half
finished, and disastrously it is generally believed that the tracks are in a worse state than when the
$440 million project began.
To cut a long story short, the project centred on changes of gauge on the Mildura, Manangatang and
Sea Lake lines and upgrades to the tracks between Ballarat and both Geelong and Maryborough.
However, before things came to a halt some time ago now, the only part of the track that was
standardised was the section between Ararat and Merbein, and even that work was beset by many
problems. Many Victorians are now completely in the dark about the project’s future. This includes
thousands of individuals whose livelihoods are closely tied to its fate, as well as private sector
companies that made multimillion-dollar investments on the basis of clear commitments from our
government. They all need answers urgently.
To each of these ends and to repeat my comments of a fortnight ago, this motion is not meant to be
about political pointscoring. Instead most of my constituents and I just want information and
recognition of the fundamental democratic principle that politicians should always be answerable to
the public. We should never forget in here the basic obligation in any democracy for government to
be genuinely responsible, accountable and transparent, especially when something has gone so
catastrophically wrong.
I will happily acknowledge that Minister Allan has, as far as I am aware, willingly continued over
recent years to make her staff available to brief MPs, including me, on this project. However, that in
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itself highlights one of the key problems here, which is that whilst we as MPs have the opportunity to
receive behind-closed-doors briefings, the general public has received very little detail for a long time
now. With all due courtesy to the minister’s advisers, the answers in her office’s briefing to me also
offer no real advance on her statements to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on 12 June,
which I think represent her last expansive public comments about the project. The answers in that
briefing were also largely at odds with the information and commentary that is continually coming
from many key stakeholders we have spoken to. By that I mean the observations on the public record
of people like Dean Dalla Valle, the CEO of Pacific National, who said, ‘The cost of having this project
not meet its planned potential is a cost this country can ill afford’. Similarly, Victorian Farmers
Federation Grains Group president Ashley Fraser describes this as ‘a critical piece of infrastructure’
and said that the VFF urgently wants ‘a commitment to the project and firm time lines’. Likewise, Rail
Freight Alliance chairman Glenn Milne also observed on behalf of 28 councils throughout Victoria
that ‘industry has invested millions of dollars in new locomotives, rolling stock conversion to standard
gauge and warehousing, and the silence from the Victorian government on the future of the project is
deafening’. In the interests of time I will desist from quoting similar sentiments from many others,
including a host of primary producers.
If all of that is not enough in any case, perhaps another way of demonstrating the need for a public
appearance by Ms Allan and therefore yet another reason that this motion should be supported is if I
outline just some of the many burning questions that need answers. They include questions such as
the following: if it is the minister’s position, as she has said more than once, that the original
2012 business case was clearly deficient, why would she have ever agreed to implement it? Another
question is: why did physical track inspections apparently only occur years into the project rather than
beforehand, especially when $5 million was specifically allocated in 2015–16 for preconstruction
safety and maintenance work? And another is: why, as first reported by Stock & Land’s Andrew
Miller, has rail track more than 100 years old been used in this project and laid on new sleepers and
ballast? Moreover, how common has this practice been on this and other recent Victorian rail projects?
Does the minister concede that such actions severely compromise another of the project’s main goals,
which is to allow trains to travel at wheel axle weights of 21 tonnes rather than 19? On what dates
respectively did the government first become aware of (a) the possibility and (b) the certainty that the
allocation of $440 million would be exhausted without the project reaching completion, and on what
dates respectively did it formally inform the federal government of each of these two things? Is it true,
as I keep hearing, that Deputy Prime Minister McCormack’s office has been frequently contacting
Minister Allan’s office to try to talk about what needs to be done to continue this project but is barely
hearing anything back in return? What is the status of the revised business case on which work
apparently started many months ago now? Will the once-regular industry advisory group meetings
ever be convened again? Given the government is clearly struggling to find new money for this project,
should people also now be worried about the implications for other regional rail projects like the northeast rail line and the Shepparton line upgrades?
Since the Andrews government came to power in 2014, how much in total has been spent on transportrelated infrastructure in and around Melbourne and, by comparison, how much in regional Victoria?
Will the government not be allocating any further money to the Murray Basin rail project until at least
the time of next year’s budget? Would the government still complete the project if it was rescoped to
a lesser version of the original plan or would the current model be the minimum model to which it
would commit? If the federal government did not again supply at least half of any new funding, would
that mean that the Victorian government would not commit any further money to the project? Worse
still, is there any truth to the gathering rumour that it is now Minister Allan’s plan to try to transfer all
responsibility for the project to the federal government? Alternatively, will the government provide a
guarantee that it will still complete the full Murray Basin rail project, and if so by when? And will the
work be finished by the Victorian government?
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I hope that government members who speak in this debate today might themselves answer those
questions, albeit that it remains crucially important that people have a chance to hear the answers
firsthand from the minister herself. Despite many people’s frustration, there remains enormous interest
as well as financial investment in the Murray Basin rail project’s future, and I genuinely believe their
respect for her would increase if she personally spoke with them and provided frank answers to their
questions and concerns.
In closing, let me therefore reaffirm that Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party urges Ms Allan to attend a public
meeting about this project, because we believe that if she does so, it will improve understanding on all
sides and it will give affected communities and stakeholders throughout the state and beyond at least
some of the information that is critically required. Like many thousands of people, our party hopes
very strongly for a full resumption of the project as soon as possible. Whatever the future of it might
be, though, the very worst thing right now for anyone with a stake in the project is to continue to be
met by more silence, and on that note I commend this motion to the house.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (15:48): I thank Ms Maxwell for, I know, her interest in this matter.
Of course the heart of this project is in our shared electorate, and I know that she is very, very
interested, as we all are, in the completion of all the infrastructure projects that the Andrews Labor
government has undertaken in Northern Victoria and right around this state. I can say I cannot speak
on behalf of the minister of course on those questions that you raised in your contribution,
Ms Maxwell, that you intend to direct to the minister. I could not possibly speak on her behalf, and I
know that you would not expect me to. But I can say that the Murray Basin rail project is a very, very
important infrastructure project for this government, and it remains so. As we know, and as
Ms Maxwell identified in her contribution, it is also very important to the federal government—the
interest from the Deputy Prime Minister.
This project of course is about delivering better and more efficient freight services and ensuring that
people along the Murray Basin rail project can compete in a much smaller world than we once had.
We are always looking for the most efficient, productive ways for those people to do their business
and get access to the best possible pieces of infrastructure that we can provide for them. I think it will
not take the history books very, very long to point to the very, very, very long list of infrastructure
projects that this government has started. In fact I think what the history books will show is that this
government leads the way in terms of infrastructure projects. Indeed I recall seeing something the
other day. Was it PwC who had ranked all of the state economies around this nation, and Victoria was
the—
Ms Shing: CommBank.
Mr GEPP: CommBank, was it? Probably PwC will do that as well, and they will have the same
findings, I am sure, that once again the mighty big V is at the top of the pops in terms of those rankings.
It is no accident that that occurs. One of the great drivers of Victoria’s economy in the last five years
has been the Andrews government’s dedication to building the infrastructure that is so very much
needed right around the great state of Victoria and indeed in our electorate of Northern Victoria.
I said earlier this morning that I was in the Mallee only last week talking about three-year-old and
four-year-old kinder. That is a wonderful piece of public policy which I think we have been lauded for
right around this country. It is one thing to have those fantastic pieces of public policy, but you have
actually got to back them up with infrastructure. It was so pleasing that I was able to be in Sea Lake
last week to announce the $1.15 million that we will give to the Mallee Track Health and Community
Service to refurbish parts of Tyrrell College, putting that vital piece of infrastructure in place so that
our three- and four-year-old kids can enjoy the benefits of that early learning public policy.
I think this goes to the heart of why we are ranked number one in this country for our economy, and it
is because we are prepared to put our money where our mouth is in terms of infrastructure. It does not
go unnoticed in this place, I have got to say. In the three-odd years that I have been here, every time
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there has been an infrastructure project that has come through this place, you whistle and I will point
out who has opposed it, and it has been from those opposite. We see today that that dreaded curse that
has saddled those opposite in the time that I have been here and certainly in the five years of the
Andrews Labor government—voting against and carrying on about every bit of progressive policy
that has come before this place, particularly around infrastructure; we get documents motions, we get
all sorts of shenanigans trying to stop things—unfortunately seems to be befalling those in the federal
government. People are crying out for infrastructure investments right around this nation. On hospitals,
what do we hear from the Treasurer up in Canberra? ‘Gee, you know, we can’t give you money to
build new hospitals, but we’re going to have a budget surplus’. What about some money for some new
schools? ‘Oh look, we’d love to, but guess what, we’re going to have a budget surplus’.
Ms Shing: Half a million jobs we have created in Victoria. What have they done?
Mr GEPP: Half a million, and I do not think we have finished yet, Ms Shing. I think that by the
time that we are finished there are going to be a lot more than half a million jobs that we have created
here in Victoria. Our track record in terms of infrastructure and our preparedness to put our money
where our mouths are is second to none and unchallengeable—unchallengeable.
The other thing I have noticed since I have been here is that those opposite oppose the infrastructure
spend of the government and the things that we are building around the state—and they do—but only
up until the time that they are actually built. When there is a ribbon to cut and the band is playing and
champagne corks are popping, they are there wanting to celebrate.
Ms Shing: Mr Davis loves sky rail though, doesn’t he?
Mr GEPP: Mr Davis does love sky rail on occasions; there might have been a road to Damascus
there somewhere.
Ms Maxwell: On a point of order, Acting President, the motion clearly states that it is about Murray
Basin rail, and I would ask if you could direct Mr Gepp back to the particular topic of the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Thank you, Ms Maxwell. Mr Gepp, if you would
like to come back to the ballpark, it would be great.
Mr GEPP: Thank you for your guidance, Acting President. I think I am still in the ballpark. I mean,
we are talking about the very significant infrastructure project that is the subject of this motion and I
am just giving some context on the government’s commitment to infrastructure projects, because there
is some criticism of the government in relation to this matter. Nonetheless I will take your guidance,
Acting President, and I will do my level best—
Ms Shing: Your level crossing best.
Mr GEPP: Yes, my level crossing best, to bring it back in the remaining 21 minutes that I have.
Members interjecting.
Mr GEPP: No, no, get the popcorn out, because on permanently outraged day there is nothing I
like more than to be expansive on these things. There is a bit of deja vu, I think—a little bit of last term
coming back and biting people on the tail.
Coming back to Ms Maxwell’s motion for the time being, stage 1 of the project is of course complete.
Stage 2 is largely complete, with a few remaining speed restrictions on the reopened Maryborough to
Ararat line to be lifted following the completion of level crossing works.
Just on level crossing works, Mr Davis, I think the briefing we received the other day from the minister
was that we are up to 30 now, with the latest one to be announced being Reservoir. We will be moving
to 31, hopefully, by the end of the year.
Mrs McArthur interjected.
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Mr GEPP: So just another piece of extraordinary infrastructure that is well loved by people who
are enjoying the benefits of that, Mrs MacArthur—and there are many of those people. Again, this is
demonstrative of this government’s commitment to infrastructure. We will not take our eyes off the
ball as long as we occupy the Treasury bench, and as we all say in unison, ‘Long may that be the case’.
The government is now focused on ensuring, in terms of the Murray Basin rail project, that key freight
lines are prepared for the upcoming harvest. It is going to be a very, very busy time in northern Victoria
and right across this state. We have invested $23 million in upgrading the Manangatang line—works
that have been completed ahead of this grain season, because we know how important that Murray
Basin rail is for our farmers and for our freight industry.
I do want to take a moment, though, to talk about how, as I said at the commencement of my
contribution, we have been working with the commonwealth government to complete this project and
to enhance access to and competition for Victoria’s freight network, and we will continue to do that.
But it is worth noting that when those opposite were in government they did absolutely nothing in
relation to the Murray Basin rail network—not a thing. But of course it would not be true to say that
they did nothing in relation to our freight networks, because they sold them. Our friend from The
National Party here in in this place and The Nationals in general stood by as they do on most things in
regional Victoria and watched it happen—they watched it happen and they did nothing. So whilst
people can sit and throw eggs at the government in relation to the myriad of infrastructure projects that
it has got going around the place, those opposite are not entitled to do so, because when they had the
opportunity—and now that they have got the opportunity at the federal level—they were sadly left
wanting. They just did not fulfil their promises and meet the needs of people in regional and rural
Victoria.
It was the Andrews Labor government that got this project going. We were the ones back in 2016 that
secured the federal funding needed for the project. The Andrews Labor government is continuing to
focus on this very important bill. We do not for a moment, and nor does the minister, suggest that the
completion of this project is going to be anything but challenging. It is a massive undertaking, and we
do understand. I know Ms Maxwell understands the very important nature of the project and the
requirement for it to be completed as early as it possibly can be.
I note that the Deputy Prime Minister has said in recent times that he continues to work directly with
Minister Allan in the other place to ensure that we have a pipeline of funding open to us to complete
this project as early as we possibly can. All projects at some point are challenged in relation to ongoing
funding, and it is very, very important that we continue to work with all of the stakeholders on this
project to find the money necessary to complete it as quickly as we possibly can.
Of course there is always competition for those funds. There is not a limitless bucket of money that is
available for all of these infrastructure projects. There is a finite amount of money that is available
each and every year. That is why we have the relevant budgets at the state level and at the federal level.
It is about making sure that for all of the different infrastructure projects that are underway, or indeed
soon to be commenced, the funding matches the urgency in terms of those various projects, and we
are delivering as much as we possibly can across the board.
As I said, the Murray Basin rail project is a very large investment, and it is of great importance to
people in the north-west. It is now competing, for example, with some of the infrastructure projects
that we are seeing through the urban expansion around the place. It is about making sure in the very
competitive fiscal environment that the dollars, both at the state level and at the federal level, are
available when they are needed so that the work on these projects continues.
With that, I might leave my contribution there. I know there are other people to speak on the motion.
But I do want to say that it is a very important project, Ms Maxwell. We do take it very, very seriously.
It is in competition with 100 infrastructure projects that we have got going on around the place. It is
about making sure that all of those priority needs are balanced and that we are able to deliver the
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pipeline of investment to those projects when it is needed, and this is certainly a significant project for
this government.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (16:06): I am pleased to support
this motion from Ms Maxwell, order of the day 4 on the notice paper today:
That this house requests that the Minister for Transport Infrastructure … Jacinta Allan … attend a public
meeting to provide information and answer questions about the Murray Basin rail project at a time of day and
at a place in Northern Victoria of her choosing on or before 15 November 2019.

Of course our chamber can only request that the minister do this, but I think it is a very reasonable
request. It is a request for her to actually front up to the people of northern Victoria and explain what
has gone so tremendously wrong with this project.
I am going to step back through history. Mr Gepp and others have made a number of comments, as
has the minister herself in the lower house today in response to a question. I will put some matters on
the record so that everyone is very clear. This was a project conceived under the last government. We
did fund half the cost of the project in the 2014 state budget. The federal government in—
A member interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Go and have a read. You go and have a look at the budget papers. The federal
government provided a matching contribution sometime after that. This government completed the
business case work, and I want to put on record some clear points about this. The minister on Channel 9
recently, as people will have seen, sought to argue that there were some flaws in the business case, but
at the same time she has sought to claim the business case. She said on Channel 9 on 20 October:
There has been additional costs as a result of some deficiencies with the business case that was done by the
previous state government.

That statement of course is at variance with her previous ministerial statement in the Parliament. On
the Murray Basin project she is reported as having said on 19 June 2018:
It has taken a Labor government to deliver this Murray Basin rail project. It has taken a Labor government to
complete the business case …

That is what she said. On 15 November 2017 she said:
I am pleased to update the house on yet another Andrews Labor government transport project—the Murray
Basin rail project.

On 11 February 2016 she said:
Through the actions of the Andrews Labor government, six months ago we sent the full business case for this
project to the commonwealth infrastructure minister and Deputy Prime Minister, Warren Truss, seeking their
support for this project.

They did support the project of course, and the state government went forward with advice internally,
advice from V/Line and advice from senior bureaucrats that they should not de-scope parts of the
project, that they should not wind back and try to do matters on the cheap. Instead of that Jacinta Allan
forced forward a cheaper option, and we can see the results of that—the botched ballast. The pictures
are frightening when you see the bending of the rails as they go over poorly laid but brand-new ballast.
You can see the old rails have been recycled. These are rails from the 1920s in some cases and as early
as 1913. This is pre-First World War. They have cut up those chunks of rail, and they have re-welded
them into little sections as they moved forward. Goodness gracious me, at hundreds of dollars per weld
it is no wonder that the costs have gone over. If only the minister had stuck to many of the original
aspects and actually kept the scope of the project and not tried to penny pinch by recycling old rails
from 1913 and from the 1920s to cut corners and cut costs on parts of the project. It is entirely Jacinta
Allan’s fault. She ignored the internal advice, and now the project is effectively frozen.
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The cabinet minutes that I read in the chamber yesterday—and I will read parts of them again today—
make it quite clear. They claim they are approving future stages 3 and 4, except that the approval is
subject to consideration by the cabinet transport infrastructure committee. The Minister for Transport
Infrastructure would seek in writing agreement from the federal minister for future stages of the
Murray Basin rail project interim works program—that is, 3 and 4. They have said, ‘We will go ahead,
but because we’ve run out of money we’ll have to seek federal money or federal support to complete
stages 3, 4 and 5’. Stages 3 and 4, which comprise this so-called interim works package, are:
Urgent maintenance on the Sea Lake and Manangatang … lines—$23.5 million …
Standard gauge conversion on the Sea Lake and Manangatang branch lines at 19 Tonne Axle Load …
$148.8 million …
Level crossing upgrades between Maryborough and Ballarat—$38.1 million …

Deferral is the next point in the recommendation of the cabinet committee:
Deferral of further work on the Freight Passenger Rail Separation Project … (previously known as MBRP
Stage 5) and dual gauging of the network pending an addendum business case. The addendum will consider
additional scope requirements, cost escalation, changed network and safety requirements and deteriorating
asset conditions.

That is what the government’s own cabinet committee said they are doing with the Murray Basin
project. They have knifed stage 3, they have knifed stage 4, they botched stages 1 and 2 and they have
zapped stage 5. That is what they have done with country rail. Let us be quite clear what is going on
too: they are now saying they might try and flick it off to the commonwealth, surrender our country
rail lines to the commonwealth, for an unknown price, or flog it. Now we know why, and it is very
clear why Labor voted against the checks and the protections we tried to put in the legislation yesterday
that would have required the tabling of any such contract in both houses of Parliament and the ability
to debate and potentially disallow those instruments. Labor voted against those checks, voted against
those protections, and I will tell you why they did that—because they have run out of money. They
are desperate to get some deal with the commonwealth or find some other third source to flog our rail
lines to or just surrender them. They will just say, ‘Take them. Go! We can’t run them. We have run
them down’. We know what is going on, and we know that it is actually a very, very bad outcome for
country Victoria.
This project, the Murray Basin project, was a very important project that needed to be delivered
properly. It would have got better axle loads, it would have got higher speeds and it would have
enabled grain in particular but other freight too to come off roads and to go by rail to the city and
connect to the ports. It would have made a very big difference to our freight. It would have made a
difference to the cost structures. Instead of that the axle loads are now too low and speed restrictions
have been put on because of the incompetence of the minister, and her failure to complete the job
properly means that in fact the risk is that a lot of the freight actually moves off rail and goes onto
road. We saw the statement of the Rail Freight Alliance in recent days headed ‘Harvest off the tracks’.
He said here—
Mr Gepp: Who?
Mr DAVIS: Reid Mather, the media contact for the Rail Freight Alliance and chief executive, said:
The failings in this project are nothing short of catastrophic. The capacity of the lines has been reduced as the
increased tonnage on the line promised by the government has not been achieved and line speeds are
significantly slower.
The travel time from Mildura to Melbourne now increasing to 17 hours, the project that promised so much
has fallen far short.
Manangatang to Geelong and on the Melbourne line is 11 hours and 45 minutes.
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And it goes on:
What does this mean for the coming harvest from the west of Victoria?
Not all the Sunraysia harvest will make it to export, fruit will be left on the ground, as the capacity to
freight the product is now significantly reduced.
Grain growers will pay an additional $5/ton as capacity has reduced from the rail system.
An increase in truck movements, to compensate for the current state of the project.

So we have got the worst of all worlds delivered by Jacinta Allan on this. We have got huge cost,
worse lines, bad ballast and recycled rail sections from as long ago as 1913. Those are the earliest ones
they have recycled. How bizarre. Why wouldn’t you just do it properly? Why wouldn’t you do it right?
Why wouldn’t you do it the first time?
Mr Gepp: What did you do?
Mr DAVIS: We funded it and started the process, and the federal—
Mr Gepp: You didn’t start anything.
Mr DAVIS: Yes, we did. We put money in and you have botched it. You have been silent on this.
You are afraid to criticise Jacinta Allan. You are a toady and you are afraid to actually stand up. You
are afraid to stand up for your electorate. It is weak. It is shameful the way you are behaving. You
ought to stand up. You ought to get up and protect your electorate instead of acting as the government
smoother and toady. That is what you are doing. We know what you are up to and it is actually
outrageous that you as a member for Northern Victoria are not prepared to stand up and actually fight
for your area. It is disgraceful. You ought to resign and go. That is what you should do after what has
happened with this under your watch. You have not said a single word, you have not pulled Jacinta
Allan aside, you have not criticised her even once. You should start. Maybe you could attend the public
meeting that we are seeking here.
What is very clear is that this is a project that should have gone well and should have offered a lot of
promise but has been botched because of the actions of this government and this minister. I say that
Ms Maxwell’s point is a very fair one. The minister should front up, she should answer to the people
and she should explain why she has done so much damage.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (16:17): I rise to also support Ms Maxwell’s motion. The
Murray Basin rail project is a project that has been mismanaged by this government. The project was
intended to be completed over five stages at a total cost of $440 million. As we have just heard from
Mr Davis, some of those stages may not ever become a reality because of the mismanagement of this
government. Sadly the Murray Basin project has become yet another example of the Andrews Labor
government turning their backs on regional Victoria. True to form, Labor has mismanaged the project
and has run out of money to deliver this critical infrastructure for northern Victorian communities.
This is a five-stage project but only stage 1 and some of stage 2 have been completed. Even some of
the works that have been done, that have been completed, are not adequate. We know that there are
significant problems with the ballast and the sleepers. As for the rails, as Mr Davis said, they re-used
old rails that date back to 1913, over 100 years ago. They cut them up into small pieces, resoldered
them and re-laid them. No wonder this project has gone over cost.
The Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Jacinta Allan, has announced that the vital standardisation
of the Manangatang and Sea Lake lines has been put on hold, probably never to be seen. Again, true
to form, Ms Allan blamed the previous coalition government for her mismanagement of the Murray
Basin project. It is a bit rich, I think, but it is true to form for this minister and this government.
Whenever something goes wrong because of their policies or their decisions or their mismanagement,
they have to find someone else to blame. The minister will not even confirm that this project is a
priority for the government going forward. This is vital for country communities and she will not give
those communities that confirmation. So now a project that is so crucial to our farming community to
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get their produce to port is not even half completed, all because of the mismanagement of the Andrews
Labor government.
Without the upgrade of the Manangatang and Sea Lake lines to standard gauge, it will be more costeffective for farmers to transport their grain by road. This means that many more B-doubles and
probably even larger trucks will be transporting produce on our roads, increasing the risk for other
road users. The Minister for Roads should be concerned about the prospect of an increasing number
of large haulage trucks on our country roads due to the failing of her government to deliver the Murray
Basin rail project. The Manangatang and Sea Lake lines are critical infrastructure, and we need a clear
plan from the government to resolve the funding shortfall and complete the project.
Rather than ignoring regional Victorians, Jacinta Allan and Daniel Andrews need to face up and admit
that half-finishing the Murray Basin rail project is not an option. I doubt the Premier for Melbourne
would allow something like this to happen to any of his infrastructure projects currently underway in
metropolitan Melbourne. But true to form, they do not care about country communities. The Murray
Basin rail project must be finished in full and the Andrews Labor government must put the money on
the table to get it done. Instead of playing the blame game, the minister must make a commitment to
farmers and farming communities and to freight stakeholders that the remaining stages of this project
will be funded and finished as a priority. So I support the motion brought by Ms Maxwell that calls on
Jacinta Allan to attend a public meeting. Jacinta Allan actually owes it to the communities in northwest Victoria to attend that public meeting and explain why Labor has not adequately funded the
completion of this vital rail project.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (16:21): I am certainly pleased to rise and make a contribution
on this motion. As is custom here, it is hard to begin a contribution without referring to that which has
come before. I will come to Ms Maxwell’s very considered contribution in a moment, but I cannot go
past the previous two contributions that we have had, particularly from Mr Davis, who showed an
absolute burst of passion that was not present while they held the government benches, because we
know that during that time nothing was actually done. Nothing was achieved. No projects were put
forward in any meaningful way, except in the dying days of the Baillieu-Napthine governments. And
if some of that passion and that hand gesticulation, pointing of fingers and getting very agitated with
others was there, then perhaps we would not be playing the catch-up that we in this Andrews Labor
government have had to do. Again we heard the same sorts of sentiments from the Deputy President,
Ms Lovell—a lot of finger-pointing, a lot of headshaking and a lot of name-calling of Minister Allan.
One thing that can be said and should be said about Minister Allan is that she is absolutely dedicated
to delivering these projects, be they in our urban areas or in our regional areas. I also note the same
old tired lines about ‘Premier for Melbourne’ and ‘Minister for Melbourne’. Minister Allan was born
and bred in a regional community and lives in a regional community. I know Mr Davis has not had
the pleasure of attending caucus meetings with Minister Allan—maybe he should reflect on where his
allegiances lie—but at every caucus meeting when Minister Allan is there she will get up assiduously
and argue passionately about regional Victoria and particularly about public transport infrastructure
for regional Victoria. And again, the Premier, who has been called out erroneously—absolutely
erroneously—as the Premier for Melbourne, is a Wang boy, whose family is still living in Wangaratta
and has a huge—
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr Gepp: On a point of order, Acting President, as the Leader of the Opposition pointed out in his
contribution, he can remember back to World War I. The rest of us cannot, but he has been around
this place long enough to know better. He struts around this place, flaps his gums and makes
contributions from anywhere but his seat, so what he ought to do is pay you due respect and the house
due respect, sit down, shut up and let the contribution continue.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): I am not sure that is a point of order, but perhaps if
Mr Davis is going to contribute he can do it from his seat.
Ms GARRETT: I thought it was an excellent point of order, and I concur greatly with my colleague
Mr Gepp. And I think I might take to roving around. It is actually a bit of the old Oprah style of
chamber interaction. But again, these are throwaway spurious lines that are simply not backed up by
the facts of what this Labor government has done and the work that was done by previous Labor
governments. Who could forget regional fast rail—a signature project.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Well, I tell you what, while your bloke was describing regional Victoria as the
toenails of the state, our people went on and actually connected our regions in a very meaningful way.
To come to Ms Maxwell’s contribution—again, a very considerate contribution speaking passionately
on behalf of her community—I would like to assure her, as I know other members of the government
and advisers from the minister’s office have, that this rail project continues to be very firmly on the
government’s agenda and a vital project for both the Victorian and the commonwealth governments.
Again we had a lot of hand gestures coming from Mr Davis about surrendering these issues to the
commonwealth—from the party who surrendered the actual rail to the private sector. It is absolutely
appropriate that the commonwealth come to the party on these matters. We have had a lot of talk from
Mr Morrison. In fact some could say he has taken a lot of leaves out of our Premier’s handbook about
needing to get things moving. He uses the right language about an infrastructure build—a big build all
around Australia to get jobs happening—and we are waiting to see that materialise here in Victoria.
This is a really excellent project for them to put their money where their mouth is and support it.
So as has already been outlined by the previous speaker for the government, a considerable amount of
money has been invested in upgrading the Manangatang lines and works have been completed ahead
of this grain season because everyone knows how important this rail is for farmers, for the freight
industry and for northern Victoria. It was just a couple of weeks ago when I was in Sydney attending
a really significant defence industry event—a conference in the maritime industry—and was talking
to people from right across Victoria who manufacture parts in the supply chain for major defence
projects that I had the privilege of talking to people from Ararat who are employing many, many
people in that region who are part of the global supply chain for our defence industry. So our regions
are thriving, they are growing, we have the lowest regional unemployment rate that we have ever had
and we are the number one economic powerhouse in the country, so it is critically important that
projects such as this do continue. The government has committed to that.
We do not shy away from the fact that we are having productive discussions. I imagine we are having
more productive discussions with the Morrison Liberal-National government than the state LiberalNationals are having with their counterparts, who are pretty happy to throw them under a bus, I have
to say, while they get photo opportunities with our Premier. And why wouldn’t you? Why wouldn’t
you want opportunities with our Premier all across the state, because he is delivering all across the
state. I do get why those on the opposition benches are so very, very agitated and very excitable about
these matters. I would be too if I had wasted those four years—the four precious years they had that
they wasted. It is hollow lines that are thrown our way.
Again I commit to Ms Maxwell and her party just how crucially important this project is within our
government. I absolutely support Minister Allan’s tireless work to deliver projects such as these right
across our state to keep our state moving both in terms of passengers and freight and in terms of taking
trucks off the road. We have had a very significant infrastructure agenda. That is ongoing, and we are
very proud of that. We have generated significant amounts of jobs and investment in this state, but
most importantly it is about quality of life and support for businesses, be they rural, regional or urban.
So I commend the work of this government, and I look forward to this project continuing to develop.
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Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (16:29): I rise to speak on Ms Maxwell’s motion which calls
on the Minister for Transport Infrastructure to attend a public meeting concerning the Murray Basin
rail project. With the grain harvest just beginning in Victoria we can all expect to see more heavy
freight vehicles on Victoria’s road network. The Murray Basin rail project was expected to remove
20 000 trucks off our roads; instead those who live in rural and regional Victoria have become
accustomed to seeing a constant flow of trucks, which contributes to worsened surfaces and increased
maintenance costs for local councils.
The Murray Basin rail project website trumpets a $440 million project, providing 1055 kilometres of
track upgrades and allowing for up to a 21-tonne axle loading. If one were to check that they were not
reading a fairy tale, they could try and contact the project’s authority, but not a single email or contact
number is listed on the website, speaking volumes about the approach collective state and federal
governments have taken to consultation on a project of this scale. It is speculated that the business case
commissioned for the Murray Basin rail project in 2012 did not consider the poor condition of railway
tracks amongst other additional investments in passenger rail services. In addition to this, the initial
business case relied heavily on the export of mineral sands as a main economic driver of the project.
However, increasing agricultural exports now demand a more efficient rural rail network.
Minister Allan, and by extension the Andrews government, has noted the need for Victoria to have a
fully standardised rail network that allows for more effective passenger and freight movements.
However, it is becoming increasingly clear that previous business cases for the Murray Basin rail
network are now outdated. Greater community consultation is needed in order to ensure that the
Murray Basin rail project provides economic and social dividends now and well into the future. Given
the project is stalled, over budget and half-finished, it is only fair that all important stakeholders are
consulted about the project’s future. This project is of vital importance for the region of Western
Victoria in particular, with the original business case proposing upgrades to rail lines between Ballarat,
Geelong and Maryborough. So far only the line between Ararat and Merbein has been standardised.
I would also like to note that Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party wants to see the Maroondah to Portland
freight line included in an updated Murray Basin business case. The mayor and CEO of the Glenelg
shire have explained the devastating consequences of heavy freight vehicles on local roads and the
immediate environment. These large freight vehicles should be replaced by freight rail, which is safer,
cleaner and far more economically efficient. At the very least, the merits of a freight line from
Maroondah to Portland should be included in an updated business case.
Unpredictable weather conditions, fluctuating dairy prices and increasing energy costs have reduced
the efficiency of Victoria’s agricultural sector, and therefore the need for produce to get from farmer
to market efficiently has never been more important. As Ms Maxwell noted, many Victorians have
been left in the dark about the future of the project. An updated business case in addition to more
public consultation by Minister Allan is vital in restoring public confidence that this project will
continue to serve the rural communities who are desperately relying upon it. I commend this motion
to the house.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (16:33): I will be brief. The Murray Basin rail project promised
to deliver a much-needed upgrade to improve Victoria’s rail freight network. It was promoted as being
a driver of economic growth; it was to be a creator of jobs. It was meant to give a major boost to
agriculture, to the transport industry and to regional communities. We were told we would see an
expansion of the Victorian standard gauge network; we were told we would see increased axle loads.
We looked forward to seeing freight trains with a higher payload transporting produce from our farms
to the market. Road users were told there would be fewer trucks on our roads network, leading to
reduced wear and tear and lowering the risk of accidents. But these promising words, like the freight
trains themselves, have failed to deliver. We have seen $440 million of taxpayers money spent on this
important project—important to the regions at least, if not to this government—and we have precious
little to show for it. We have been desperately looking forward to seeing this project delivered; we
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wanted to see ribbons being cut and speeches being made to appreciative audiences. We want to see
businesses enjoying the benefits of a more efficient freight system.
My colleague from Northern Victoria, Ms Maxwell, shares our frustrations at the catalogue of errors
which has afflicted this project. She has invited the Minister for Transport Infrastructure to attend a
public meeting to provide answers. I think this is a great idea, and I look forward to it. I remind the
minister that Northern Victoria is more than just Bendigo.
Commitments have not been honoured. Communities which have been waiting for improvements in
rail freight have been let down. The government is perhaps lucky that the drought has slashed the
harvest this year, hiding the extent of the mess that has been made with the freight system. The drought
might have bought you more time, but it will not last indefinitely. After all that money spent—
$440 million—the rail lines are in many cases in a worse condition than they were before you started.
Freight capacity on some sections of the line has been reduced and many speed reductions have been
introduced. Travel times have lurched upwards, increasing costs to primary producers. And yet we are
nowhere near finishing the project. We do not even know if it will be finished. There are so many
questions and yet so few answers.
There has been a lamentable lack of delivery. This government like to tell us, incessantly, how they
are delivering on rail in Melbourne. But there is silence on rail in the regions. It is time for clarity; it is
time for honesty. I call on the minister to tell northern Victorians what is happening to the Murray
Basin rail project.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (16:36): It is with pleasure I speak on Ms Maxwell’s motion
today. I, for the life of me, cannot understand why the minister has not already accepted Ms Maxwell’s
invitation to travel into Northern Victoria to explain to the people of Northern Victoria and Western
Victoria why this project is in such a state of disrepair. I noticed with interest that Mr Gepp referred to
the infrastructure expenditure that we have had here in Victoria. What about the $1.3 billion that the
government wasted to not build a road? That would have completed this project, with even new
materials and not the 100-year-old antiques they seem to have been using. Ms Garrett was arguing that
the minister cares passionately about regional Victoria. Well, she just needs to put her money where
her mouth is if she cares passionately about regional Victoria. Ms Garrett also referred to taking trucks
off the road. That is not going to happen, because no business is going to put their freight on rail that
travels at a snail’s pace under appalling infrastructure conditions. There will obviously be more trucks
on our roads, tearing up our already appalling rural roads.
It is an extraordinary situation we have got to in this state where this vital rail project is in such a mess.
In this world of two Victorias, where considerable love is dished out to the metropolis, especially
inside these tram tracks and in other regional cities, those outside this world in the other Victoria fare
very poorly when it comes to vitally needed enabling infrastructure. This Murray Basin rail project is
clearly a case in point. After five years, as Mr Walsh said in the other place today, this Andrews
government has presided over massive cost blowouts, missed deadlines, poor procurement and
appalling contract management. It is simply not good enough, and it goes on and on. On 12 July I said
in a statement that:
Inside the tram-tracks of Melbourne, Daniel Andrews and his government are using almost $15 billion of
Victorian taxpayer dollars for the removal of 75 level crossings … Additionally, $11 billion is being spent on
the Melbourne Metro Tunnel Project which has blown out by a further $150 million.

And who knows what the end price of that will be? While it is obvious that expenditure needs to occur
in these areas on these major projects, recent cost blowouts and criminal conduct by employees
associated with the sky rail project point to waste and mismanagement on a grand scale.
Meanwhile, rural Victorians continue to miss out, with Premier Andrews and his Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, Ms Allan, failing to fund vitally important rail infrastructure projects. The
$440 million Murray Basin rail project is an essential upgrade to the rail freight system of western and
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northern Victoria. The scheme, which received 50 per cent federal funding, was managed by the state
government, who announced it as a critical project for regional Victoria when construction
commenced in 2016. This rail project is essential to improving the prosperity and productivity of the
agriculture and transport sectors of this rural Victorian food bowl and agribusiness area. Only with
enabling infrastructure investment in rural and regional Victoria will businesses, including many small
and family businesses, be able to gain competitive access to the state, national and global economies.
The botched management of the Murray Basin rail project by the Andrews government is a total
disgrace and further evidence of the government’s inability to manage major projects on time and on
budget. I would have thought that federal taxpayers—that is, all of us, because we are all federal
taxpayers—would be feeling very poor when the federal government just hands over money to the
state to complete these projects and it lives in hope that the state can manage this money, taxpayers
money, in a responsible way. Well, clearly that does not happen.
From an article in the Weekly Times recently we learned that:
Rail freight operators say they’ve been left with a mismatch of upgraded broad-gauge and dilapidated
narrower standard-gauge lines that is worse than when the project started.
Victoria’s Rail Freight Alliance said trains were averaging 36km/h along the ‘upgraded’ Mildura line, which
is rated at 80km/h for most of its distance.
Alliance chairman Glen Milne said rail freight operators and users believed the capacity of the lines had
actually declined since the project began, with slower line speeds.
‘What we know is there is less capacity on the track now than before the project started …

Well, what a disgrace. The article continues:
… horticultural produce to Melbourne took 17 hours and 25 minutes due to speed restrictions at crossings,
rotten sleepers, blind spots and buckled tracks.
The recently upgraded Maryborough to Ararat line restricts all grain trains to 40km/h, and down to 25km/h
once the temperature hits 36C.
V/Line is restricting freight trains to 25km/h on the Murrayville branch line at normal temperatures and shuts
down the track once the temperature hits 33C.

Look, Cobb & Co would probably be faster than the rail freight situation that we have got in rural
Victoria. None of this would be acceptable in Melbourne, I am sure, even though there are continual
problems with moving people in Melbourne trains, it seems. The article continues:
‘The current situation is a complete disaster,’ Alliance chief executive Reid Mather said. ‘Minister Jacinta
Allan must take responsibility and do everything within her power to deliver the project to its original scope.’

Minister Allan should just accept Ms Maxwell’s invitation, get up there as quickly as she can and
answer all the questions that need to be put to her and that she needs to answer. But the situation now
is that, with half the project completed, Ms Allan has abandoned upgrading and standardising of the
Manangatang and Sea Lake lines. It is unbelievable what is happening. What we do call for, in
supporting Ms Maxwell’s motion, is that the minister goes to northern Victoria and sorts out this thing,
gets busy and spends the money to fix the line. The Weekly Times article states that:
GrainGrowers chairman Brett Hosking labelled the project the ‘weak link’ in the Victorian grain supply chain,
and said temperature restrictions would hinder grain movement.

I mean, they will not even be able to transport their grain. We boast about our exports from this area
of Victoria when other parts of Australia are doing it tough, but we are hindered by appalling
infrastructure that is absolutely essential to ensuring that our agriculture and agribusiness can thrive in
this food bowl of the nation. I have much pleasure in supporting Ms Maxwell’s motion, and we will
all look forward to Ms Allan’s trip up to wherever Ms Maxwell finds a spot. I am sure Mr Gepp will
be going up there and holding her hand all the way. Well done, Ms Maxwell, for putting the motion
up, and I have pleasure in supporting it.
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Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (16:46): Just to sum up, I would like to thank everybody for
their contributions. I really do hope that Minister Allan will take the opportunity to meet with members
of the public, stakeholders and professionals to provide transparency and an update on what is going
to be happening in the future in regard to funding of the Murray Basin rail project.
Motion agreed to.
Production of documents
YOUTH JUSTICE SYSTEM
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (16:47): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes the difficulties in Victoria’s youth justice centres at Malmsbury and Parkville;
(2) expresses its concern and condemns any attacks on custodial and frontline officers in those centres;
(3) calls on the government to provide a detailed explanation of the measures that will be implemented,
between now and the scheduled 2021 completion of the Cherry Creek facility, in order to strengthen
safety and security and better support youth justice workers at the Malmsbury and Parkville sites; and
(4) requires the Leader of the Government, in accordance with standing order 11.01, to table in the Council
by 2.00 pm on Wednesday, 20 November 2019, a copy of the 2018 interim evaluation report of the
youth crime prevention grants program, subject to any legal, privacy or security concerns.

Like the one on the Murray Basin rail project we have just debated, this motion requests that the
government provide new information about issues of very significant concern to many Victorians. In
essence the motion asks for that information in two forms. The first is that members of the government
provide us with their latest thinking on how they intend to strengthen the security of the state’s youth
justice centres between now and the planned opening in 2021 of the Cherry Creek facility. The second
is that they release a full version of the 2018 interim evaluation of their youth crime prevention grants
(YCPG) program rather than the very abbreviated one that remains the only publicly available version
of that report.
I know that the management of individuals in youth detention is an issue that has been debated on a
recurring basis for many years in this place. Clearly it is an extremely vexed and difficult problem, no
matter which side of politics is in government or whether it is in Victoria or any other part of the world.
I completely understand, respect and acknowledge that. In fact it is for that reason that Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party is asking for the two things that we are through this motion, because we hope that a
discussion and resolution of each of these two points might help inform improvements to the current
arrangements.
In relation to fortifying security and safety at the youth justice centres, it remains very clear that we
have two largely overcrowded facilities at Malmsbury and Parkville that are no longer fit for purpose
in their current form. Given the limitations on me this afternoon in terms of time I will not delve in
extensive detail into the numbers of the despicable ongoing attacks on the custodial officers at those
two facilities nor the recent announcement that on the basis of a detainee’s attack on an employee at
Malmsbury in 2018 WorkSafe has officially charged the Department of Justice and Community Safety
with failing to provide a safe workplace there. However, I will briefly cite the Herald Sun’s recent
revelations that at least 60 workers across the centres are now too traumatised and/or injured from
assaults on them to return to work. More broadly, according to a report in the Age, the CPSU says
there were 311 assaults on staff in the first 120 days of this year and that as many as 29 detainee-ondetainee assaults were even reported on a single day in September.
Against that background I am asking through the motion if government members can simply give us
all an understanding of what work is currently being done and will continue to be done during this
term of Parliament to address these terrible realities. I ask this partly because of an unfortunate chain
of events in late September and early October. On 27 September the government issued a media
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release outlining some changes in its future plans for the operations of the state’s youth justice
facilities. This concentrated exclusively on how the Malmsbury and Cherry Creek centres would be
used and how Parkville would continue to be used once the construction of Cherry Creek is completed
in 2021. Yet within a matter of days after that there was another wave of attacks at Malmsbury and
the spectre of staff actually walking off the job on account of safety fears. As trite as this remark
possibly sounds, it is abundantly clear that things cannot simply continue as they are and/or that
significant changes have been largely placed on hold as we wait for the planned reorganisation of the
facilities in 2021. Something more has to be done in the meantime. Victorians also need answers on
the public record about what that something is.
That is a basic summary of what the first part of the motion asks. To move to the second request in the
motion, about the youth crime prevention grants program, it is the position of Derryn Hinch’s Justice
Party that there must always be a strong emphasis in the state’s justice system on the importance of
primary prevention and early intervention. On the cause of trying to reduce the number of troubled
youths and youth offenders and lowering the numbers of young people in detention, we regard the
importance of these two considerations as being paramount.
At least $17 million has already been spent on the YCPG program over a period dating back to 2016.
This includes, for example, around $1.4 million on the ReBoot program, which is targeted specifically
at children aged from 10 to 14 who have already engaged in low-level offending and/or have a
potential for future criminal behaviour. Unfortunately, though—and this was confirmed from an
adjournment response that I received from Minister Carroll about ReBoot earlier this year—there does
not seem to have yet been a full evaluation of whether this money is being well targeted and well spent
in helping to reduce the proclivity to crime among young Victorians.
I am not suggesting that the money is not being used effectively, and I do have very genuine respect
for Mr Carroll and think he is sincerely committed to these goals. However, from outside of
government it is impossible to know the answer about this expenditure when all that has apparently
been completed to date in this sense has been an interim report in October 2018. To add to this picture,
the only part of that document that ever appears to have been made public is an excerpt of just two out
of the 109 pages. I do accept that there is apparently an ongoing, fuller evaluation being undertaken
and hope to see it whenever it is finalised.
Again, though, it is unclear if and when this report will ever be made available, and I do think it is
critical, even before then and as a matter of urgency, that the Victorian public is given access to far
more of the information that is already in the government’s possession about how well this program
and all of its individual elements are working. These evaluations lead to the basis of reforms and
resources to be applied to support and assist these young people through that crucial early intervention
and primary prevention.
If we want to reduce the number of our young people here in Victoria becoming a part of the justice
system, we need to do more. We need to do more preventative work on the ground. In this policy area,
and in an era in which the challenges of managing youth crime remain especially problematic, it is
absolutely critical that we know whether such programs are well focused. Are they fit for purpose?
Are they correctly targeted? And are they actually proving to be effective? If they are not, then they
need to be replaced. It is as simple as that. They need to be reprogrammed. They need to look at other
ways to support these young people. And in the meantime I would like to see further commitment to
providing the transparency of these reports. I would like to commend this motion to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (16:55): I thank Ms Maxwell for bringing this important issue
to the chamber today. She has raised some very critical issues in her motion, which I am going to
spend a little bit of time going through and responding to, because of course this is an area of
government policy that we take extremely seriously. There has been a lot of work going on in this
portfolio by Minister Carroll, so I think that deserves to be outlined in some detail today.
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At the outset we want to place on the record that any attack on the frontline workforce in our youth
justice facilities is completely unacceptable, and everyone going to work today should feel safe to do
so and free from any threats of violence or intimidation. Our staff in youth detention centres undertake
incredibly challenging and complex work, and youth justice workers, their families and young people
all deserve to feel safe in these facilities. The government believes in supporting our frontline
workforce every step of the way.
There is no doubt that youth justice is a very challenging environment for staff and for the young
people in these facilities, and the increasing complexity of the young people in centres presents new
difficulties that are being faced across Victoria’s justice system. We are getting on and delivering
everything we can to rehabilitate these young people. I know Ms Maxwell has made the point very
forcefully and eloquently today that it is incredibly important that rehabilitation is a feature of the
system along with ensuring the safety of our staff to keep Victorians safe from crime. Since 2014 we
have invested over $1.2 billion to reform youth justice, including providing more security staff in our
facilities—Corrections Victoria security and emergency services group teams and 21 additional safety
and emergency response team staff—and expanded training and support for our staff in youth
detention centres. We have also made the decision to move youth justice into the Department of Justice
and Community Safety to ensure that it is effectively managed by experts in community safety,
rehabilitation and crime prevention.
We changed the laws so that young people who assault or intimidate staff in custody face tough
criminal consequences, just like they would for assaulting or intimidating any other emergency worker
in Victoria. This includes a presumption they will serve their sentence on top of the existing period of
detention. Every single incident involving criminal conduct in our youth justice centres is immediately
referred to Victoria Police for investigation. This did not happen when the Liberals were in
government.
We are also investing millions to expand, strengthen and improve the safety of our youth justice
centres. Since 2017 we have invested over $130 million to fortify and upgrade infrastructure at
Parkville and Malmsbury, including building 36 new beds at Parkville and 32 beds at Malmsbury. The
upgrades include strengthening the internal structures within units and additional security fencing. We
have also been building a brand-new facility at Cherry Creek to support the operation of both
Malmsbury and Parkville. The design of the Cherry Creek facility has been revised to deliver a more
specialised facility that focuses on staff safety and reducing reoffending—something I know
Ms Maxwell is very keen to ensure—amongst Victoria’s most complex and challenging young males
between the ages of 15 and 18 years. We are also hiring more staff in our youth justice facilities. We
have employed over 400 new youth justice workers, and last financial year we reduced our spending
on agency staff by 19 per cent.
The government also initiated the Armytage and Ogloff review into the entire youth justice system.
This has involved the first comprehensive review of our youth justice system in nearly 20 years. We
are delivering on all 126 recommendations coming out of that review. This includes new intelligence
capabilities, better staff training and a new risk and needs assessment in custody. Keeping young
people out of the system and stopping crime before it occurs is also a powerful measure to ensure the
safety and stability of our centres. That is why we are also investing in rehabilitation programs inside
custody, including new youth offender programs and expanded youth justice diversion and
reintegration programs, such as the youth support service, to stop crime before it occurs and keep
Victorians safe.
Obviously we know that there is a lot more work to be done. To oversee our reform we have
established a youth justice custodial working group with the commissioner for children and young
people. The CPSU are involved in that process, as are WorkSafe and other expert stakeholders, to
advise the government on reforms to custodial services. There is no question that this is a complex
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system with a number of highly vulnerable young people, but the government is doing everything it
can to reform our youth justice system.
I just want to take a little bit of time to talk about investments in custody. After the Liberals left our
youth justice system languishing, we are making the investments in our custodial centres to ensure
community safety, staff safety and the effective rehabilitation of young people. Since 2017 we have
invested over $130 million to upgrade facilities.
Members interjecting.
Ms STITT: I am going to ignore it. I know Ms Maxwell is very keen to ensure that the workforce
in the youth justice system are safe and protected and free to go about doing their work free from
intimidation. In terms of investment in our workforce we recognise the need to expand the workforce
and the government is rolling out an ongoing recruitment campaign right now. This is part of the
government’s effort to reduce our reliance on contract agency staff and consistent with the
recommendations of the Armytage and Ogloff review. Since 2017 over 7000 Victorians have applied
for jobs in the youth justice system and we have employed over 400 new youth justice workers. Last
financial year we reduced our spending on agency staff by 19 per cent, and that is actually very
important. The foundation of any good workforce is going to be that it is a secure workforce, a
permanent workforce—a workforce that is actually able to implement the policies and the training that
are provided. So it is very important to reduce the reliance on agency staff where people are coming
and going. We need a stable workforce and that is what we are implementing.
Youth justice continues to support its custodial staff through various channels, including a dedicated
health and wellbeing team and program support staff, through a program that includes wellbeing and
psychological health, managing stress, mental health support and individual counselling and crisis
support. This is an area that the government takes extremely seriously. In terms of new laws we are
not just investing in our youth justice facilities and infrastructure, we are also passing new laws to
protect our frontline workers and keep Victorians safe.
The Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Act 2017 introduced a
presumption that sentences of detention for assault on youth justice custodial workers, property
damage, escape or attempted escape will be served separately, one after the other, rather than at the
same time or concurrently. It requires the court to consider the need to deter a child from committing
offences in youth justice facilities when imposing a sentence. This is in addition to the new tough
community orders we have put in place to ensure youth offenders can serve their sentence in the
community but with strict supervision.
We have also passed the Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Act 2018, which makes
injuring an emergency worker, including a youth justice worker, a category 1 offence under the
Sentencing Act 1991. This year we passed the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police and Other
Matters) Act 2019, which introduces the new intimidation offence for police and youth justice
custodial workers and imposes higher penalties for assault in aggravated circumstances, including
where the offender is armed with an offensive weapon. Thanks to these changes the Youth Parole
Board is told of any assaults committed in custody and this has to be taken into consideration when
considering parole. We will continue to consider any further reforms needed to keep our staff in youth
justice facilities safe.
In terms of the Cherry Creek facility, which I know Ms Maxwell has gone to in her motion, following
the incidents at Malmsbury the department staff, the CPSU—representing the workforce—and
WorkSafe had discussions that led to an agreement on a number of actions to return to normal
operations at Malmsbury. This included prioritising the opening of new units and the establishment of
an interim intensive intervention unit at Parkville. We are now in the process of recruiting to staff this
facility. It also included providing additional resources and specialist support to frontline staff,
ensuring clearer communication of rules and consequences to young people and establishing a peer
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support worker program so senior staff can mentor other workers on a rolling basis. Importantly it
included recruiting new behavioural support specialists to support the staff’s work.
As I have already mentioned, we commissioned the Armytage and Ogloff review and have invested
over $1.2 billion in youth justice since that review. In terms of progress, that includes an upgrade in
new units being completed at Parkville and Malmsbury; rolling out the Orygen mental health services
at Parkville and Malmsbury, which have worked with 250 young people in the first six months; rolling
out a new case management approach and increasing training for staff; and delivering more structure
and programs in custody, including pet therapy and parent-teacher interviews.
Soon the government will be commissioning 32 new beds at the Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre,
and this will provide further flexibility and capacity at that centre. The new intensive intervention unit
will be a dedicated secure unit to accommodate young people who cause harm in custody centres, and
it will provide intensive intervention to reduce the risk of violent offending and reoffending. That way
it will provide effective rehabilitation of the young people as well as preventing the risk to staff safety
that they pose. This will keep our frontline staff safe as well as the Victorian people. We are currently
recruiting for new specialist staff for these units at both Parkville and Malmsbury.
The government is also implementing a range of initiatives to strengthen the workforce and improve
safety in the workplace, including funding for 41 additional frontline and senior operational custodial
staff, improved de-escalation and scenario training for staff, employing new Corrections Victoria
security and emergency services group staff, employing 21 additional safety and emergency response
team staff and improving our intelligence-gathering expertise across both centres. The government is
also implementing a new custodial operating philosophy and developing a new practice framework
that makes community and staff safety the top priority.
There are also some other measures in place to support staff welfare. I have already mentioned that
the reporting process for any criminal behaviour in a youth justice centre is that it must be reported to
Victoria Police, and youth justice has also established dedicated health and wellbeing teams, as I have
already outlined.
We have also made some changes to the security and intelligence capabilities and procedures inside
our centres, and importantly, we have provided $114 million for mental health services in partnership
with Orygen Youth Health.
I also want to talk a little bit about rehabilitation, because I know that that is something that many in
this place want to see as a feature of our youth justice centres. We are not giving up on these young
people. Yes, there are some really difficult people inside our youth detention centres, but rehabilitation
is at the heart of our efforts, and therapeutic support in custody is part of this. We want to make sure
that young people get access to comprehensive rehabilitation support to prevent further reoffending in
custody and in the community.
Compared to those in the community, young people in custody experience higher rates of mental
health, behavioural and substance abuse issues. In the 2018–19 budget the government provided
$18.7 million over four years—and ongoing—to improve health services for young people in custody,
and the funding has supported a significant expansion of mental health services for young people in
custody, delivered under new contracts with Correct Care Australasia and Melbourne Health—Orygen
Youth Health—which both commenced on 1 February 2019. Every young person entering our youth
justice centres receives health and mental health screens within 24 hours of reception and a
comprehensive health and mental health assessment within 72 hours of reception. While in custody
young people have 24-hour access to primary mental health nursing and are subject to a mandatory ‘at
risk’ assessment within 2 hours of presenting behaviours that indicate a risk of suicide or self-harm.
The government has also contracted a new suite of youth offending programs for young people in
custody. These programs directly target offending behaviour, including programs that target violent
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offending, substance abuse and motor vehicle related offending. Almost $20 million was provided by
the government in the 2017–18 budget to deliver these new tailored programs, which are matched with
the specific needs of the young person when they enter custody.
The government will continue to work with the CPSU—the union representing our youth justice
staff—the youth justice workforce and the Commission for Children and Young People on reforms to
youth justice custodial services. In the coming months the government will work with key stakeholders
on workforce capabilities and training; addressing the overrepresentation of specific cohorts within
our system, such as Aboriginal young people; and differentiating responses to specific cohorts in the
system. We will also be delivering on the remainder of the recommendations of the Armytage and
Ogloff review.
In summary, the government is doing an enormous amount of work in this area. We have acted in
terms of both funding the infrastructure improvements that are required across the youth justice centres
and committing to funding the build of the new facility in Cherry Creek. I have outlined in some detail
quite deliberately today all of the careful policy work that is going on in this area because, as I have
already mentioned, the government believes in supporting our frontline staff in our justice system and
also supporting the young people who find themselves on that road. Our aim is to make sure that they
get off that road and that they do have access to all the support that they need in terms of their
rehabilitation and getting onto a much more positive path.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (17:15): Before we go to statements on reports, just on a point of order
Ms Crozier made at the end of question time regarding a response from Minister Mikakos about local
business and suppliers not being paid, at the time I determined that I thought that right at the end of
her response the minister did answer that question. I should not have questioned my own recollection,
because the last four words of the answer were ‘they will be paid’. So as far as I am concerned, that is
responsive.
Ms Crozier: Thank you for that clarification that was requested earlier.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Report 2018–19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:15): I am going to make a few remarks in relation to
the Department of Health and Human Services Annual Report 2018–19, which was tabled just a few
days ago in the Parliament, in the last sitting week, when we had over 250 annual reports or thereabouts
dumped. As part of the health portfolio I have got a number of annual reports that I am wading my
way through, to say the least, and some of them make for very interesting reading. I have found the
DHHS one to be particularly of interest in a number of areas.
I particularly would like to speak to issues around the details of consultancies. In the annual report it
is highlighted that the department has presented the information under six categories. I am referring to
page 148 of the report. They have broken the area up into these six categories: capital, business and
planning; information, data and technology; policy/program advice and delivery; probity, data
integrity and audit; program assessment and evaluation; and workforce support.
There are details of consultancies under $10 000 in relation to the expenditure. Obviously there are
details of the government’s advertising campaign, and I note that in that advertising campaign they do
detail—or they do mention, I should say; hardly the detail—the Our Fair Share campaign, which as
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we know was a blatant political initiative by Daniel Andrews and the Andrews Labor government
against the federal government during the May federal election. A sigh of relief went across the
country when—
Ms Mikakos: You actually want Victoria hospitals to receive less money, do you?
Ms CROZIER: Well, I will come to that, Ms Mikakos. The minister is always defensive. She just
cannot help herself in relation to her failings and the advertising campaign that the Andrews
government ran that used taxpayers money and was shown up as what it was.
Now, in these consultancies that, again, are using taxpayers money, there are pages listed in relation
to some of them—139 consultancies—and I have to say that it appears that many of them look like
they are duplicated. We have got strategic alliance professional services from Third Horizon
Consulting for organisational improvement; strategic alliance professional services from the Nous
Group for community services; strategic alliance professional services from Ernst & Young for
community services; from KPMG, strategic alliance for professional services—health; and from
Boston Consulting Group, strategic alliance for professional services—health. The list goes on, and it
just demonstrates where the government is going with spending Victorian taxpayers money in
employing these consultancies.
Mr Finn: I might start a consultancy myself.
Ms CROZIER: Well, Mr Finn, you might very well say that, because there are a lot of consultancy
groups that are making a lot of money out of this government. As we know and as I have said in
relation to the North Richmond Community Health centre, a consultancy group went in and undertook
a review just in April, before the issues that we have been debating today—the very serious issues
around the concerns of North Richmond Community Health and the injecting facility. Again, all of
these use taxpayers money. I cannot see that one listed in here, but I have to admit that I have not gone
through it line by line.
Ms Mikakos: I explained it to you over two days. It was commissioned by the health service.
Ms CROZIER: But this is the point I was just about to make, Minister. I know you are defensive
about the overspend in the budget and the shortfalls in what the government is doing, but these are
additional expenditures that groups across the state are undertaking.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: But you are funding North Richmond Community Health, and you could ask to
have that report publicly released—that was the whole point I was making.
In addition I note that the minister was talking about the federal government, and I would say
Victorians absolutely deserve their fair share. They are not getting their fair share under this minister
and under her government in relation to health. I see that the minister has finally signed, today, a record
hospital funding agreement for an additional $7.3 billion from the federal government. If you had
signed it earlier, you would have achieved $40 million extra for Victoria. You have lost out and you
know it, and your record will stand clear on this.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:21): My statement today is on the budget papers, and it is on the
‘Service Delivery’ budget paper’s outputs section, ‘Management of public land and forests’. The issue
that I am looking to speak on is with respect to the negotiations around the government’s regional
forest agreements and the consultation process within that—it is called phase 1 consultation—and
specifically to provide the house with some information about two symposiums.
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One symposium was conducted in March by the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP) on behalf of Minister D’Ambrosio. This was a youth symposium on the future of
our forests, held in Footscray. It was represented well by seven environmental groups, including some
students from Werribee Secondary College. The other one was the Gippsland Youth Symposium. It
had representations from secondary and tertiary students, industry employees, Indigenous youth and
some general attendees as well. The 30 youth from Gippsland came from as far east as Bruthen, where
we have forest, and from Drouin, behind which we also have forests up in the hills. The second
symposium was conducted by an independent facilitator, hosted by me in Traralgon, and aimed at
providing a balance, a proper representation and a voice for country youth. The Gippsland forum
mimicked the DELWP one in terms of the participants being asked the same questions and having the
same images, but the contrast in their conversations and output could not have been starker. Gippsland
youth strongly supported a balanced forest management system that encompassed a whole raft of
community and industry benefits and values, including a sustainable native timber industry.
The recommendations from that youth symposium included that the minister must include genuine
rural and regional voices and perspectives; that the government should support a native timber industry
incorporating sustainable management practices; that the government should promote the truth and
the benefits of a native timber industry; that bushfire prevention and suppression techniques should
include traditional mosaic burns and the maintenance of access tracks to protect forests against fire
and the like; and to provide those safeguards for regional communities. Access tracks were often
mentioned in the youth symposium, as was the need to improve weed and pest control measures to
protect forest health and biodiversity. The sixth recommendation is that recreational and bush user
activities continue to operate in Victorian forests without diminished access. Often those people who
use our bush really believe that they want to leave the bush in a better state than when they found it.
The seventh recommendation is that the government should promote enhanced engagement with
Indigenous communities as a mechanism to share, educate and protect cultural values. There was a
very rich discussion from very well-rounded youth in Gippsland.
The budget paper goes to a point on page 44, where it talks about the management of bushfire risks
and mitigating weeds and pests in our environment. In the government’s own budget papers it says
this should be a priority. Let us look at the fire management and mitigation discussions at the
Gippsland and the Footscray youth symposiums. The Gippsland one said that the occurrence of
bushfires was the greatest threat to Victorian forests in our regional communities. They called for
better bushfire prevention, and many of those participants actually had direct experience of past
bushfire events. The Footscray symposium only had one mention of fire prevention, and the minister
gave this youth symposium eight pages in her report around the phase 1 consultation.
If we look at the Weekly Times, the issue out today, under the heading ‘Fuel loads hit new extreme
across Australia’s highest fire-risk zone’ it says:
Fuel loads in the nation’s highest … bushfire zone … have reached extreme levels, according to the Victorian
Government’s own hazard map, making suppression almost impossible and putting thousands of Victorians’
lives at risk.

The Weekly Times article goes on to say that the department, DELWP, has suppressed access by the
Weekly Times to good factual information.
Now, if the young people of Gippsland understand this, it is interesting that the government is paying
such homage to other youth voices without that knowledge. The budget paper also talks about weed
and feral animal control. In Gippsland they talked about weed infestation and feral animals in the
forests as being of great concern. Young people wanted more action. They talked sometimes about
being keen about their outdoor pursuits—being keen hunters and being keen about being out in the
great outdoors. Not once did the Footscray symposium talk about weeds or feral animals in our bush.
That contrast to me is quite stark. In finishing, the government needs to listen to this new report and
take on the voice of country Gippslanders.
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Adjournment
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (17:26): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

SHEPPARTON BYPASS
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:26): My adjournment is for the Minister for Roads and
Minister for Road Safety and the TAC, and it relates to state government funding for the construction
of stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass. In the 2019–20 federal budget the Morrison government
committed $208 million towards stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass project. The action that I am
seeking from the state minister is for the minister to make a commitment from the Andrews
government to provide the state government’s contribution towards stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass
project in its next budget.
The Goulburn Valley Highway is a major transport route in the national highway system between
Melbourne and Brisbane. Stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass project will see the construction of
10 kilometres of road from the Midland Highway west of the Mooroopna township to EchucaMooroopna Road to the Goulburn Valley Highway on the north side of Shepparton. The Shepparton
bypass is a vital project that will improve freight movements to domestic and export markets in
Melbourne, throughout regional Victoria and interstate. Just as importantly, the project will improve
safety for Shepparton residents who are forced to deal with heavy vehicles travelling through the
Shepparton CBD every day. Stage 1 of the project will also deliver a much-needed second river
crossing for motorists travelling between Shepparton and Mooroopna.
On behalf of the entire Shepparton community I have advocated for many years for the state
government to commit their share of funding to complete stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass project.
The cost of completing stage 1 has been estimated at $260 million, although this figure is likely to be
a lot more because the estimate is several years old. Thankfully, the Morrison government has
supported the people of Shepparton by committing $208 million towards the project in its 2019–20
federal budget.
My previous contributions in this place seeking funding from the state Labor government towards the
project have either been either met with pitiful excuses or ignored altogether. The favourite line from
the former minister for roads, Minister Donnellan, was that any state government funding would be
predicated on funding from the federal government. In April I pointed out to Minister Pulford that
$208 million in federal government funding had been secured for the project and asked her to commit
the state’s contribution, yet she failed to even acknowledge the request. The Andrews Labor
government needs to support this infrastructure project that is so vital for the Shepparton community.
Therefore the action that I seek from the minister is a commitment from the Andrews government to
provide the state government’s contribution towards stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass in the next
budget, which will be the 2020–21 state budget.
WOMBAT PROTECTION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:29): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place, and the action I seek is that
she joins a meeting with wombat carers to hear of the wombats’ plight in non-protected areas of
Victoria. World Wombat Day was last week. It is a day to commemorate the often overlooked
wombat. ‘Overlooked’ might even be an understatement. In Victoria there are areas where wombats
have virtually no legal protection. It means they can be killed at landowners’ discretion, however they
want, and even hunted for fun, as we saw in a recent Crown Casino exposé. This is because in 1984
the then environment minister decided to ‘unprotect’ wombats in 193 of the 2004 small regions or
parishes that together make up the state. It has not changed since.
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A once-Victorian government insider, tasked in 1998 to examine methods of killing wombats, has
spoken out about it, and he says, ‘Realistically there is no active monitoring or enforcement of the
currently very opaque rules governing their treatment’. Wildlife rescuers and carers are distraught that
wombats, including orphans that they rehabilitate and release, are being cruelly and ruthlessly killed
because of inadequate protections in some parts of the state. They are all working hard to get wombats
back on the protected list, where they belong. I hope the minister will meet with them to hear about
their plight.
HEALTH SERVICES OCCUPATIONAL VIOLENCE
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:31): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Health, and it relates to occupational violence and aggression against our hardworking
health staff. I refer to a released FOI report that I received, undertaken by the Loss Prevention Group
of Australia. The LPGA public health services security model review, which was undertaken in
December 2017—and I repeat, 2017—illustrated a number of concerning problems threatening the
health and wellbeing, not least to say the livelihoods, of medical and healthcare staff throughout
Victoria. That information was only just given to me recently. It is concerning that this document
delivered to the Andrews Labor government nearly three years ago has been kept from the public for
so long.
Furthermore, recent reports in the media have illustrated this growing trend of violence towards health
staff. A report on Ballarat Health Services, Bendigo Health and Barwon Health has indicated an
alarming trend in occupational violence. Taking this into consideration, Federation University
Associate Professor Danny Hills has stated that violence in the Victorian healthcare setting was, and I
quote, ‘systemic’, with Victorian WorkCover Authority claims at Ballarat Health more than
doubling—from $6221 in 2017–18 to $15 562 per individual case in this last financial year. Minister,
the action I seek is for you to make public the advice that your department has provided to you, with
the information regarding this link between the rise in the use of ice in our rural communities and the
rise in occupational violence towards health staff.
COOLSTORE ROAD, CROYDON, LEVEL CROSSING REMOVAL
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:32): The matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, Jacinta Allan, and concerns the grade separation of the Coolstore Road level
crossing at Croydon. I ask the minister: when will the Coolstore Road level crossing at Croydon be
included in the level crossing removal program? I hear that despite disruptions and confusion within
communities where level crossing removal works have been undertaken, these works have been
largely successful and welcomed by communities. I congratulate the government on this initiative, and
I hope we will see great benefit from these removals.
The Croydon community wants this level crossing removed. At the moment the main street, the
community precincts and the Croydon Central shopping centre are separated by the rail line, limiting
access and development in the area. An elevated rail crossing here would create a great amenity for
the area by improving traffic, cycling and pedestrian circulation, increasing car parking, increasing
public open space and providing access to the bus interchange.
The level crossing removal project is currently in planning stages for the Mooroolbark and Lilydale
crossing removals on the same line, yet Croydon remains off the list. Including Croydon alongside
these projects would avoid additional construction shutdown and allow for service integration for bus
and rail passenger interchanges. So I ask the minister: will she approve investigations into removing
Croydon’s Coolstore Road level crossing at the same time as the Mooroolbark and Lilydale level
crossing removals? This seems to make sense.
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NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION COMMUNITY SAFETY
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:34): My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, and it concerns the antisocial behaviour around the Greenvale
Recreation Centre and around Selwyn House in Craigieburn. Earlier this month I was privileged to
attend a community Q and A session with local advocate Jim Overend—a good man—the Leader of
the Opposition and representatives from community groups like Rotary and residents associations. I
want to thank all those who attended and made it a really great and informative night. At the meeting
residents raised their concerns about antisocial behaviour and drug use around the recreation centre in
Greenvale and the DS Aitken Reserve in Craigieburn. They were concerned about the drug deals that
are taking place and what users leave behind for people to find the next day.
Selwyn House in Craigieburn is run by some great community people—and I particularly point out
Rita McMillan, who does a great job—who only want the best for their community and who reported
to me that they have witnessed such antisocial behaviour in the reserve when packing up at night. I
worry for their safety. Selwyn House in Craigieburn is about 200 metres from the local police station.
So my call for action to the minister is that she instruct Victoria Police to increase their patrols and to
show a greater police presence at the recreation centre in Greenvale and at the DS Aitken Reserve in
Craigieburn, because the local residents in Melbourne’s north deserve to feel safe in their communities.
MELTON HEALTH SERVICES
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:35): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Health. The action that I seek is for the minister to commit to the construction of an
urgently needed 24-hour public hospital which includes a full range of specialist and diagnostic
services within the City of Melton. Melton is one of Victoria’s fastest growing communities, with
projections of consistent rates of growth over the coming years. The city is forecast to grow by 7000
to 9000 people per year. As it grows, so do the demands on its services. Bacchus Marsh has a small
regional hospital with fewer than 50 beds. It can barely manage a fraction of the current population,
let alone a future population of more than 400 000 people. The City of Melton’s nearest major
hospitals are in Footscray and Sunshine—both over 30 kilometres away—and the Ballarat Base
Hospital is another 60 kilometres away. Emergencies are diverted to Ballarat, which is 1 hour away,
or to Sunshine, which is 30 minutes away, depending of course on traffic. I am sure you would agree,
Minister, this is too far for any type of medical emergency. On top of this, according to government
data patients in the emergency departments of these hospitals are waiting 8 hours or longer for
treatment.
THOMPSON ROAD, GEELONG
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:37): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Roads and concerns the delay in installing a safety fix on Thompson Road in Geelong. Six people
have tragically died on Thompson Road this year, with another two hospitalised last week. In early
September the member for Lara and Regional Roads Victoria announced that between Morgan Street
and Separation Street, Thompson Road would be reduced to one lane in a six-month safety trial.
Everyone expected the safety fix to begin immediately. After the announcement another man was
struck dead by a car at an intersection along the road.
What was the delay? VicRoads could not secure a contractor to complete the works, we were told.
Now Regional Roads Victoria says it has secured a contractor, but no-one will confirm when the works
will begin. With more than a month having passed since the proposal was going to be ‘immediately’
implemented and an unknown date of commencement said to be at some point in November, drivers
and pedestrians continue to be put at risk because of this government’s incompetency. Further,
Regional Roads Victoria have said the majority of the fatal crashes involve drivers turning right to
either the entry or exit on Thompson Road or drivers rear-ending the vehicle in front.
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Is reducing important roads to one lane really the best safety measure against crashes caused by rearending and right turns? If the best solution is to simply reduce the road to one lane, surely there is an
immediate quick fix where cones or barriers could be placed along one of the lanes. Residents should
not have to wait months on end for simple and straightforward solutions to road safety. The action I
seek is for the minister to ensure VicRoads immediately begins implementing a safety fix on
Thompson Road before more lives are lost, as it has previously promised to do.
DEFAMATION LEGISLATION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:39): My adjournment matter tonight is for the AttorneyGeneral. Defamation laws in Australia do not strike the right balance between the private right to
reputation and the public right to free speech. This has a stifling effect on the public debate. In 2018
the Council of Attorneys-General convened a defamation working party led by New South Wales to
review this legislation. While we have received updates on the process, they have primarily been from
the federal and New South Wales attorneys-general. The head of the Victorian Bar Council has
suggested that the proposed amendments to the model defamation provisions do not go far enough in
promoting free speech. The Liberal Democrats agree.
Existing Australian defamation law has recently drawn attention to this, when Clive Palmer issued
proceedings against the comedian Jordan Shanks, of YouTube’s Friendlyjordies. He described
Mr Palmer as ‘Fatty McF-head’ and a ‘dense Humpty Dumpty’. The Liberal Democrats do not believe
that calling Clive Palmer a dense Humpty Dumpty should leave you liable to civil action. Defamation
proceedings are used to stifle critics and limit our rights to challenge the Humpty Dumpties of
Australia. The problem is not just the meritless defamation cases that threaten or that reach the courts,
but the chilling effect on free speech in general—the self-censorship by those without pockets deep
enough to confront the bullies. Democracy dies in silence. The action that I seek is for the AttorneyGeneral, in consultation with the Victorian Bar Council, to work with other Australian attorneysgeneral to amend the model defamation provisions to increase free speech to the greatest extent
possible.
EAST MEETS WEST LUNAR NEW YEAR FESTIVAL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:41): Every January I particularly look forward to attending
an event in my electorate, the East Meets West Lunar festival in Footscray. It is a particularly enjoyable
event. It is a very big festival organised by the Footscray Asian Business Association, and I
congratulate FABA on the job they do, not just with regard to the East Meets West Lunar festival, but
indeed for a whole range of promotions, a whole range of activities that it conducts throughout the
year. It is a very, very impressive group of people who are involved in FABA.
It has every year put on this festival and, as I say, it attracts thousands of people, not just from the west
but from all over Melbourne. But it has come to our attention that there is somewhat of a discrepancy—
an inequality, if you will—in relation to the funding with the Richmond festival, which is again a very
big festival. As I am sure Mr Ondarchie will agree, it is a very big and successful festival, but it seems
that the Richmond lunar festival receives from the state government some $25 000. The Footscray
festival on the other hand gets $6000—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Richmond just happens to be a marginal seat, strangely enough. But the inequality is
standing out like the proverbial, and I am concerned that we are missing out. I am concerned that the
people of the west are being discriminated against yet again by a party which takes them for granted,
which uses and abuses them at will—and here we have a classic example of that.
The Footscray Asian Business Association, which promotes and organises this festival every year, is
deserving of the support of the government to the same extent as the people of Richmond are. Now, I
am very fond of Richmond, as most people would be aware, but this particular festival is one that I
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have been attending now for many years. In fact, President, you might like to join me next year, on
12 January. You could come out and you could have a feed of noodles and maybe a beer or two. You
will have a wow of a time, let me assure you. I ask the Minister for Multicultural Affairs to ensure that
there is equality in the funding for this festival for next year and ensure that the Footscray festival gets
the same amount as the Richmond festival, which is some $25 000.
GLEN EIRA PLANNING SCHEME
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:44): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Planning, and the action I seek is for the minister to expedite the approval of planning scheme
amendment C182 to the Glen Eira planning scheme that will apply a heritage overlay to 8 Gordon
Street, Elsternwick, also known as the ABC dream factory.
At its council meeting on 13 August 2019 Glen Eira council unanimously supported the adoption of
amendment C182 following the submission of the Planning Panels Victoria report, which detailed the
recommendations for the former ABC TV studios. The amendment will apply a heritage overlay,
HO156, to the property. The amendment is required to protect the former ABC television Gordon
Street studios, which have individual heritage significance. The dream factory was the site of the first
public television broadcast in Victoria and our oldest surviving ABC studios in Australia. These iconic
studios are where shows such as Countdown, Adventure Island, Bellbird, Kath and Kim, The Late
Show, SeaChange, Spicks and Specks, Shaun Micallef’s Mad as Hell, The Big Gig and In Gordon
Street Tonight were filmed. It is the place where Australia learned how to make television.
But since the ABC moved TV production to Southbank the studios have been under threat, with the
site put up for sale before the council moved to protect the building. An independent heritage
consultant found the studios to be of cultural significance as a place associated with public
broadcasting since 1956. The studios are associated with a medium which had far-reaching effects on
Australian culture, ideas, identity and society from 1956 until 2017. The studios are not only a local
landmark and an integral part of the community but also a precious part of the cultural history of
Australia. These studios should be preserved for posterity and not sold off for profit. I urge the minister
to approve the heritage overlay.
FOREST MANAGEMENT YOUTH SYMPOSIUM
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:46): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the other place, and it relates to a report based on the opinions of
young Gippslanders on the future management of our forests and regional forest agreements. The
action I seek from the minister is that she personally reads the Gippsland Youth Symposium: Future
of our Forests report and incorporates the recommendations of young Gippslanders into the
development of the regional forest agreements, which is coming up. In fact it is here.
On 2 October 30 young Gippslanders aged between 15 and 30 years attended a youth symposium,
which was in contrast to the government’s biased Footscray youth symposium, which had an
overwhelmingly majority of city-based youth, predominantly from seven environmental groups.
There is no-one more qualified to speak about the use of our forests, the future development of our
forests and the management of our forests than those who live with the forest on their doorstep or who
live within the forest and use it for social, environmental and economic outcomes. The Gippslanders
were asked the same questions as the Footscray participants, and it will come as no surprise to this
house that there were very different perspectives. One of the key issues was that the Gippsland youth
support the opinion that industry, recreation and conservation can coexist. They feel the government
is not listening to regional people and fairly representing their views. There were key themes, which
included the importance of a carbon capturing, regenerative and sustainable, well-managed native
timber industry.
The Gippslanders support and want better bushfire prevention measures. They see bushfire as the
biggest threat to our forests. They want to incorporate the role of Indigenous people and the way they
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have used burns historically. We had some great young Indigenous people there who were very
interested in that role, as well as others. The Footscray report, however, only made one reference to
bushfire, which was a real shame, highlighting the disparity between knowledge and understanding.
Weed infestation and feral animals were also a major concern for the Gippsland youth. They did not
even rate a mention at the Footscray symposium. Education and awareness was also highlighted.
Gippslanders—
Mr Davis: It’s a long way to Gippsland.
Ms BATH: From Footscray, I know. They want people to understand the importance of bush, but
also the importance that industry can play in that well-managed area.
One very succinct person said, in relation to what they would like to see in the future of forests, that
they would like to create a sustainable, manageable forest for future generations and to do so by
encouraging sustainable timber harvesting; recreational use such as hiking, four-wheel driving and
biking; and support for the Department of Environment, Water, Land and Planning’s back-burning
activities. This government talks about consultation being important. The minister needs to read and
use this data.
ELECTRICITY SUPPLY
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:49): My matter on the
adjournment tonight is for the Minister for Small Business. The minister will understand that small
business relies on a secure, reasonably priced power supply, and that includes a range of factories and
small businesses. The minister will be aware of the forecast for a very hot summer. He will be aware
of the insecurity of supply that occurred in recent years. Given the significance of secure electricity
supply across the summer months to traders, restaurants, food processors and manufacturers, a whole
raft of different small businesses are impacted. Medical, dental and doctor groups are also small
businesses that are impacted, as Mr Ondarchie says.
I therefore am seeking from the minister some indication of what he has done, if anything, to assure
himself that small businesses will have that secure electricity supply in the coming summer months.
If he has taken action, he may want to detail that. If he has not taken action, I guess what I am seeking
are some specific steps—advocacy or brokerage steps that he may be able to take with key small
business organisations and small businesses, as well as the electricity providers—to broker a secure
summer energy supply.
The importance of this cannot be overstated. A small restaurant that loses supply will suffer a huge
impact on its cash flow and on its financial position. Ice-cream shops are another example. There is a
very long list of these small businesses, and given his role as a spruiker or an advocate for small
business, I am asking if he will take on that brokerage and advocacy role, bringing together some of
these small business organisations, small businesses and indeed the electricity providers to provide
that assurance, that guarantee, through the summer months.
RESPONSES
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (17:51): I have 12 adjournment matters today. However, if I could just deal with
Mr Davis’s adjournment matter first up, which was addressed to me. Mr Davis asked a question about
electricity and the security of supply over the summer months in particular. I can understand why he
asked that question. Electricity is very important for small business, as it is for every Victorian, I might
add. But I can understand that it is probably a little bit more important for small business than it is for
your average Victorian because of the ability to earn an income and basically conduct their business,
so I get that. But if I might just add at this point, as the member said, the energy supply or the electricity
grid or the energy grid is a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I
know he made mention of that, but I do want to put that on record as well.
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As the member said, I do consider myself to be an advocate for small business. On everything that
comes before cabinet my department gives me a briefing of the impact on small business. I do interact
with my ministerial colleagues when something has an impact on small business. The good thing about
small business is it is a whole-of-economy enterprise. Ninety-eight per cent of all businesses in
Victoria are small businesses. Small business accounts for almost 50 per cent of all private sector
employment and contributes to 36 per cent of gross state product.
Let us go back to the 98 per cent figure, because that is very important. It is a whole-of-economy
enterprise. Everything you and I do as individuals, everything government does, there is a small
business component to it. Small business is very important to the Victorian economy from that
perspective. Therefore I have a lot of advocating to do.
Mr Davis: This is particularly important.
Mr SOMYUREK: I am not downplaying this at all. Obviously electricity supply and energy
supply are very important. But the member can rest assured that I do chew the ear of my ministerial
colleagues when matters come up, such as—
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK: Look, I understand where you are coming from. I am open to ideas. I do not
have all the answers and I do not believe my department has all the answers, so I am open to ideas.
For example, there is an issue with vacancy rates at the moment. There is an issue with vacancy rates
for shopfronts. I am about to do some intensive work, along with the Minister for Suburban
Development, on trying to get to the bottom of why we have got them. I think I understand. I think
there are three reasons why that is happening at the moment. One of those is the advent of the internet.
The second is the proliferation of the big shopping centres. The third is that some property owners do
not seem to want to rent their properties out to where the demand curve meets the supply curve; they
for some reason want to sit back and not rent their properties out.
That is all anecdotal, but what I do know is that that is not a Victoria-specific problem; it is also across
Australia and across the world. However, I am going too long—I know that. But what I am saying to
you is: I think I will be doing that type of role when I am embarking on that exercise. So I am open to
new ideas. You have just put up an idea. It is something to be considered, but I do have faith in the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change—
Members interjecting.
Mr SOMYUREK: She is a hard worker. She works very, very hard. She is very diligent. I have
got to say she is probably one of the hardest working ministers, one of the hardest working MPs, in
this place. I have got a lot of faith in her.
If I can move on to the other adjournment matters before the house, we had Ms Wendy Lovell to the
Minister for Roads and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC; Mr Meddick to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change; Ms Crozier to the Minister for Health; Mr Barton to the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure; Mr Ondarchie to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services;
Dr Cumming to the Minister for Health; Mrs McArthur to the Minister for Roads; Mr Quilty to the
Attorney-General; Mr Finn—eventually he got to the substance of the matter and declared it was for
the Minister for Multicultural Affairs—
Mr Finn: Do you want an invite too? Did you want an invite? You can come if you want.
Mr SOMYUREK: Dr Ratnam to the Minister for Planning; Ms Bath to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change; and Mr Davis to me, and I think I have discharged that. Mr Finn,
you always make these invitations and you leave me high and dry. You never follow through. You
stood me up last time. I am not accepting invitations again.
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I have written responses to adjournment debate matters raised by Dr Cumming on 13 August 2019,
Mrs McArthur on 14 August 2019, Mrs McArthur on 12 September 2019 and Dr Ratnam on
15 October 2019.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:57): I am seeking responses to my adjournment
matter of 13 August for the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers, which is now 78 days old, and
to an adjournment matter I raised with the Minister for Transport Infrastructure on 12 September,
which is now 48 days old, which I do not have responses to.
The PRESIDENT: If the minister could make note of that from Hansard, pass it on and seek
responses, that would be much appreciated.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.58 pm.
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GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (13 August 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving environmental sustainability and has put in place
a range of policies to support this.
To lower our greenhouse gas emissions, we set a target to reduce government office-based emissions by
30 per cent below 2015 levels by 2020. From 2021 departments and prescribed government entities will be
required to contribute to five yearly whole of government emission reduction pledges under the Climate
Change Act 2017.
The Greener Government Buildings Program was reinstated by the Andrews Labor Government in August
2016 and is implementing energy efficiency upgrades across sites including hospitals, tertiary education
facilities and regional health facilities. The program has upgraded more than 400 government buildings since
its establishment in 2010, resulting in annual cost savings of more than $20 million and the abatement of over
100,000 tonnes of greenhouse gas emissions a year.
The Victorian Government has policies and programs in place to improve wider sustainability performance.
All departments are required to maintain an Environmental Management System (EMS) to manage their
environmental impacts, mitigate risks and realise opportunities for efficiency gains. An independent audit of
each department’s EMS is required every two years providing the basis for ongoing sustainability
improvements.
Departments are also required to report on office-based environmental impacts in annual reports and other
government entities are encouraged to do so. Department of Treasury and Finance Office Accommodation
Guidelines provide that departments and agencies should provide for the recycling of waste products,
including paper products, glass, metals, plastics, organic materials, fluorescent lamps, mobile phone batteries
and toner cartridges.
The Victorian Government is providing leadership and driving change in the wider economy through policies
such as Victoria’s Social Procurement Framework. Announced in April 2018, the framework leverages the
government’s buying power to deliver social and sustainable outcomes for all Victorians and sets a clear
expectation that social procurement is standard practice for the Victorian Government. The framework will
help to ensure government purchasing optimises recyclable/recycled content; minimises waste and
greenhouse gas emissions; conserves energy and water; minimises habitat destruction and environmental
degradation; and provides non-toxic solutions.
The Victorian Government is developing a circular economy policy and action plan for our State for release
in late 2019. When implemented it will reduce the environmental impacts of production and consumption
across the Victorian economy, including state and local government, businesses, communities and
households.

WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (14 August 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Andrews Labor Government has invested over $141 million from the Sustainability Fund to strengthen
Victoria’s recycling industry. We’re investing in new infrastructure, building markets and encouraging more
operators into the industry.
A $6.6 million relief package has been allocated to help alleviate financial pressure on 33 councils affected
by the SKM closure. The Recycling Rebate Councils (RRC) program will help to offset the additional costs
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encountered by affected councils who have had to send their recyclable waste to an alternative processor or
to landfill.
The Victorian Government is developing a circular economy policy and action plan to be released in 2019.
The government will consider the role of waste to energy technologies as an alternative to landfill in Victoria
as part of the circular economy policy.
By comparison the previous coalition government approved less than $15 million of new Sustainability Fund
spending.

WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12 September 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
While there may be a place for waste to energy in Victoria, it is better to reduce the amount of waste we
produce in the first place and to maximise the recycling of valuable materials. To this end, the Victorian
Government is developing a circular economy policy and action plan. The government will consider the role
of waste to energy technologies as an alternative to landfill in Victoria as part of the circular economy policy.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested $141 million to support Victoria’s recycling sector. By
comparison, the previous coalition government approved less than $15 million of new Sustainability Fund
spending.

PUBLIC LAND USE
In reply to Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15 October 2019)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
The Department of Treasury and Finance’s website lists land that is currently for sale, land that is being
prepared for future sale and recent sales. It currently lists 152 properties either being prepared for future sale
or currently for sale, totalling 2,662 hectares of land.
It is worth noting that these properties are not all expected to sell this year. In fact, the sale of all these
properties is expected to take three to four years. The current number of surplus properties is consistent with
figures relating to the last 20 years of State Government land sales.
However, the total land area of the current surplus properties is much higher than in previous years. This is
due to 16 agricultural properties in Robinvale and a surplus research property in Mildura, totalling over
2,300 hectares. These properties are mostly farmland owned and managed by the Department of Jobs,
Precincts and Regions, which has declared them surplus to its requirements.
As with all surplus government land, there is an opportunity for these sites to be considered for alternative
government uses, including public housing. The Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines
requires surplus government land to be offered to other government agencies through a First Right of Refusal
Process. This process allows all agencies to consider alternative government use for the sites, prior to them
being progressed for public sale.

