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Wednesday, 13 November 2019
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:35): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Bills
CRIMES AMENDMENT (ABOLITION OF BLASPHEMY) BILL 2019
Introduction and first reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:35): I move to introduce a bill to abolish the commonlaw offences of blasphemy and blasphemous libel, and I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

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

Motion agreed to.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on—
the Annual Financial Report of the State of Victoria: 2018–19, November 2019 (Ordered to be
published).
Council Libraries, November 2019 (Ordered to be published).
Commission for Children and Young People—Lost, not forgotten: Inquiry into children who died by suicide
and were known to Child Protection, October 2019 (Ordered to be published).
Ombudsman—Investigation into improper conduct by a Council employee at the Mildura Cemetery Trust,
November 2019 (Ordered to be published).

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.

COMMITTEES
3968

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 13 November 2019

Committees
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Reporting dates
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:42): I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the Council of 7 June 2019 requiring the Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire
into, consider and report, within 12 months, on the state of homelessness in Victoria be amended so as to now
require the committee to present its report by 17 November 2020.

Motion agreed to.
Ms PATTEN: I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the Council of 30 May 2019 requiring the Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire
into, consider and report, by no later than 2 March 2020, on the use of cannabis in Victoria be amended so as
to now require the committee to present its report no later than 31 March 2021.

Motion agreed to.
Ms PATTEN: I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the Council of 28 August 2019 requiring the Legal and Social Issues Committee to
inquire into, consider and report, by no later than 30 June 2020, on the management of child sex offender
information be amended so as to now require the committee to present its report no later than 30 June 2021.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
INDONESIAN KAWANUA NIGHT
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (09:44): On the evening of 19 October it was my honour
to represent Minister Richard Wynne at a special event hosted by the Kawanua Indonesian Minahasen
people living in Melbourne. The evening was a glittering success as it showcased people’s beautiful
costumes and dancing from the North Sulawesi province in Eastern Indonesia. It was a fantastic night,
and I commend the Kawanua for their compassionate aims and practical assistance to new migrants.
JANEFIELD COMMUNITY CENTRE
Mr ELASMAR: On another matter, on 25 October I attended the opening of the new Janefield
Community Centre, located in Bundoora. This project involved many people from the Whittlesea
council and the Victorian government. Mayor Lawrie Cox and the Speaker, the Honourable Colin
Brooks, officiated at the opening of this beautiful community facility. I am sure the residents and
families of Whittlesea will enjoy this centre for many years to come.
AUSTRALIA LEBANON CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY
Mr ELASMAR: On another matter, on 26 October I was proud to represent the Premier, the
Honourable Daniel Andrews, and the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, the Honourable Richard
Wynne, at the Australia Lebanon Chamber of Commerce and Industry function. It was a great evening,
and I was pleased to see my parliamentary colleagues also in attendance at this happy event.
KEN DRYSDALE
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (09:45): Today I pay tribute to a great Australian. Ken
Drysdale was Mr Country Victoria and Mr Geelong. He was a famous and most highly regarded
Elders auctioneer. He conducted his last sale from his hospital bed. Born in 1950, Ken grew up in the
Riverina, home to the Country Party, where Ken was grounded in his right-wing, anti-communist
politics. The name ‘Drysdale’ is well-known in Geelong because of Ken’s Scottish relative
Miss Drysdale, but also due to Ken’s larger than life persona.
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Ken epitomised stoic, hardworking rural pioneers. He was a friend and leader and a shining example
to all who knew him. He built up a reputation and a legion of fiercely loyal clients on the strength of a
handshake. Ken was a staunch supporter of numerous local Liberal politicians, and he championed
Liberal ideals of free enterprise while despising the trend of risk-averse, politically correct, virtuesignalling politics. Ken called a spade a spade and not a means of extraction.
Ken recently phoned me to invite me to deliver his eulogy. I will be honoured to celebrate a life well
lived and admired, with Ken’s loving wife, Elaine; sons, Henry and Angus; and his army of friends
and colleagues. Vale, Ken Drysdale.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:47): Remembrance Day this year signifies the
101st anniversary of the silencing of the guns across the Western Front. That silence could not have
come soon enough. More than 40 million people became casualties of this devastating conflict. Entire
communities were extinguished. Entire family trees were cut down. Entire nations were reduced to
rubble. For us, hundreds of thousands of Australians took part directly in the war—from the youngest,
aged just 14, to the oldest, aged just 18.
These men and women were plucked from their homes and their communities, where despite their
hearts belonging to the soil of Horsham, Beechworth or elsewhere in Australia, they lay dying in a
place that they did not know and that they would never know. More than 60 000, including 19 000
from Victoria, never came back. In fact most of the fallen Australians were not repatriated to their
homeland. In a family where both my parents served in the South Vietnamese armed forces during the
war, from my early years I learned of ‘Tổ Quốc, Danh Dự, Trách Nhiệm’ in Vietnamese, which means
‘country, honours and responsibility’. For those who ultimately sacrificed for our country, we will
forever remember them. Lest we forget.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION FRIENDS GROUPS
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:48): I rise to recognise the contribution that friends
groups make to my community day to day. The friends groups in my region are a motivated and caring
group of volunteers. Independent and anonymous, they include all ages, are formal in structure and
have no membership fees. They donate time and energy to restore, maintain and conserve their local
natural environment and facilities in conjunction with the relevant management authorities. They aim
to educate themselves and others in the community as regards native and indigenous plants and
wildlife.
For those who are unsure about what is native and what is indigenous in relation to plants and wildlife,
‘native’ refers to those found anywhere in Australia and ‘indigenous’ means those from a certain area,
like the Grampians or perhaps just one valley. It is very important to get this right. Planting something
that does not belong could upset the surrounding ecosystem. A species native to Australia but wrong
for the area can grow wild and take over, changing the whole ecosystem. It may cut off other plants
that feed wildlife or change groundwater levels.
I commend the friends groups of Western Metropolitan Region for the work that they do and for their
dedication and commitment to the natural environment they serve. Your local group can be found via
the Victorian Environment Friends Network or your local council.
JOBSBANK
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (09:50): I am delighted to advise the chamber about a new
independent organisation created by this government called JobsBank, of which I am a part in my role
as Parliamentary Secretary for Jobs. The JobsBank partners with employers to ensure that everyone,
regardless of background and barriers, can have the opportunity to secure a job that they can be proud
of. Creating opportunities for those facing significant barriers to employment requires such a
partnership between business, government and the community sector, and the purpose of the JobsBank
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will be to support these partnerships to work on problems, generate solutions and share what we have
learned amongst industry.
We all know Victoria is an outstanding place to live and work, and while we have amongst the lowest
unemployment rates in the country, we also know that it can be really tough for some people in our
community to find a job. Some of our most vulnerable are experiencing entrenched unemployment
and even more so in some parts of the state. These groups include Aboriginal Victorians, refugees and
asylum seekers, people with a disability, people facing challenges with mental health, young people
who have left school early or have been facing significant issues at home and people who come from
families or communities where unemployment is common or generational. An inclusive and fair
society is one where everybody gets a fair go and no-one gets left behind, and that is what JobsBank
is all about.
INNER NORTH COMMUNITY FOUNDATION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:52): I would like to recognise the Inner North
Community Foundation, an independent community organisation based in Northern Metro. The
foundation was established in 2007 as an initiative of IntoWork Australia and is supported by
Moreland, Yarra and Darebin councils. They manage philanthropic dollars to provide funds for
projects that create prosperous, connected and cohesive communities in the inner north, particularly
encouraging pathways to employment. They have an emphasis on investing in local not-for-profit
organisations through grants and other supports, connecting donors to local community groups by
managing a donor network for people to contribute small and large donations as well as growing
partnerships to expand community leadership across the region.
Since its establishment the foundation has given more than $3.7 million in grants to local
municipalities, with funds being awarded across 30 different suburbs for 140 community
organisations running innovative and creative programs that unlock the potential of our local
community. One recipient of their Pathways to Employment program was the Melbourne Food Hub,
which supported 15 women from diverse backgrounds to start a food business. From Preston to Pascoe
Vale, Reservoir to Richmond, Fawkner to Fitzroy, the foundation serves more than 400 000 people
across 125 square kilometres. It is a big job for a small team, and I want to specifically single out
executive director Ben Rodgers and community philanthropic manager Bianca Maciel Pizzorno for
all the hard work they do.
CAMBERWELL GREEN
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:53): I rise to speak to Camberwell Green. Camberwell
is a beautiful area with a strong and vibrant local community. Camberwell is also home to some
wonderful parks and green spaces that the local community cherish. New residential apartments are
attracting young adults, seniors and families to the area, and in addition student numbers at the local
Camberwell Primary School have grown in the last few years from 400 to nearly 700. Therefore there
is a need for more green space to accommodate this growth. At Camberwell Primary there is an issue
of safety for children on school days, especially in drop-off and pick-up periods. The current car park,
as well as the through road, creates a difficult environment for the schoolchildren. Therefore there is
an imperative to improve the design of the area to enhance the safety for Camberwell Primary School
students.
After work and on weekends the car park is empty and not used. By replacing the car park with
community facilities, such as a rotunda or amphitheatre, the space could be used for community
events. The Camberwell Green proposal is a wonderful campaign by the local community to address
these problems. The fact that so many local residents have signed the petition demonstrates that there
is strong community support.
I am glad the Boroondara council has agreed to hire a consultant to discuss the proposal with the
Camberwell Green group. I encourage the council to work with the group to find a solution that
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provides more green space for local community, improves the safety of Camberwell Primary School
children, provides new facilities for community groups and events and addresses the transport
concerns of council staff. Carry on.
NJERNDA ABORIGINAL CORPORATION
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:55): It was a pleasure to accompany Minister Tierney for a visit
to Njernda Aboriginal Corporation and the Berrimba Childcare Centre in Echuca to see the wonderful
work they are doing in the early learning space for local kids and their families. It was great to hear
from the teachers and educators, and they welcome the Andrews government’s initiatives and
investment in early learning, including the addition of certificate III and diploma in early childhood
education courses to the free TAFE course list in 2020, which will skill up a pool of educators as
demand grows for three-year-old kinder.
ROCHESTER FOOTBALL NETBALL CLUB
Mr GEPP: On another matter, the 2020 netball season is going to be better than ever before at
Rochester thanks to a $100 000 contribution from the Andrews Labor government’s country football
and netball program for the purpose of new floodlights. It was great to attend the club last Friday and
flick the switch on the brighter lights covering the reserve’s five netball courts, which includes
competition lighting installed around the main court. I pay tribute to the amazing Rochester Netball
Association, which is wholly volunteer run, providing seasonal and tournament opportunities for the
development and competition of players across the region. Congratulations to Brendan Martin of the
Rochester Recreation Reserve Committee of Management. The Rochester Football Netball Club, the
mighty Tigers, have got a great future ahead of them.
LEGACY HOUSE, SHEPPARTON
Mr GEPP: Finally, President, it was a pleasure to recently visit Shepparton and officially reopen
Legacy House, which has been refurbished with funding provided in part through the government’s
veterans major capital works grant program. Congratulations to Legacy secretary Leonie Wilson,
president Bob Mathieson and all Legatees on their refurbished facility.
BEAUMARIS SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (09:56): President, last week I had the pleasure of
visiting Beaumaris Secondary College in my electorate. This brand-new facility was built with a
$26.8 million investment by the Andrews Labor government through successive state budgets
between 2015 and 2018. The school is particularly noteworthy for its first-class sporting facilities,
which were built in partnership with the Melbourne Cricket Club. These facilities include indoor and
outdoor highball courts, two amazing ovals and a multipurpose pitch, which benefit students, local
sporting clubs and the wider community. I was told that the pitch was FIFA certified.
It was great to chat with the principal, Debby Chaves, and school council president Steve Pearce about
our vision for the future of the school as the student population rises in the coming years. I would also
like to thank the school leaders for giving me a wonderful tour of the campus that they are so proud
of. I would also like to acknowledge the work of my Labor colleague in the other place the member
for Mordialloc for his advocacy and support for Beaumaris Secondary College over a long period. The
school was very appreciative.
DIWALI
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (09:58): Millions of Indians across the world celebrated
Diwali on 27 October this year. Over the past few weeks I have had the pleasure of attending many
Diwali celebrations with different parliamentarians not only in Western Metropolitan Region but
across the city of Melbourne as well as regional Victoria. This year the Diwali celebrations started
with the Diwali event in Parliament by Baps Temple. I was delighted to represent the Minister for
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Multicultural Affairs at the Federation Square Diwali organised by Celebrate India. There I was joined
by our Premier, Daniel Andrews, and also Minister Luke Donnellan. I attended the Subcontinent
Friends of Labour Diwali at Victorian Trades Hall.
On the very next day I attended the Stockland Point Cook Diwali. I joined Natalie Suleyman, MP, for
the Radio Haanji Diwali and later attended the Knox Diwali Mela organised by Shree Swaminarayan
Temple in Boronia. I attended the Diwali events at Swinburne University and also the Diwali in
Albury-Wodonga. I represented the Minister for Multicultural Affairs at the SMVS Diwali and
Annakut celebrations. Last weekend I attended the Wyndham Diwali with Minister Jill Hennessy.
I am delighted to see the interest the people of Victoria have shown in Diwali celebrations and in
Indian culture. I appreciate the heartfelt Diwali message the Premier shared with the people of Victoria,
and I am sure the multicultural spirit of Victoria is getting stronger under the leadership of our Premier
and the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. For those who have not had an opportunity to attend a
Diwali before, I strongly encourage them to attend their local Diwali next year to share in the
celebrations of the victory of good over evil, light over darkness and knowledge over ignorance.
WAGE THEFT
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (09:59): Recently I co-hosted a wage theft forum in Laverton
with my colleague in the western suburbs, the Attorney-General and member for Altona, Jill
Hennessy. At this forum we heard from workers firsthand about the many forms that wage theft can
take: withholding wages and superannuation, non-payment of penalty rates and shift allowances, nonpayment of overtime and deliberate misclassification of workers. In my experience in helping workers
recover lost wages, it can come as a huge shock to workers that they cannot easily go to the Fair Work
Commission for a quick and low-cost remedy. Recovering stolen wages takes expensive litigation that
is beyond the reach of most workers, and employers doing the wrong thing know this. A significant
deterrent is required.
I am very proud that the Andrews Labor government will bring forward legislation to criminalise wage
theft in this term of government. Under the proposed new laws employers who deliberately withhold
wages, superannuation or other employee entitlements, falsify employment records or fail to keep
employment records will face fines of up to $190 000 for individuals, $951 420 for companies and up
to 10 years in jail. These are tough penalties but they are fair penalties and reflect how seriously this
government takes the exploitation of workers in our state.
EARLY CHILDHOOD LANGUAGE PROGRAM
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:01): I rise to make a contribution today in regard to
having the absolute pleasure of representing the Minister for Education when I visited the
Mooroolbark Early Childhood Education Centre the other day to launch the Hakha Chin language
program at that particular kindergarten. It was wonderful to attend the kindergarten and to witness the
children participating and playing, but also speaking in their native language, Hakha Chin, and
participating in traditional dance. It is important that children from different multicultural backgrounds
continue to engage with their mother tongue.
Kindergarten services were selected to deliver these programs in 2018, and it is important to note that
there are a range of community languages which have been selected. The 2018–19 budget provided
$17.9 million over four years for an early childhood language program. Some of the languages include
Arabic, Auslan, French, German, Greek, Hakha Chin—as I mentioned—Hebrew, Italian, Japanese,
Mandarin, Punjabi, Spanish and Vietnamese, just to name few. So I would just like to say again it was
a pleasure to represent the minister on that occasion, and it is great to see the children participating and
speaking their native languages and also participating in wonderful cultural dances and celebrations.
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Rulings by the Chair
PRIVATE MEMBERS BILLS
The PRESIDENT (10:02): Before I call the Clerk to call on the first order of the day, which
involves a relatively new procedure for this chamber, which is the procedure of co-sponsoring private
members bills, I wish to inform the house of the procedure for the second reading of co-sponsored
private members bills. Order of the day 1 is the second reading of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment (Pill Testing Pilot for Drug Harm Reduction) Bill 2019, standing in the names
of Dr Ratnam and Ms Patten. Co-sponsored bills have been introduced in other Australian
parliaments. Whilst there is no formal procedure under our standing orders, in consultation with the
clerks I have determined the following procedure for the second reading of a co-sponsored bill.
The second-reading speech is a formal part of the introduction of a bill which is also used by courts to
interpret the law. As such, there should be only one second-reading speech for any bill. For cosponsored bills the second-reading speech will be read by the lead sponsor. This means the lead
sponsor may indicate the second-reading speech is also on behalf of a co-sponsor, without negating
the co-sponsor’s entitlement to contribute to the second-reading debate.
I have also determined that a member of the government party should have the call following the lead
sponsor’s second-reading speech, rather than the co-sponsor of the bill. There are a number of reasons
for this: the government, as the elected majority in the Parliament, has the legislative mandate and any
non-government legislation will require its support during proceedings in the Legislative Assembly;
it also reflects the composition of the members of the chamber and the Parliament overall; and it is
consistent with the existing practice for the second reading of private members bills. Any further cosponsors can make a contribution to the second-reading debate as per normal. This order also allows
the co-sponsors to respond to the government’s position and potentially other parties’ positions on the
bill. At the end of the second-reading debate, the lead sponsor will be entitled to a right of reply before
the second-reading question is put.
If the bill progresses past the second reading and into committee of the whole, any or all sponsors may
sit at the table to answer questions. This is consistent with standing order 15.04, which allows members
to assist ministers at the table and for parliamentary secretaries to answer questions under their
portfolio responsibilities. Given that the co-sponsors have been involved with drafting the private
members bill, I believe this is appropriate.
In determining this position the clerks have reviewed the standing orders and practices of other
Australian parliaments. Each jurisdiction differs in their approach to co-sponsored bills, and this
procedure combines elements of other jurisdictions with the current practices of this house.
Bills
DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (PILL TESTING
PILOT FOR DRUG HARM REDUCTION) BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (10:06): I, and also on behalf of Ms Patten, 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 Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Pill Testing Pilot for Drug Harm Reduction) Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Pill Testing Pilot for Drug Harm
Reduction) 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.
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Overview
The Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Pill Testing Pilot for Drug Harm Reduction)
Bill 2019 (the Bill) establishes a new legislative scheme to allow for the licensing and operation of one mobile
drug-checking service, and the licence and operation of one fixed premises drug-checking service as a pilot.
The key elements of the scheme are:
•

the mobile facility will be permitted to provide services at music festivals and events where there
is a likelihood of drug use with the purpose of reducing the harm of that use through testing the
composition of substances, the provision of information about those substances, advice about the
harms and risks of drugs, health advice, referrals to support services and safe disposal of substances,
to potential users;

•

the fixed premises facility will be established at a location deemed appropriate through the
licencing process that enables the service to meet its objectives of reducing the harm caused of drug
use, also through testing the composition of substances, the provision of information about those
substances, advice about the harms and risks of drugs, health advice, referrals to support services
and safe disposal of substances to potential users;

•

the Secretary to the Department of Health and Human Services may grant a single licence to
operate a mobile drug-checking service, and a single licence to operate a fixed-site drug-checking
service if they are satisfied that the necessary preconditions have been met, including the
establishment of internal management protocols for the services;

•

the initial period of the pilot is two years with the ability to extend the trial period for a further four
years. The minister is to arrange for a review to be conducted of the operation of the service, which
will be relevant to any decision on whether an extension to the trial period is appropriate;

•

there will be strong oversight of the services;

•

during the trial period, some limited protections against liability will be provided to service users
in respect of the supply and possession of a small prescribed quantity of a prescribed drug of
dependence while the service user is at the drug-checking service; and

•

the staff of the drug-checking services and licensee will also be granted protection against criminal
liability arising from the operation of the services and, in some limited circumstances, so will the
owner and occupier of the sites and the staff operating at the licensed premises sites.

Human rights issues
Right to life (section 9)
Section 9 of the charter provides that every person has the right to life and has the right not to be arbitrarily
deprived of life.
The right to life is the most fundamental of all human rights. It is concerned with both the protection and
preservation of life. Under international human rights law, the right in section 9 of the charter includes an
obligation on the state to refrain from conduct that results in the arbitrary deprivation of life, as well as a
positive duty to introduce appropriate safeguards to minimise the risk of loss of life.
The Bill establishes a service for people who intend to use drugs and others to attend in order to have a
substance chemically tested for certain prohibited drugs or substances and information about the contents of
the substance, including amount, purity or concentration of its components being provided to that person.
Given that clients of the service may go on to use or consume the drugs or substances that they have had
tested, the scheme has the capacity to engage the right to life. However, the object of the service established
under the bill is not to encourage or condone the use of prohibited substances but rather it is one of harm
minimisation. The state’s obligation to respect a person’s right to life includes a positive duty to properly and
openly investigate health risks as a result of drug use in order to take positive steps to protect the lives of those
affected and minimise harm caused by drug use.
The Bill’s establishment of a drug checking services promotes and protects the right to life in a number of
respects.
Firstly, the Bill takes positive steps to reduce the number of deaths related to drug use. The evidence of trials
in Canberra and around the world through over 20 years of operation of such services has shown that drug
checking services are successful in educating clients about the risks of drug taking, and in reducing drug
taking and drug-related deaths. The Bill provides a robust framework to ensure clients get access to quality
compositional testing of substances and timely information about those substances, including potentially
unexpected and/or highly lethal substances or purity levels contained within, and easy access to drug disposal
services. The service will also provide evidence based information about the likely effects of consuming the
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drug, including all potentially fatal risks, and information about associated drug related harms such as
dehydration, heatstroke and the potential additional risks associated with combining the substance with
alcohol, other illicit drugs, and/or prescribed medications.
Secondly, the Bill promotes the right to life by improving access to drug and alcohol treatment, mental health
and health education services. The Bill provides for internal management protocols that require the facilities
to facilitate access or referral to appropriate health and support services (see proposed s 55ZC 3B). These
services include drug and alcohol services, drug and alcohol detoxification and rehabilitation services,
medical services, mental health services, and health education services. This aspect of the Bill recognises that
drug use is, first and foremost, a health issue that requires a package of tailored interventions based on harm
reduction principles. By requiring pathways for referrals, the Bill ensures that people intending to use drugs
are provided with the opportunity to engage with the relevant support services to address the choices and
behaviours that pose a risk to their life.
Thirdly, the Bill promotes the right to life to the wider community by notifying the Chief Health Officer, the
Chief Commissioner of Police and the Secretary when lethal substances is detected or a substance in amount,
purity or concentration that poses is notably lethal risk. This enables the Chief Health Officer to issue public
health warnings of a high risk and potentially lethal substance and other departments to circulate that
information and implement any relevant protocols, which could also be life-saving.
Protection of families and children (section 17)
Section 17 of the charter provides that families are the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to
be protected by society and the state; and every child has the right, without discrimination, to such protection
as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
The Bill includes provisions that prevent children or youth from admission to any part of the services that is
used for the purpose of testing of substances (see proposed s 55ZH (2)(a) and the procedures required under
s 55ZC(3)(d)), unless otherwise prescribed by the Governor in Council via regulations.
This condition engages the right of a child to such protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed by
him or her by reason of being a child. It does not, however, limit this right. It is expected that the mobile drug
checking service will be located at ‘over age’ festivals that exclude people aged under 18, thus the mobile
service will not be accessible to children. In relation to the fixed premises drug checking service, it is feasible
that someone aged under 18 would want to use the service. However, a child’s parents, school, and the range
of online resources from health and youth services are more likely to be the first point of contact with relevant
information and advice on relevant drugs than a pill testing service. Children are also unlikely to access a
service that will likely be located remotely from their daily routine of school and home life. For children or
youth in need of targeted drug treatment there are already youth targeted treatment options, which meet the
needs of young persons with drug issues.
While the Bill establishes an age restriction, the restriction can be changed by the Governor in Council
(s 55ZY(1)(i)). This provision recognises the evidence indicating that often people take illicit drugs prior to
the age of 18 and the harm-reduction benefits of a pill testing service may be applicable to this group.
Therefore, the Bill recognises that there may be strong evidence to support lowering the age restriction as the
trial unfolds, while initially excluding people aged under 18. We believe this approach is appropriate given
the particular vulnerabilities of children.
Equality before the law (s 8)
Section 8 of the charter provides that every person is equal before the law and protects against discrimination,
including on the basis of age.
The Bill includes provisions that prevent children from accessing any part of the drug checking services (see
proposed s 55ZH (2)(a) and the procedures required under s 55ZC(3)(d)).
These restrictions are reasonable limits upon the right to equality as additional safeguards for the protection
of children. The restrictions upon children accessing the drug checking services are consistent with other
prohibitions upon children, for example access to the medically supervised injecting room, or the purchase of
alcohol and cigarettes. They reflect the broader policy inherent in our legal system that children do not have
full autonomy to make decisions of this nature, and remain subject to the supervision of their parents. Insofar
as children are treated differently from adults, thereby engaging the right to equality in s 8, those limits are
reasonable and justified.
As stated above, while an age restriction is established, the Bill also allows this restriction to be changed by
the Governor in Council (s 55ZY(1)(i)) should this be considered to be in the best interests of children.
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Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right to not have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with; and not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked.
Clause 6 of the Bill inserts a provision that enables authorised officers to enter upon the premises of the drug
checking service, to ascertain whether the Act, regulations, licence and internal management protocols are
being complied with and to exercise other powers under s 42(1) of the Act. Those powers include: examining
any room or part of such premises and any goods or records therein; take an account of any poisons or
controlled substances therein; obtaining a sample of any poison or controlled substance which is in or on the
premises. The exercise of these powers may engage an interference with a person’s privacy. However, in
circumstances where they are conferred for and limited to the important purpose of ascertaining compliance
with the Act, regulations, licence and internal management protocols, any such interference is lawful and not
arbitrary and therefore compatible with the right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Proposed new s 55ZX requires the minister to conduct a review and authorises the minister to access, collect,
use and disclose any data or information to complete the review. However, these powers are subject to the
protections in the health privacy principles in the Health Records Act 2001 and the information privacy
principles in the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014. Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are
compatible with the right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Rights to be presumed innocent (s 25(1))
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed
innocent until proved guilty according to law.
The Bill does not create any new offences. However, the Act does create new exemptions to a range of drug
offences under the Act. Proposed s 55ZR provides an exemption for a person who is a client of the drug
checking service who supplies or possesses a poison, controlled substance or drug of dependence inside a
drug checking service. Proposed s 55ZS and 55ZT provides an exemption for the licensee and staff of the
licensed drug checking service if the activity is carried out in the conduct and operation of the licensed drug
checking service. A limited exemption is also provided for the licensee, the employees of the licensee, the
owner of the site and each occupier of the site. Pursuant to s 104 of the Act, the burden of proving any of the
exemptions will lie upon the person seeking to avail himself thereof. The standard of proof is on the balance
of probabilities.
Ordinarily, the presumption of innocence requires that the prosecution prove all matters beyond reasonable
doubt. The creation of an exemption that involves an imposition of a burden on the accused to establish the
exemption amounts to a limit upon the right to be presumed innocent. However, I consider that it is reasonable
and justifiable to create exemptions with a reverse burden of proof in these particular circumstances. While
the courts have emphasised the importance of the presumption of innocence, they have also recognised a
special class of cases ‘arising under enactments which prohibit the doing of an act save in specified
circumstances or by persons of specified classes or with specified qualifications or with the licence or
permission of specified authorities’ (see R v Lambert [2001] 3 WLR 206 at [35] per Lord Steyn). The
exemptions created by the Bill are to what otherwise would be criminal conduct. They do not require an
accused to disprove elements of the offence; the burden of proving those elements remain on the prosecution.
Rather, they are limited to the very special and narrow circumstances of the drug checking service. They are
matters that are within the knowledge of the clients and staff of the centre.

Second reading
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (10:07): I, and also on behalf of Ms Patten, move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Today I rise as leader of the Victorian Greens and on behalf of Fiona Patten, Leader of the Reason
Party, to introduce a co-sponsored bill into this house. Never in the history of the Victorian Parliament
has a private members bill been co-sponsored in the same house.
This degree of cooperation is required because reducing the harm from drugs is so important to so
many.
This includes Adriana Buccianti, who is with us in the gallery today, whose son Daniel died in 2012
at a music festival, and after whom we respectfully call this ‘Daniel’s Bill’. I know it is her hope that
we will see this much-needed law reform in his memory.
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We have tried a law enforcement centred approach, a war on drugs, an abstinence-only education
program—just say no—for around 50 years. This approach has categorically failed. It has failed to
reduce the level of drug use in the community and it has failed to reduce drug-related harm, the most
tragic outcome being accidental drug-related deaths. In many cases the current approach has likely
contributed to this tragedy.
Too often the lives lost are those of young people who are experimenting with drugs at music festivals
or at dance parties. These people are often uninformed about all the risks posed by drugs and how to
reduce them, and for this, they pay the ultimate price. We know that we can’t stop people taking drugs.
If you can’t keep drugs out of prisons, you certainly won’t keep them out of festivals.
Nations around the world are shifting away from punishing those who take drugs, and towards
reducing the harms of drug use, and we should follow their lead. We can give young people accurate
and timely information about the drugs they’re about to take, information that could change their mind
about taking that drug, or the amount they take, or what they take it with it. For example, common
antidepressants interact with ecstasy with potentially serious consequences. Those informed may
reconsider the risks of taking drugs now or in the future. This could be life saving.
While drug policies in Victoria and Australia state harm reduction as a core principle, the reality in the
community and at some events is different. For example, we now know drug detection dogs and strip
searches at festivals do not minimise drug harm, and in some cases actually maximise it.
The Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Pill Testing Pilot for Drug Harm
Reduction) Bill 2019 aims to put harm reduction into action in a modest but important way. The bill
is based on the best evidence from around the world and recommendations from experts, trials and
inquiries across Australia.
As recently as last week, the coronial inquest into music festival deaths in NSW recommended
sanctioning pill testing based on the ‘compelling’ evidence that it would boost safety and encourage
‘behavioural change’ among recreational drug users.
The weight of these recommendations comes on top of findings of the Victorian parliamentary inquiry
into drug law reform, which reported in 2018 and found a large weight of evidence to support drug
checking and an early warning system.
All these recommendations are based on many years of evidence from services in Europe, Canada, a
number of states in the US and two trials in Australia, which collectively have shown that drugchecking services and health warning systems reduce the number of drugs taken and save lives.
For example, a study by Vancouver Coastal Health revealed that when drugs tested were found to
contain fentanyl, a highly potent and dangerous drug, clients were 10 times more likely to reduce the
amount that they consumed and 25 per cent less likely to overdose.
The Drug Information and Monitoring System in the Netherlands is also attributed with life-saving
activities. In 2014 when this service detected a dangerous substance, PMMA (paramethoxymethamphetamine), in a batch of pink ecstasy pills bearing a Superman logo, a national mass
media warning was immediately released, and no lives were lost. In the United Kingdom, however,
there were no drug-checking systems in place, and at the time the same pills killed four young people.
These are just two of many examples, illustrating how successful drug-checking services,
accompanied by an early warning system, can be.
There is now also universal consensus that drug use and harm is first and foremost an issue of public
health, so along with this evidence we must listen to the advice from almost every leading health
organisation in Australia that supports drug checking.
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This list includes the Australian Medical Association, the Public Health Association of Australia, the
Royal Australian College of General Practitioners, the Royal Australasian College of Physicians, the
Australasian College for Emergency Medicine, the Rural Doctors Association of Australia, the
Australian Nursing & Midwifery Federation, the National Australian Pharmacy Students Association,
the Pharmaceutical Society of Australia, the Public Health Association of Australia, Cohealth,
VicHealth, Headspace, Mental Health Victoria, Ambulance Victoria, the Victorian Healthcare
Association and Women’s Health Victoria. I could also add many other drug and alcohol
organisations, youth and social services organisations, including the Victorian Council of Social
Service.
With this overwhelming level of evidence and support, this Parliament has a duty to act.
I will now outline the details of the bill.
The pill-testing pilot for drug harm reduction bill
The bill creates a pilot drug-checking service in Victoria to reduce the harm caused by some forms of
drug use.
The aim of this pilot is to reduce hospital and paramedic attendances, reduce drug intoxications and
save lives. It achieves this by providing information to potential drug users about the substances they
intend to consume, and factual information and education about the health risks of taking drugs and
how to reduce them. It also provides referral services to people in need of further health care.
The bill empowers the Secretary to the Department of Health and Human Services to issue only two
licences. One licence is for a mobile pill-testing service to attend music festivals and similar events.
The other licence is for a fixed-premises service for more detailed chemical analysis of drug products
and year-round service provision. The location of this service would be determined through the
licencing process and will require careful planning.
The bill creates these licences for two years, with a potential extension for a further four years. It
specifies that the pill-testing services will be reviewed after one year.
Having both a mobile and a fixed service will help reach a broader range of drug users. The mobile
service will be set up at music festivals where there is a high likelihood of drug use to provide testing
and advice at the time and place where drugs are taken.
This means young people will get timely information about a drug or substance they intend on
consuming, as well as non-judgemental, factual advice on the risks and harms of drug use and how to
reduce them. This has the potential to change behaviour, and potentially not take a drug, at the most
crucial time, just prior to consumption.
We anticipate that for the majority of the people using this service, this will be the first time they have
received face-to-face counselling on drug use.
The fixed-premises service will contain more sensitive equipment which is critical when analysing
drug mixtures and detecting contaminants present in very low concentrations. It will also be better at
identifying and analysing the risks from new synthetic drugs that are continuously being produced.
It will function as a form of backup and quality control for the equipment used by the mobile service.
This year-round fixed service also reflects the reality that drug use, and its dangers, is not confined to
major summer festivals and that people may possess drugs for months before taking them.
Licence and internal management protocols for the drug-checking services
The bill sets up the framework for the governance and management of the pill-testing services with
requirements regarding applications for the licences, provisions for amendment or revocation of the
licences and the conditions of the licences.
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The bill also specifies basic structure and staffing arrangements, requirements for establishing service
management protocols, safe disposal of the drugs and samples taken, data collection and reporting
required.
A licence will only be issued by the secretary when they are satisfied that appropriate internal
management protocols are in place and that any other prescribed requirements have been satisfied.
The licensing also includes a ‘fit and proper person’ test for the director and executive staff of the pilltesting services to exclude inappropriate persons from managing facilities.
The bill specifies that pill-testing services are not to be provided to children, people under 18 years of
age, unless otherwise prescribed by the Governor in Council.
It is expected that the mobile drug-checking service will be located at ‘over age’ festivals that exclude
people aged under 18, thus the mobile service will not be accessible to children.
In relation to the fixed-premises drug-checking service, it is feasible that someone aged under 18
would want to use the service. Indeed the evidence indicates that often people begin experimenting
with illicit drugs prior to the age of 18, and so the harm reduction outcomes of a pill-testing service
are very likely to be at least as effective for this group as for young adults. The bill allows for the fact
that strong evidence to support lowering the age restriction may emerge as the trial unfolds, while
initially excluding people aged under 18. We believe this approach is appropriate given the particular
vulnerabilities that apply to children.
The service provided to clients
The pill-testing service will analyse a sample of the pill and provide information about its composition,
potency and the associated warnings around the known health risks of taking the substance.
It will provide clients with access to a disposal bin where substances can be disposed of and
immediately destroyed.
It also can refer clients to other health and social assistance such as drug treatment, rehabilitation,
health care, mental health treatment and support and counselling as needed.
The bill provides for an amnesty bin at the entrance to the festival, overseen by the police, where
patrons can place drugs without fear of being charged with a criminal offence. This amnesty system
is counter to the current punitive approach taken by police, including stripsearching and the use of
sniffer dogs, which was recently found by the NSW coroner to encourage more harmful behaviours
by patrons such as preloading and double-dosing.
The bill allows for transfer of drugs between the mobile and fixed site for further testing when required
for public safety. It is envisaged that if the mobile service detects a new substance, they will transfer
it to the fixed site for a detailed analysis of its risk to the community and to record details in a
centralised drug registry, enabling better monitoring of the illicit drug market.
Early warning system and issuing public health alerts
To further reduce the potential for harm, the bill requires the service to provide information about
dangerous substances detected during the pill-testing service to the chief health officer, the Department
of Health and Human Services, and the Chief Commissioner of Police. It is intended that if required,
the chief health officer can then issue a real-time health alert to warn members of the public about a
highly lethal drug in circulation.
It is also intended that the department will notify relevant health providers, including drug and alcohol
treatment services, of the specific risks, to enable any appropriate pre-emptive measures to be put in
place.
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We also intend that the department creates a one-stop harm reduction web portal, where people can
find reliable information about batches of drugs circulating that have been deemed particularly
dangerous, as well as information and appropriate advice about the risks of drugs, and harm reduction
advice and links to relevant health services.
These intentions are not specified in the bill, but we wanted to highlight them to make it clear they are
a vital part of the harm reduction services surrounding drug-checking facilities.
Exemptions from liability
In order for the drug-checking service to function, the bill provides limited exemptions and protections
from liability relating to the possession and supply of drugs for drug-checking service employees and
for clients of the service within the confines of the pill-testing services.
In addition, the drug-checking licensee, the owner and occupier of the land or the service’s premises,
are also exempt from civil liability in relation to the services provided at the centre involving
possession or supply of drugs or other illicit substances.
Outside the pill-testing service Victoria Police will retain their discretion, as is the case with the safe
injecting centre, regarding charging people travelling to and from, or in the vicinity of the service.
Conclusion
In conclusion, this bill establishes a comprehensive legal framework and safeguards for the licensing
and operation of drug-checking services for a trial period. It is a historic collaboration from members
of the upper house’s crossbench on a very important issue.
The bill aims to reduce the harms of drug taking consistent with the principles laid out in this
government’s drug policies. It’s about accepting the reality of drug use, and rather than abandoning
the young people who use them, making clear efforts to save their lives and provide them with
evidence-based information and education that can help them make smarter choices. It’s about
providing the kind of support and advice that might have saved the life of Daniel Buccianti and we
hope will save others in the years to come.
It’s time to act on the evidence, to heed the consensus of leading health agencies and to conduct a pilltesting pilot in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:20): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT AMENDMENT (LOCAL DEMOCRACY) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr HAYES:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:21): I rise to speak in regard to the bill, as
foreshadowed by Mr Clifford Hayes, MP, member for Southern Metropolitan Region. He gave notice
that he intended to move the following motion:
That this house calls on the government to give greater weight to the local planning policy framework …
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Just in regard to the first part, it is intended that the bill amend:
… section 84B of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 so that the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal … is required to give effect to local planning policies, rather than just take planning schemes into
account …

There are other propositions set out in the bill, but I will deal with them in turn. The main issue in
regard to that proposition is that rather than providing certainty to local communities, which the motion
purports to do, it is going to result in more complexity, uncertainty and cost to our economy and people
who apply for permits. The idea is that the planning scheme that is in place takes into account local
planning policy, and that is actually not the same thing as a planning control and a planning scheme;
there is a difference there. For example, a planning control, such as a zone, is a lead provision, and
local planning policy, such as a schedule, for example, is a subordinate provision which must give
way to the lead provision. So it is therefore appropriate to apply a schedule in a subordinate manner to
its empowering zone provision.
That has always been the intent of the scheme, and there are different degrees of power and influence
in planning tools for a reason. Councils and responsible authorities need to be able to separate nonnegotiables from negotiables when they are assessing planning applications. That is the whole point
of the discretionary policies compared to something that is a mandatory control. So again, it gives the
ability to relevant authorities to make appropriate decisions by weighing and measuring appropriate
mechanisms and coming up with the right proposals or propositions.
Again, it is local policies that give councils the opportunity to provide flexibility and some discretion
in their decision-making, taking into account the views of the local community as well. These
provisions particularly help in complicated or evolving matters that cannot be solved by a simple
number, measurement or lines on a map, for example. These sorts of land use and planning issues
require a slightly nuanced or different approach each time—it is not really a cookie-cutter style of
approach—and these nuances need to be given due consideration and weight.
Urban development is not stagnant, and the planning system allows for local policies that provide
councils with that freedom and longevity to make appropriate decisions. We are not forcing councils
to continually rewrite planning considerations that become irrelevant every few months or even weeks
in rapidly changing urban environments. We would all be aware that building applications these days
can come in thick and fast, and of course with the changing and emerging environment, a local
community can change very quickly. Sometimes in 12 months what might have been there before can
look very different.
For example, the City of Moreland has now adopted a local policy that bans minimum car parking
amounts in Brunswick, Coburg and Glenroy. On one view of that particular decision by the council
you might argue that it is fantastic from a sustainability point of view, but there are key shopping
districts and retail strips in that particular area. By way of access, on the one hand with sustainability,
there is not room for cars, so we should get rid of the cars in the area. But there are people who have
different needs; for example, what would happen to a mother who has three kids and is doing the
school run and then coming back from school or kinder needs to pick up groceries on her way home?
Or what about a delivery van providing goods to a shop that cannot park along local roads because
there is not any space left? Again, you have got to consider the broader and wide range of needs of the
particular local community.
People require access to cars for a variety of reasons. They might be elderly or infirm, and perhaps
walking long distances or accessing a bus or other public transport might be difficult. Likewise, you
might have a child who has got a disability, and it would be very difficult to access public transport if
they are in a wheelchair. So there are a range of reasons why having vehicular access is important. It
would appear that the decision of the City of Moreland presents only one point of view and does not
take into account a broader, diverse range of needs in the area.
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Currently that situation, for example, is not a mandatory part of the planning scheme. Imagine what
would happen if every type of local policy became just as important as protecting the view along
Swanston Street towards the Shrine of Remembrance, for example, or protecting houses in extremely
vulnerable bushfire-prone areas? It just goes to demonstrate and perhaps underscore the understanding
of how planning schemes work in managing different land use, competing priorities and planning
requirements. That is just a brief overview of those sorts of things. Local planning policies should not
have the same level of power as a mandatory or discretionary planning control. These are the points
of difference of influence and they are there for a particular reason.
Just in regard to another point, on section 84B, section 84B requires VCAT to step into the shoes of
councils and other responsible authorities. On review, VCAT must take into account anything of
relevance to the planning application, which is specified under section 60 of the act. This includes any
other strategic plan, policy statement, code or guideline which has been adopted by a minister,
government department, public authority or municipal council. Not all local policies go through the
same processes as a planning control. Planning controls go through lengthy public consultation
processes, with public exhibition. They also have to be underpinned by or provide strong evidence or
strategic justification for their existence, and they must undergo assessments by the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning before they can then become part of the planning scheme. So
there are a range of rigorous requirements that these controls must go through before they can be
enacted. This process allows for robust and comprehensive debate and deliberation around a proposed
control before it becomes formalised.
In contrast to that, local planning policies, for example, do not have this level of guarantee or public
scrutiny and can be quite radical. For example, a council may adopt a blanket local policy that it will
not approve an increase of poker machines in its municipality, when this is really a matter for the
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation. This motion would allow every type of
idea to become as important as something that councils, the community, experts, stakeholders and
planners have spent years testing and refining. There are some very real consequences for those sorts
of things for local communities.
There can also be competing objectives and policies in local planning policies in terms of what
happens. For example, how do VCAT find a middle ground to things vastly different to one another
if they cannot give more weight to an expertly crafted control compared to a policy that perhaps has
never seen the light of day or has had limited input from the community and may not actually represent
the needs of the diverse community? Again, we say this is unnecessary. Through the government’s
Smart Planning program, the policy sections of the planning scheme are in fact being reformed. The
introduction of a new planning policy framework and municipal planning strategy will strengthen local
planning policies to better align and reduce inconsistencies with state planning policies. The
government is currently working with councils to transition their planning schemes across to these
new formats. That is important work that is being done at the moment.
The other part of Mr Hayes’s proposal is to amend 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. This change we believe is unnecessary because the responsible authority must
consider the planning scheme anyway, which would include local planning policies that are a key part
of this under section 60 of the act. We say that that is already a feature of the framework and the
legislative environment, that any responsible authority must consider the planning scheme and give
due weight to it.
Under the proposed amendment, error-free decision-making would become an almost impossible task,
because VCAT and anyone assessing a planning application would need to be aware potentially of
every single relevant document which has been adopted by any minister, government department or
public authority. That would give rise to unnecessary complexity. It could mean, for example, that
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councils are suddenly given the ability to create a policy that has not been subject to the same scrutiny,
which is what I discussed earlier. It could be something that has no strategic justification, no technical
basis and no public scrutiny or consultation. It is very important that local communities have the ability
to be consulted on any planning policy that is going to impact on their environment and the amenity
of their suburb. Consequently, we believe that this would increase the room for procedural errors,
which would likely result in an increase in matters going to VCAT, increasing their caseload and
delays that are already occurring as planning matters wait to be heard.
There is already a range of matters that head to VCAT in any event, and this would increase,
potentially, the likelihood that more matters would be brought before VCAT. So it has the potential to
make the planning system more complex, costly and uncertain and less transparent, losing many of
the advantages that Victoria’s system has over other jurisdictions.
One other aspect of the bill is that it requires 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 permanent
basis. The Andrews Labor government stands by its record of providing greater certainty to local
communities on mandatory height controls. Mandatory height controls have in fact been achieved in
a number of areas—I will touch on those shortly—but state planning guidance has been updated to
provide clearer direction to councils and it now outlines the work councils need to prepare to support
mandatory building heights.
The Minister for Planning approved reforms to the residential zones on 27 March 2017. These reforms
introduced mandatory height controls into the neighbourhood residential zone and the general
residential zone, along with the ability for councils to make discretionary height controls in the
township zone, residential growth zone and mixed-use zone mandatory. It is at the discretion of
councils to request mandatory height controls and to justify that their application is appropriate. Our
government has provided clear guidance about when the use of mandatory controls is appropriate, and
it is important to ensure councils implement mandatory height controls in a manner consistent with
this guidance. This ensures the system is fair for residents, businesses, traders, students, first home
owners, investors and councils. We do not just seek to represent one part of the community; that is not
how state government works. What we try to do is govern for everybody and get the best outcome
possible.
Just as I touched on earlier, the Minister for Planning has indeed previously approved mandatory
height controls on an interim basis for several activity centres. These include Moonee Ponds in
Moonee Valley council; Ivanhoe, which is under the Banyule council; Johnston Street, under Yarra
council; and Bentleigh, Carnegie and Elsternwick in Glen Eira council. Again, this creates an orderly
process to implement councils’ adopted structure plans on a permanent basis. It ensures that
development over this time will not compromise the livability of the centres and prevent the permanent
controls from having their full effect. There is flexibility to do this where it is necessary and where the
process has been gone through to approve these mandatory height controls.
In terms of removing inconsistent planning outcomes, in December 2016 the Minister for Planning
also announced an activity centre pilot program. This was to investigate how planning controls could
better reflect strategic work undertaken by councils and improve certainty regarding development in
activity centres. In September 2018 our government released the findings of this pilot program and
changed some of the planning guidance relating to how councils can better use mandatory height
controls in retail areas, for example. The pilot program found that mandatory controls could better
deliver clarity, certainty and consistency in outcomes for building height in retail areas. It also
identified ways to improve the drafting of discretionary height controls for better effectiveness. This
work is up to councils to prepare, and we have given them the flexibility to choose to do so as
appropriate and in response to the needs of their own communities.
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In closing, we do not support the bill, which would create a planning system that is potentially unfair
to Victorians, is more complex, costly and uncertain, and is less transparent. As I said, it will
potentially give rise to unnecessary complexity in the administration of the planning scheme. We
believe that the current scheme already has the necessary requirements to give councils the ability to
respond to the requirements of their local community.
And so, as I said earlier when I made my opening remarks, we believe that the amendments proposed
by Mr Hayes in this bill are unnecessary. In compelling the minister to approve amendments regardless
of consistency with the state planning provisions, this is going to be something that is very complex,
difficult and obviously unfair to communities, ultimately. And by mandating that VCAT consider any
local council policies that have not been through exhibition or tested through planning frameworks,
the legislation could potentially be undemocratic and undermine the effectiveness of the planning
scheme as a whole. Compelling the council or the minister to consider any strategic plan or policy
document adopted despite its relevance to the current planning scheme would impose more
uncertainty. Something that might have been brought into place 20, 30 or 40 years ago may not have
any relevance right now, so that is going to bring more complexity and uncertainty into the planning
scheme. I will sum up my comments there perhaps and leave time for other contributors to make their
contributions in regard to this. In closing, I would just again make the point that we oppose the bill
proposed by Mr Hayes.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (10:37): I am pleased to rise and
make comment and indeed support the Planning and Environment Amendment (Local Democracy)
Bill 2019 brought to this chamber by Mr Hayes. This is an important bill, and although we do not
agree with every aspect of it, we agree with the general principles and agree with the sentiment with
which it has been brought forward. It is important to note that our city is under real threat. There is
indeed very massive population growth in this state, and that has not been managed properly by this
state government. We have talked about the need to ensure that that is better managed, that our
population is able to be moved more into our regional centres to take some of the pressure off the
growth of Melbourne and the huge densification which the state government has adopted as its policy
for our metropolitan area.
To understand, the population growth is more than 140 000 statewide and well into the 120 000s in
metropolitan Melbourne each year for most of the recent years. That is a huge surge in population. We
need to protect the livability of the city by having in place principles and policies that actually enable
what is valuable about our city to be protected, enable the heritage values of our city to be accepted
and respected and the unique landscapes and cityscapes that are part of our beautiful city, which has
only recently lost the most livable city status worldwide.
But very clearly I do take some of the points that Mr Hayes has made with his bill. He seeks to increase
local council control for maximum building heights in municipal districts and increase council control
over local planning policy. They are important steps, and we support that direction. The bill places a
requirement on the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to give effect to other strategic plans,
policy statements, codes or guidelines that have been adopted by municipal councils. We believe
greater weight has to be given at VCAT to local policy. The ‘may pay heed to’ is not sufficient; there
needs to be a stronger indication, and this chamber is in a position to do that, to send a very clear
message that these policies need to be sharpened and we need to have greater direction for VCAT in
the way that it interprets many of these decisions.
The state government in its general policy, which goes I think to an unsophisticated and unthoughtful
approach to managing this population growth, has said that it wants to force 70 per cent of the
additional population into Melbourne’s middle suburbs. It has said that it wants to force that population
in there by hook or by crook. It is going to do it whether that is supported by the local community or
not, and it is to be forced in against the will, in many cases, of the local community. I live in the City
of Boroondara—my electorate, Ms Crozier’s electorate and Mr Hayes’s electorate, as Southern
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Metropolitan Region runs down to the City of Kingston and to Bayside in the south. All of these
municipalities are under direct threat from the state government’s policies.
The opposition has sought through its policies to protect the suburbs. Matthew Guy’s decision to put
in place height limits was so important. We have just heard people talking about height limits. In that
Labor member’s electorate, in Knox there were height limits put in by Matthew Guy, and they were
stripped out by Richard Wynne when he became the Minister for Planning. In my area Mentone had
height limits. I was down there just this week talking to the Mentone traders about the impact on the
municipality of many things, one of them being the height limits having been stripped out. Matthew
Guy put a four-storey height limit in Mentone. That was stripped out by Richard Wynne. The same
occurred in Boroondara, where there were significant height limits along a lot of the main roads. Those
have been stripped out. In some cases there are discretionary height limits, but we know that
discretionary height limits are often very little protection, and in other cases there are no height limits.
There are no height limits in Mentone, for example. The only height limit that would apply there is on
the flight path from Moorabbin, which would have interfered with a tower that somebody wanted to
build. Local communities should have a say. There needs to be more local democracy in this. We have
a democratic deficit in the way this is operating in local areas at the moment.
I want to pay tribute in this process to the input of a number of councillors and council officers that I
have consulted, and Tim Smith, our Shadow Minister for Planning and Heritage, who has consulted
with me and separately on these matters and the workability of Mr Hayes’s bill. Indeed we are
appreciative of that support and detailed technical advice that has been provided to us by planning
officers who understand these points. I say we need to push back against the government’s
uncontrolled densification. We need to say that local communities do have to have a bigger say. Local
communities should be able to control their decisions on many of the aspects around these issues.
We depart from Mr Hayes on one thing. The City of Melbourne, we think, is a separate case. We think
that these measures do not reasonably apply to the City of Melbourne and that it needs its own specific
measures. We would see greater democracy there as a useful step, but on this particular arrangement
here we intend to seek to amend Mr Hayes’s bill, and I am happy for those amendments to be
circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr DAVIS pursuant to standing orders.
Mr DAVIS: The amendments are very simple, very straightforward amendments. They simply
exempt the City of Melbourne from the provisions in Mr Hayes’s bill but accept them for other
municipalities across the state. We think that is a very reasonable point to make, noting greater
democracy is needed in the City of Melbourne and that because of its specific status it would need
special arrangements to be put in place. They may come at another point to this chamber or to another
chamber.
I want to say something about the general residential zones and the neighbourhood residential zones,
which have been destroyed through the amendments to the planning scheme that Minister Wynne
made at the time when the updated Plan Melbourne came in in 2017. He took steps there to gut the
neighbourhood residential zones that had been put in place by Matthew Guy, which effectively put in
two-storey height limits. The height limit has gone up but the removal of the cap on the number of
dwellings on each property has effectively left open season. I know that at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee we used the example of a property in Elsternwick—a large, old 1000-squaremetre property that had one old established house on it to be knocked over. Minister Wynne was asked
how many dwellings his new arrangements, the VC110 arrangements, would allow: ‘Does that mean
four, does it mean eight, does it mean 10 properties or more?’. He said, ‘It means 10 or more on
1000 square metres’.
They were his words, not mine, and people can read that in the transcripts of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee several years ago. That is what is happening around the city. That densification
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is being forced in. We are losing open space. We are losing our canopy trees, and whatever you think
about climate change or whatever, I can tell you there is one thing that is an established fact beyond
anything, and that is that if you pull out canopy trees, if you pull out old, established houses with large
gardens and you build dense, massive, concrete, steel and brick construction at a high intensity on
properties right down the street with no canopy trees, it gets damn hot. People know this. The quality
of life is destroyed; the quality of life in our suburbs is being impacted. And whilst when that happens
on one property in a street it is a modest impact, when it happens at house after house after house down
one side and house after house after house down the other side, the impact becomes profound and the
quality of life of everyone is directly impacted.
The government has also not been thinking about the services that are needed to match this population
increase. I have used examples in this chamber of local schools and health services where the
government has intensified and densified and increased the population in a particular locality but with
no thought whatsoever about the need to have matching increases in services. I visited South Yarra
Primary School again the other day with Michael O’Brien to meet the school council members, the
principal and others. It is clear the population is increasing. They have built large towers near the
school, and there are more families and more kids. This is not a complex sequence of thoughts, but the
planning has not been there for those huge increases in population.
Then they start to contract the school boundaries, and people who wanted to go to that school or who
had a family member go to that school earlier are unable to get into that school because the population
of the school has grown significantly. South Yarra Primary School does not have its library and does
not have its drama room at the moment. In one sense it is a very micro example, but it is a very real
example. Because of the increase in the school population they have had to turn the drama room into
a classroom, and there is a lesser outcome thereby for the students at that school. That is a case study
of what is occurring across our city, and that is before we start to talk about what is happening on the
edge of the city with the huge population growth. So all of that is important.
None of this is designed as a criticism of the building industry and the development industry, who
actually operate under the set of rules that are laid out by the Parliament and the minister. It is our job
in this Parliament, it is our job as MPs and it is our job as ministers of the Crown to actually lay out a
framework for the sector, a framework for the industry, that allows it to do the work it needs to do but
to do it in a guided way, in a way that actually ensures the services follow the increases that might
occur and that that is managed in a way where the quality of life is not compromised in our community.
So I say to Mr Hayes: thank you for bringing this bill to the chamber. We will support the bill. It is not
necessarily exactly as we would have framed it, but we understand completely the intent with which
you are bringing it. We think that it addresses a number of the main challenges. The height limits that
it allows will assist in many of the municipalities in my electorate and elsewhere across metropolitan
Melbourne. The ability to require greater local input when VCAT is making decisions—moving from
May to a higher level requirement—is, I think, also a welcome step. As I said, the City of Melbourne
we think is a separate case which needs to be dealt with on its own merits, but the essence of what
Mr Hayes is seeking to achieve is correct.
I just want to pick up on a couple of case studies. David Southwick has been working with people in
Elsternwick, and I know that Tim Smith and my colleague Georgie Crozier were there on the weekend
with a number of the groups in Elsternwick. I welcome their advocacy and the support that Tim,
Georgie, David Southwick and others are achieving. I also make the point that wherever I go around
the municipality, people raise the planning issues with me. These are very real ones. Brad Rowswell
is working hard—
Mr Finn: He’s a good man.
Mr DAVIS: He is. And he is a very eager and focused new member who is fighting for his
community. With the old Gas and Fuel site on the Nepean Highway, we have said much of that—half
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at least—should be devoted to open space. This is an important principle. If you are going to build
denser structures, we think you can build something on that. But we also think that you cannot cover
the site with huge, dense construction and huge numbers of properties and not add to the stock of
public open space. I should say in conclusion that Brad Rowswell has been working very hard to try
to force this government to listen to reason on that site. Where you have a large site of that scale, you
actually have to get the long-term planning right.
I can point to one example where I think a council has done something very constructive, and that is
the Cato Street site in Stonnington. I have spoken about this already a number of times. You have got
that densification there. Stonnington is now purchasing private property to add to the stock of public
open space, recognising that where there are more people you actually need more public open space,
not less public open space. The Cato Street car park project—and I was fortunate to go through that
site with council officers, construction people, Tim Smith and Georgie Crozier the other day—what
they have done there is a very significant model. They have taken the old at-grade car park, and they
have dug down two levels. They have added to the number of car spots and they are using what is
nearly a hectare of land on top to make significant public open space. There is a grassed area. There is
effectively a bit of an amphitheatre. There are other cafe areas. This will be a significant local openspace component. I think more councils will need to look at that model and adopt that model. I do not
pretend that this has not been an expensive episode for the City of Stonnington, but it was badly needed
in that pocket and will be a welcome addition when it opens I think at the start of December.
But, you know, we need to think carefully about this. Local communities need to have more say, they
need to have more control and they need to be able to decide what they want in their municipalities. It
cannot be that they are overridden by state government in this kind of way. We have seen with the
level crossings that the state government has not got the interrelationship with transport projects right,
and that is because they have not been listening to the community. Important projects—crossing
removals that we support in principle—have been botched because they have not got the engagement
with local communities and indeed local councils right.
Again in Mentone in the last week or so I have seen the silly decisions that have been made by the
government there. The government has said, ‘We will do a rail-under-road solution there’, which is
the correct decision to make in Mentone and Cheltenham, so it goes down. But now they have decided
that they are going to move the station south from where it currently is in Mentone, and that outcome
will mean that it will in effect split the shopping centre. It will separate the shopping centre and much
of the shopping centre will be away from where the station is. This is nuts, and this is because they are
not listening.
Then they want to take out the crossing, which is what we all want to see. That should help trains, and
it should help road movements too. But now they want to insert two new crossings, for bikes and for
pedestrians, where there was one crossing previously. That will slow the traffic, which seems to be
counterintuitive if the aim is to enable traffic to move more smoothly. And they want to pull out the
roundabout. So I say the traders are pointing to these problems, and the Level Crossing Removal
Project and the minister are not listening to the traders and the local community, who are saying, ‘No
this is not the right outcome. We actually don’t want that roundabout to be removed. We actually want
to be able to move around that, and that will be a better solution than what you are proposing’. The
community is coming up with ideas, the community is coming up with ways forward, but the
government in its rigid and arrogant approach is not actually listening to the community. I say to the
Mentone traders: keep up your fight. I say that you have got to talk very loud because this government
will not listen otherwise.
But, you know, all of this is about the actual shape of our suburbs. What sort of suburb do we want?
The people in Mentone, I say, have the right to help design their own suburb and their own shopping
centre—the shape of it. The traders have got an input, and it is not up to an arrogant set of bureaucrats
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sitting in some authority near Spring Street to crunch and impose an outcome. They need the height
limits back in Mentone—
Ms Mikakos: That is what happened when Matthew Guy was planning minister.
Mr DAVIS: I will tell you what: Matthew Guy put in the zone protections which you and Richard
Wynne stripped out. The neighbourhood residential zones had a clear height limit—a dwelling limit—
and the protections were there. The general residential zones have gone to an as-of-right three-storey
outcome, which is a shocking outcome for many of the general residential areas.
You look at the Mornington Peninsula. I have been to public meetings there recently, and the general
residential zones are now at risk of three-storey forced development in sensitive seaside towns because
of Richard Wynne’s change to the general residential zones. So those zone protections that were there
under Matthew Guy have been torn out by Richard Wynne, leaving many of the people in general
residential zones exposed. The same applies on the Bellarine Peninsula, and you voted against those
things.
Ms Shing: Take care of yourselves. Take care of yourselves. Selfish Liberal MPs.
Mr DAVIS: Oh, you think selfish, do you? Is that what you’re saying? You think it’s selfish that—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Order! Please, Mr Davis, through the Chair. Thank
you, no more interjections.
Mr DAVIS: Acting President, let me just say the key point here is that communities should have a
say. If Labor members of Parliament think that it is selfish for communities to have a say, to have a
democratic control, you are actually missing the point of Mr Hayes’s bill, which is to see more local
democracy asserted.
I have gone example by example around the metropolitan area and I could go on for a long time but I
am not going to—the point has been made. The people in Mentone, whether it is the level crossing,
whether it is the height caps that were torn away by Mr Wynne or whether it is the neighbourhood
residential zones nearby and the general residential zones in the City of Kingston—all those are now
open season under Richard Wynne and Daniel Andrews and Labor. The protections are not there, and
we know the reason. They have said it openly: they want forced densification. That is what they want.
This bill from Mr Hayes is about responding to that and saying more local control, more protections
and the ability of people to have a proper outcome that protects their quality of life and the livability
of their suburbs.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (11:01): I am very pleased to rise to speak on Mr Hayes’s
bill that is tackling an area that we do not discuss and debate enough in this place, which is planning
reform. This bill essentially is about giving councils more control over the planning process. This is
something the Greens are also committed to and have been working towards both through our local
government councillors and by working with local residents and community groups across Victoria.
Our planning system is broken. From the mass reforms in the 1990s that heralded an era of open slather
for property developers dominating the urban planning process to the systematic weakening of
planning rules and growing complexity of the system, we now have a planning system that alienates
local communities, strips them of power and control over what their neighbourhoods become and
makes it almost impossible for local governments to administer a system imposed on them by state
government while still reflecting the vision that their community wants to achieve.
We are seeing local communities ignored and developers put first. People are being left with huge
uncertainty about their neighbourhoods as developers continue to flout the vision and will of the local
community. Essentially the problem that we are trying to solve is a discretionary environment that
time and time again plays to the interests of property developers at the cost of local communities. I can
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speak from my own examples of having been in local government, having been the chair of the urban
planning committee and having taken a great interest in urban planning. It became very clear to me
that it was one of the most fundamentally important roles that we had as local councillors, because the
livability of communities affects the livability and wellbeing of everyone who resides within an area.
The council that I represented worked on very significant planning reform, and we thought in
partnership with the state government. We were asked to take more density to provide more housing,
and we happily obliged. We negotiated planning scheme after planning scheme to apply the
appropriate zones to achieve that density while still heeding the will and the vision of the community,
a community that wanted affordable, sustainable and livable development.
We developed a package and went out to extensive consultation over many years—different tranches
and versions of planning scheme amendments that would achieve all these outcomes. We negotiated
with the department, we had agreement to go to a planning scheme exhibition process, did so, got
community feedback and went through a planning panels process, and it was quite clear that we were
willing to provide quite significant height in particularly the growth corridors—the main arterials
serviced really well by public transport—but there needed to be some limits on it to provide the
community with certainty.
What we are talking about here is an area where the community said, ‘Yes, we’re really happy to have
eight to 10 storeys’, which was quite a significant difference to what was there already. That was the
community really coming a long way to say, ‘We are willing to provide this housing stock, happily
so, but we do want some certainty’, because when you do not apply mandatory controls, what you
have as a result is developers coming in with applications of 15 or more storeys for an area that is
earmarked for eight to 10 storeys. So the vision that they in good faith engaged in with their local
council and with the state government, in which they thought they were in a genuine partnership about
getting agreement on, was suddenly taken away from them when changes were made at the last minute
by the planning minister, going against everything that the consultation had said, everything that the
council had worked towards and everything that the community had asked for. Despite the community
having compromised in a very significant way, the minister came back to us and said, ‘Sorry, you
can’t have those mandatory controls. We’re going to make them discretionary’, despite years and years
of very, very costly work, and the community were left dumbfounded, wondering what this process
was all about because it clearly did not seem democratic at all.
It seemed like a token, superficial process that was there to look like it was consulting communities
when in fact the developers had the final say, because discretionary controls feed into the hands of
developers who play and exploit the speculative system. They buy land saying, ‘It’s an eight-storey
control area, but, you know, I think I could get 12 to 15’. That inflates the profit margin, how much
they can onsell that land for, and that is what they do. They get a planning approval for eight to
10 storeys and say, ‘You could get 15 here’. They onsell it with inflated value. A new developer buys
that land, has to make the money that they have now spent on that inflated, speculative piece of land,
and they say, ‘Look, we have to build 15 storeys or we can’t recoup the cost we made’, and on and on
the cycle goes. The community is left far behind and developers are left far, far ahead. That is the
problem that we are trying to solve here with this proposal in the bill.
So the bill is focused on height controls. It inserts a new provision in the planning scheme that would
give councils the final say on asking that a height control is mandatory versus discretionary, rather
than the minister having the final say. How it would work is that a council would have to go through
the usual process to amend planning schemes to apply the appropriate zone. This is where you get
your negotiation for appropriate density, for each council playing their part, taking their fair share of
housing development, which communities are all the more and more willing to do. That process would
take its course. The planning scheme amendment would set the zone and the height ranges to go in
that zone. The council could then ask that the height within that zone become a mandatory maximum.
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The council would not have to seek the minister’s approval to proceed with the planning scheme to
change the process for seeking mandatory controls to ensure that the minister does not stop it at the
first juncture. While it would go to the minister for comment, the council would have the final say and
therefore the community would have the final say. That is what this is about, giving local communities
more power and control over their urban neighbourhoods. But we know that developer control over
our planning process goes a lot further than just building heights. Developers are constantly pushing
the limits of local planning laws, ignoring local heritage and communities and then getting VCAT to
give their projects a tick of approval despite council objection.
While we support the intent of this bill, we also see that it has some limitations because we would like
it to go much, much further. We urgently need more expansive planning reform to ensure that the
power of communities to be consulted and heard in urban planning decisions is heeded, because it is
being steadily eroded by an increased centralisation of decision-making and pressure to weaken the
power of elected local councillors to make urban planning decisions.
What we need to see is more affordable, sustainable and livable housing development and urban
planning in our neighbourhoods. Instead what we are seeing is poor quality development going up and
on around us with no abeyance. The Greens have a vision for what our urban planning system could
look like, and it is indeed within the realms of our control and within the power of this Parliament to
actually enact some of this reform if only it had the political will and courage to do so. Reforms could
see mandatory affordable housing—that is, inclusionary zoning—in all new developments. The
Greens would like to see big developments have 30 per cent of new dwellings being set aside for
public and community housing and other forms of affordable housing, or we are never going to tackle
the housing affordability crisis.
We want to encourage more affordable, sustainable and community-led housing by creating a fasttrack application stream to accelerate good development and deliberative housing projects that yield
fantastic, sustainable and affordable housing outcomes. We want to provide more certainty by
ensuring consistent controls, including mandatory height limits, minimum apartment sizes, protecting
green wedges and the urban growth boundary, ensuring residential zones and delivering the type of
housing our community needs and wants. We need to rapidly increase the sustainability of all new
urban development if we are going to mitigate the impacts of climate change and the urban heat island
effect, which are already wreaking havoc across our communities.
We could do this by requiring all new residential and commercial development to achieve a minimum
8-star rating as a start. We could require all apartment buildings of five storeys and above to provide
50 per cent of their roof space for either solar panels or a green roof in the least. We could take stronger
action to combat the urban heat island effect by ensuring minimum garden areas and tree cover in
areas designated for more housing. We are talking about activity centres, not just residential centres,
because what we are going to have is concrete jungles that get so hot that they are going to be
uninhabitable as climate change starts bearing down upon us.
We need to restore the rights of the community in local decision-making by reforming the VCAT
appeal process to stop developers gaming the system. We need to reintroduce third-party appeal rights
where they have been stripped—and they are being stripped from local communities—and require
that all ministerial call-ins need a legislated process of exhibition and consultation before decision.
Now to turn to VCAT, which is also an area that the Greens have been very concerned about and have
put forward significant proposals for how it could be reformed. Developers are gaming the system by
aiming for their projects to be approved by VCAT instead of seeking to negotiate an outcome that a
local council would prefer. I have sat on many planning application processes where in fact that was
the case. Sometimes the developers would just not want to show up because they could not even bother
with the local council process because we knew, and they were telling people right across all the people
involved in that planning application, that they were just going to get their outcome at VCAT. They
did not even care what the local council, and therefore the community, had to say. That is the kind of
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contempt that local communities are being treated with. This is occurring because VCAT currently
has the power to undertake a full merits review of every planning application, and this has weakened
the power of local communities to shape decisions via their elected representatives. So this bill also
requires VCAT to give effect to any other strategic plan, policy statement, code or guideline that has
been adopted by a municipal council. Currently VCAT just has to consider these policies and
documents rather than give effect to them, so this amendment will mean that local policies will have
greater weight in decision-making.
Councils are such a key part of our system of government. It is councils that are at the front line of
their communities, who best understand what their suburbs and streets need, who talk to their
communities every single day. The work they put in to develop appropriate, effective local planning
schemes should not be overridden by VCAT at a developer’s behest. We need to listen to what
councils are saying, not keep eroding their democracy and their important role in the three tiers of
government. We have heard some remarks that local policies have not had appropriate consultation
and therefore VCAT should not give them greater power, but if you actually pay attention to what
local governments do right across this state, doing incredible work, they do consult on their local
strategies and policies and documents. In fact they are probably the most open and transparent of all
our levels of government. Having now moved from local government to state government, I know we
could learn a lot from local government and how much they consult with their communities compared
to what state government is doing currently.
We have had local councils spearhead reform on keeping pokies out of their communities, because
they are left to pick up the pieces when those pokies proliferate and plunder their communities out of
millions of dollars every single year. I was on a council that introduced the first and one of the strongest
pieces of planning reform that would limit the number of new pokies in our municipality. We had
VCAT saying, ‘No, we’re not going to give you any power. We’re not going to give that planning
policy any power’, despite the minister approving it, despite not one objection to that local planning
scheme change, only for us to then have to take it to the Supreme Court to challenge VCAT, because
that is how seriously we took it. We won at the Supreme Court and that policy is now enacted.
That is what local government is doing. They are doing it in terms of sustainability and increasing the
green star ratings and the energy efficiency of local developments. They are doing it around
affordability: local councils are now taking housing affordability into their own hands because they
have been let down for decades by state governments who have not done what is needed to provide
appropriate, affordable housing for their communities. So they are now taking it into their own hands
and coming up with really innovative pilots that do not come at the cost of selling off public land to
private developers like the state government seems more intent on doing. In fact they are using council
resources to build more affordable housing on publicly owned land—yet again, something that we can
learn about from local councils, rather than keeping on overriding them at every single turn. That is
why it is so important that we require VCAT to look at what local councils are doing and not just give
precedence to the state Minister for Planning, who I know has the ear of many property developers
who seem to dominate planning decisions in this state. There are countless examples but for the sake
of time I will not go into all of those today.
As mentioned previously, there are limitations in the bill. We would like it to go much further. There
are limitations in it focusing just on height when we know that height is not the only concern in the
type of outcomes that we are seeing, and therefore having a provision that just focuses on height and
increasing the certainty around that without having the certainty around other things could bring up
issues of consistency in applying the planning scheme. But we hope that we will be able to work on
further reform to bring in that consistency and expand it to other areas of planning reform that we so
urgently need.
This will not affect the capacity and the stock of housing that we need in Victoria because the planning
zone application process that happens prior to what this bill asks for, which is a lever where councils
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can then ask for mandatory controls, has already determined the density of a particular area. That is a
negotiation stage where the state government comes to local councils and communities and negotiates
the type of stock needed for that particular municipality. If you get that negotiation right, you do not
have to worry then that a mandatory control would limit that stock. You have got to get that negotiation
right and we should have state government, the planning minister and the planning department sit
down with local government much more than they ordinarily do and come up with negotiated
outcomes that satisfy both the desire of the state government and that of the local communities. It is
possible, but what we have had instead is contempt and power being thrown around rather than
genuine consultation and dialogue, and that is what we hope this type of planning reform starts us
moving in the right direction towards.
As I mentioned, there are some concerns the bill does not go far enough. Some of the provisions might
bring to bear some inconsistency and some teething issues in application, but we hope that by
signalling the direction that we need planning reform to go in in this state we can start working on the
other aspects that will make these types of reform easier to insert into our Planning and Environment
Act 1987.
We need an inquiry into our Planning and Environment Act. It is an act that has been applied for
decades with incremental reform—piecemeal reform—attached to it here and there. But we really do
need now a wholesale review of the Planning and Environment Act, because it is not working for local
communities. It is the reason you have so many frustrated local residents forming into residents groups
and marching down the streets like we have not seen before, actually. That is what is happening in
local communities, because they are so frustrated that they seem to have no power in this system that
is all about their lives. It is about the structure next to them and whether it is bearing down upon them,
it is about whether they have sunlight in their gardens and it is about whether they have a genuine say
about whether there is more affordable housing when they want more affordable housing so they can
keep living in the communities that they love.
They want to make sure that their housing is sustainable and can adapt to climate change so they are
not heating up in dog-box apartments that are not fit or inhabitable for human life, because that is what
we are starting to see: developers building the smallest possible apartment because they make the
biggest profit, but they have no consideration of whether families can live there, whether it is livable
or whether somebody could live there for more than one or two years. They are the types of results
that we are seeing in the planning system. It is long overdue for overhaul and reform. I am glad to see
us debating planning in this chamber. We will work towards ensuring that we talk about it a lot more
and start seeing a lot more reform that our communities so desperately want and so urgently deserve.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:18): I will be brief. The Liberal Democrats believe that
government has too large a say in what people do with their own property. Planning restrictions are a
key culprit. On a large scale, restrictions on development are drivers for the increase in housing costs.
On a small scale, they are everyday infringements on the liberty to do as you please in your own space.
This bill does not reduce or expand these powers. Instead it merely transfers them from one area of
government to another. This bill takes powers from the state government and vests them in the local.
Decentralising government is usually a good idea, at least in theory. It does not make sense for
politicians and bureaucrats in Melbourne to have a say on what gets built in towns and municipalities
throughout the regions. Locals should have control over local issues. The problem of course is that
councils are often so bad at managing planning. Incompetence, stirred in with nimbyism and just an
added dash of corruption makes a fairly inedible meal for the ratepayers, which is why the state
government is always so keen to take planning powers away from them. But that does not work either.
Trying to apply one rule fits all across city, suburbs, regional and rural councils just makes a mess of
planning. Without local knowledge we get an inflexible bureaucratic shambles. One size fits nobody
very well.
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While my confidence in councils is not high, my confidence in the Melbourne-based bureaucracy is
equally low. On balance, it is better to pass the power down. The Liberal Democrats policy is that
power and decision-making should be devolved to the lowest possible level of control. Of course the
most local level of control is not the council but the owner over their own property. In my idle moments
I dream of replacing our existing planning laws with one based on interlocking property rights, but
that is a conversation for another day. It is a shame this bill still leaves so much power with councils
instead of property owners, but at least councillors are more accessible than ministers. A decentralised
government ensures decisions are made in forums that are as close as possible to the people they affect.
Councils will not necessarily make better decisions than state governments, but when they make bad
decisions they will be more accountable to the people affected by those decisions. For that reason we
will somewhat reluctantly support this bill.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (11:21): I am pleased to make a contribution on this debate.
Many people in this chamber have been members of local councils, as I have, and I have a lot to say
and a great affinity with people who are trying to ensure that their local communities are livable and
have the amenity that they want and the services they need. I will be coming to our views around the
amendments that the Liberals have proposed. Also we are obviously opposing these proposals today.
But I would say at the outset—and I knew Mr Hayes during our local council days—that he is here
with altruism and a policy platform that is consistent the whole way through and that his proposals are
what he believe in. I will come to why I think it is a bit more complex and why we need the state to
have some overarching say in how we all live and breathe and move around, but I commend Mr Hayes
again for living his platform.
What I find a real struggle are some of the previous speakers and the hypocrisy with which they have
come to this chamber supporting this legislation. We have had a long-winded contribution from
Mr Davis about the sudden finding of the Liberal Party that everything should be in the hands of the
local community at all costs, and yet when they were in power they were the most extraordinary
ignorers of local needs and changed entire area zonings with the stroke of a pen. To sit here and begin
to try and tell the good people in this chamber that they are somehow on your side when they were in
power is absolutely wrong and should be seen through the glasses of reality.
I seem to be perpetually coming after Dr Ratnam, but I think God would like me to do so. Let me talk
to you about the hypocrisy of the Greens, having been on a Green council and having struggled on a
daily basis with the Greens saying one thing about what they believe and doing exactly the opposite.
We have all spoken about our own local council experiences, so I am going to speak about my City of
Yarra experience. We have heard pronouncements from Dr Ratnam that, ‘We really care about
looking after the marginalised and ensuring that we have accessible, affordable housing’. Let me tell
you of just one example—I just googled it off the top of my head. I will read it into Hansard. The
quote is from the Age. The headline is, ‘“It’s not a nimby thing”: Greens, socialists block nursing home
for poor’. Who would have thought?
A nursing home expansion proposed in one of Melbourne’s most desirable pockets, to be built for some of
society’s most vulnerable, has been blocked by Greens and socialist councillors at the behest of scores of
residents.
Clifton Hill’s Sambell Lodge is an aged care centre for the disadvantaged, run by the Brotherhood of
St Laurence.
Half of its residents were homeless before finding a place, and many have histories of mental illness and
alcohol abuse.

On it goes. But of course the Greens and the socialists blocked that development because they said it
did not fit in with the amenity of the suburb.
We had the wonderful flags at the front of our town hall saying, ‘We welcome refugees and asylum
seekers’, but of course the Greens would never support affordable housing for those people to live in
our area. In fact they regularly blocked it—every time. Let me get on to Brunswick and Moreland
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council. Time and again we implored Moreland City Council—Mr Erdogan is here—‘please, could
you protect the heritage of our low-rise streets and have appropriate development in the large industrial
sites which were abandoned?’. It fell on deaf ears.
The problem that I have in this debate today is that we have the Liberals and the Greens again teaming
up—what a surprise!—to sell snake oil and rubbish to caring communities who actually want to see
action. I absolutely sympathise with people in this chamber about wanting to see action. And what
does that look like? How do we create communities that have the services that we need, that allow
people to live in areas with good access to the city, that we do not put up walls but allow other people
to experience the benefits that we have enjoyed while maintaining livability and amenity? It is a
complex approach that is needed, and it always is. It is about the state and local governments working
together.
Sometimes those outcomes do not please everybody. That is often the nature of planning. But if we
cede all of these powers to the local level and allow absolute control at that level, then we are not
allowing for the broader oversight that we need as a growing city, as a dynamic international city, over
how the needs of the whole are balanced throughout all of our communities. If we allow local
communities to dictate in their entirety what is going to happen, I believe we will end up with an
unworkable system where the city is not looked at as a whole breathing, living thing, which at the
moment it has to be.
To touch briefly on the amendments proposed by the Liberal Party, we do not support those
amendments. We do not support carving out the City of Melbourne compared to the rest of Victoria.
Why stop at the City of Melbourne? There are many activity centres which have very similar
activities—Fishermans Bend, nine activity centres; Geelong.
Having been on a council and dealt with really significant issues there, I know that planning is always
one of the most contentious areas. We know people do feel very passionately about where they live,
and so they should. They should have a say about what their communities look like and how those
communities should operate. We should also, as we do, have a say about how we want our state to be,
how we want our city to be and where we are going to put those essential services. To go back to my
experiences on Yarra council, I remember having huge fights because the Epworth hospital wanted to
expand its number of beds to treat more sick people in Richmond. Again, we had a huge outcry from
some parties represented here today that that was not appropriate for the amenity of the area. These
are critically important decisions that state governments often must make about where we are going
to get our health services and how we are going to do it. Where are we going to provide affordable
housing so people are not necessarily relegated to living in areas that have no connection with their
communities, have no access to services, have no access to jobs or have no proper access to public
transport? These are all really important factors that both state and local governments need to examine.
I agree with the points made by the Liberal Democrats that there is in some sense a very poor view of
local government in some communities. There have been real problems with local governments and
how they have operated. There is a lack of accountability, and decisions are made sometimes that are
not appropriate. For the community as a whole handing everything over to local governments, which
in some ways have been oft-maligned, does not seem to be the answer to how we get a better outcome
for communities. There is no doubt that we have changed significantly. It is a pressing issue that is
really difficult for people in all tiers of government—how you balance people’s rights and needs and
how you balance these issues statewide.
But we learned from those experiences back under Bob Carr in New South Wales when they tried to
just shut up shop and say, ‘That’s it. We’re full’. They suffered a huge economic downturn and
people’s lives did not stay the same. You cannot put things in a box and say, ‘If we do this, all of our
lives and jobs will continue just as they are’. That is not how it works. We have to be flexible and
accommodate newly arrived Victorians. We have to accommodate people so that they are close to
services. That is why we do so much around making sure that there is consultation and that local
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councils do have a lot of say over how their communities look, but ultimately we support the current
planning scheme which at its apex ultimately has the state government, which is elected to represent
all Victorians, to see the big picture right across our community and make what are sometimes difficult
decisions to make sure people have access to the services that they require.
We have major issues coming for all Victorians. Population is projected to grow very significantly.
Lots of people want to live in Victoria. We know why they want to live in Victoria—it is a wonderful
place to live. People want to have babies in Victoria. They want to create their communities in Victoria.
We have to manage that. We cannot simply say to people, ‘You can’t have any more children’ or
‘You’re not welcome here’. Certainly when the Greens have an open borders policy I am not sure
where all these people are going to go. In the City of Yarra or the City of Moreland?
We have jobs. The economy is changing; it is growing, it is adapting. People are working from home.
We have the new innovative ecosystems that are popping up everywhere. As a community we have
to be able to respond to those issues, and part of that is having that statewide view. The housing issue
is a major issue. Where are we going to put people? How are we going to house them? How are we
going to deal with homelessness? A lot of people do not want those things in their backyard, so how
does the state government fairly and equitably ensure that those issues are taken care of for the whole
community?
Regarding transport, getting people around our beautiful city on roads, in trains and on buses requires
statewide planning. Because you can live in one area, but if you cannot get to work or visit friends or
go out in another area, your life is not as rich and full as it would otherwise be. Regarding the
environment, we are having to deal with huge issues around bushfires, as we are seeing, and the causes
of those. We need to have a capacity for those overarching requirements where if planning codes and
planning requirements need to be established about buildings et cetera, that needs to be done on the
basis of those statewide experts.
With that I would say I commend Mr Hayes’s commitment, his experience and his passion, but I
believe that it is much more complex than this bill allows. I condemn absolutely the hypocrisy of the
Liberals and the Greens for once again voting together on issues they say they care about but when
they do have the power they do something very, very different.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (11:33): I am pleased to be able to rise and make a very
short contribution to this important piece of legislation that Mr Hayes has brought into the chamber,
because he, along with other members on this side of the house, understands the frustration of the
community across Southern Metropolitan Region. Certainly Mr Davis and Mr Hayes do.
Mr Hayes was with the member for Caulfield, David Southwick, and me at a community meeting on
these very important planning issues that are affecting the area around Elsternwick on Sunday. There
were absolutely no government members there whatsoever. They were silent. For Ms Garrett to say
‘the hypocrisy’, well, the hypocrisy of this government is in relation to listening to and understanding
the community. We heard that from Ms Shing’s contribution; she said that it was selfish. That just
demonstrates where the government is: they do not want the community to have any input into or say
about what is happening in their own communities. We are seeing this across the board and especially
in my area of Southern Metropolitan Region.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER: We have got a discriminatory planning amendment put in by this government,
C299, in the City of Boroondara, Ms Shing; it is discriminatory and it is it absolutely a disgrace. The
people in that area of the City of Boroondara can see their amenity going because of what is happening
in there—
Ms Shing interjected.
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Ms CROZIER: Well, Ms Shing, I will take that interjection up. You do not care about jobs in your
own electorate, with the logging decision that your government has made. I do not want to digress
from this important debate, but do not say that we do not care. You said this is selfish. I want to put on
the record my thanks to some community members in and around Boroondara. Rose and Chris
Blandon have been exceptionally vocal in their disgust at what the government is doing. They have
highlighted, and the council understands, the issues around planning scheme amendment C299, which
is discriminatory, as I have said. This is a very, very deliberate action by this government to ruin that
area around Boroondara and other areas. Mr Hayes knows this because he is also across what is
happening with the destruction of heritage homes and swathes of suburbs that are being ruined under
this government.
The government in their hypocrisy are not providing any certainty to the community. In fact what they
are doing is providing uncertainty. I think that is demonstrated in relation to what is happening with
community members coming out and speaking out in force. Yes, they are marching in the streets,
because they are sick of the government overriding local decisions.
I will not go on anymore in relation to what our position is; Mr Davis has laid that out fairly clearly.
We do think that a capital city like the city of Melbourne needs to be excluded from this bill. He has
explained his amendment to the chamber. I hope the government will see sense in relation to what we
are talking about and not just be obstructionist and intent on destroying local communities.
It is pleasing that councils across the metropolitan area are absolutely also speaking out about the
government’s plans in relation to their hotchpotch planning mechanisms. The minister is silent on this.
He is nowhere. He has been nowhere for months and months and months. It is a disgrace how he is
thrusting this upon communities all across Melbourne. I say again, Mr Hayes, in relation to your
concerns about this that you have been on the record time and time again, as have other members:
Mr Southwick for his areas of Elsternwick, Caulfield and other areas, Mr Smith in Hawthorn and I
know other members in this chamber also. With those few words, I will leave it at that.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:38): I will speak briefly on this as well. I commend
Mr Hayes for this bill, and I know that this is something that he has been passionate about. I have
really actually enjoyed listening to the other speakers who have experience on local councils and local
government. I must say that I spend a lot of time with my local government in my electorate, and I
find them to be a great resource and a great source of information. I think that they do some remarkably
good work and that they do represent their community. However, I do not support this bill.
I really have worked hard to bring myself around to this, but I went to the election in 2018 with policies
to create reasonable and rational decisions around density in our inner and middle suburbs, as well as
expanding our regional cities. We took that policy from the Grattan Institute and from the work of
Infrastructure Victoria. Both of them said that this needs to be a statewide policy, that this needs to be
consistent and that it needs to be statewide.
We are just starting on the homelessness inquiry, and the shortage of housing in this state is startling.
It is frightening. It is almost too big to even think how we are going to deal with it. Fifty-thousand
homes—how are we going to do that? I really believe that we need to have a whole-of-state plan. This
bill will actually dilute that and will result in a piecemeal approach, a council-by-council plan, and I
do not think that this will achieve what we need to achieve, what Infrastructure Victoria says we need
to achieve, and what is in the research that I read from the Grattan Institute about the sort of density
that we are going to need so that we are not constantly building homes over our farmlands and so we
are not constantly spreading. My region goes out to those outer interface councils. To continue to build
the infrastructure, to continue to build out, is not the answer. Certainly to support regional cities like
Shepparton, Ballarat, Bendigo, Mildura and Wangaratta to expand and take in some of our population
growth is something we would do.
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I agree that when you look at our planning acts and when you look at this act, it is ginormous. It is one
of those pieces of legislation that has been added to, amended, amended, amended, amended and
amended. So I support Dr Ratnam’s proposal that we have an inquiry into the Planning and
Environment Act 1987. I think it is actually well worth it to look at it as a whole. I do not think that
this bill goes to that point. This bill will make it impossible to implement Plan Melbourne, and I think
that would be a mistake.
I will not go on. I know this is the platform that Mr Hayes stood on. I commend that. I would like to
see greater consistency. I would like to see local governments not feeling that they were overridden.
But I have also been at the other end of local governments making ridiculous decisions that have to be
taken to VCAT. This bill would actually close off that opportunity for us to challenge bad decisions
by local government. So while I admire Mr Hayes’s passion on this and I really have actually enjoyed
the debate today, I cannot support the bill.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:42): In rising to speak to Mr Hayes’s bill today, I
believe that all crossbenchers actually need to support this bill—everybody. Just listening to
Ms Patten’s contribution, there were a few flaws in Ms Patten’s contribution, one being that of course
there are always going to be state government plans and schemes that local councils will actually
adhere to. With Plan Melbourne, all local councils will be trying to do that.
You have to understand that I spent 21 years in local council, spent many years in planning meetings
and mediating planning controls, and local communities as well as developers want certainty. Every
single planning application is unique, so having a one-size-fits-all approach does not work. When you
have a planning minister that at a whim changes a zone or has a new planning control, the community
does not have that certainty. I can give many examples, but in Seddon, where there is a lot of infill
development, currently that infill development could not occur. That could not occur now due to what
the planning minister is doing—that one-size-fits-all approach in the way of having gardens and
backyards. That is not what is needed in Seddon. There is a train station, and infill development
actually fits in there. You cannot say that local councils do not understand this; around train stations
and public transport, they are pro-development, they are encouraging multistorey developments
because that is where it fits. It does not fit on a large parcel of land in the middle of where there is no
public transport.
To try to achieve what Ms Patten was saying earlier, that is where developers actually sneak through
the cracks. They actually say, ‘Well, you’ve got this Plan Melbourne. We are trying to increase
population in these particular areas’, and then they put in this development that does not actually have
proper public transport links. You cannot actually have that. Many times did I see developments and
planning applications that were pathetic. They were dog boxes. There were rooms without windows.
There were actually developments that I saw that had bathrooms upstairs and no toilet downstairs.
Seriously, in some of the applications that I saw, you actually had to go upstairs to the toilet.
Ms Patten interjected.
Dr CUMMING: Yes. But seriously, there are those with disabilities and the like, and you should
be planning for people to age in their homes and having those homes built in a way that they can age
in them—that they have not got stairs and they can actually fit out lifts and all of those kinds of things.
Local councils spend a lot of time and money in consulting their communities, paying for consultants
and going through extensive consultation processes. Their communities are on board. They are
advertised to extreme lengths, and then they are gazetted and they are put to the minister. The minister
approves them, and then at a whim VCAT actually says, with its discretionary powers, ‘No, no’. It is
up to their discretionary powers as to whether something goes through.
I can give you some examples as well around an application that happened in my municipality in
Maribyrnong. It was a development application with pokies downstairs. There were pokies downstairs
and there was housing above. Now, that became an issue of there being a planning and policy vacuum
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because that kind of application had not been seen before. There was nothing for the council to actually
draw upon to stop that. The community did not want it. The council was concerned that this little
development could actually be filled with elderly or disadvantaged and with pokies downstairs—
absolutely creating a market for those pokie machines, almost like a pokie hotel. Yes, we have got
Crown Casino, but, no, we did not want one in Maribyrnong, thank you very much. So we have these
white elephants that occur in municipalities. Only the local councils as well as their local communities
understand that.
We cannot have a one-size-fits-all approach. That does not work. There have to be case-by-case
planning applications. Therefore that one-on-one planning application is always best done by the
council, their planning officers, and the local community. You need to have that. You actually need to
have that kind of detail, those kinds of specifics, those kinds of wants that the community has.
Developers want certainty. Councils actually create that certainty by having very detailed approaches
in the way of maximum height limits. Respectfully I remember that in Footscray we had maximum
height controls. I think we spent quite an extensive amount of money on Swinburne. Swinburne came
in and they did a body of work. We had height controls, and those height controls were ignored. On
height controls, when you actually do that extensive work you understand that you want an eightstorey building in one location and six storeys below, so everyone gets a bit of a view and everyone
gets light, whereas a developer will push that and turn around and say, ‘No, we’ll put 12 here’, and
then 15, which goes absolutely against that particular spot.
We also had the previous planning minister, now in opposition, putting a ring around Footscray and
pretty much saying that anything goes in Footscray. Mr Guy approved a 25-storey development
opposite a 150-year-old school, St Monica’s. Respectfully that school is now in shadow for the rest of
its life. Our local council had a control limit. We had a height limit that we wanted. We wanted light
in that local primary school, but no, no, no. This is what happens when you allow the state government
to actually come in roughshod over local councils at any given time.
There is a lot of time spent on community advertising and consultants. Councils have spent a lot of
time, money and effort on strategic plans, policy statements, codes and guidelines and ResCode. They
are adopted by the minister and the government departments, and then VCAT may take that into
consideration rather than must. VCAT must. Numerous times there is such a sad experience. Every
time in my council planning meetings I would have to get up and explain to the residents that,
unfortunately, even though they had gone through this process with council and even though council
had listened and even though council had made a decision, it was not the final decision. This would
go to VCAT, either via the applicant or via the actual residents, and would then be in the hands of
VCAT. Unfortunately local communities were absolutely gobsmacked to learn that councils do not
have the final say and the final control. I believe that local communities want to have that final say and
control and that we need to give it via the local councils.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (11:51): I am very pleased to rise and sum up on my Planning
and Environment Amendment (Local Democracy) Bill 2019. That is what it is about: local democracy.
This came to my attention when I ran for council back in 2005. I appreciate the input of all my fellow
ex-councillors here, knowing very well the stranglehold that the state government has on planning. I
really believe that local policy is made best at the local level. We have a system where councils do all
the work of devising planning schemes and working on what they need to do to meet the state
government’s targets. Remember the state government still sets the policy and still has overall and
overarching control over what is in that policy. The councils have a chance to put in their input, and
they get overridden, they get told it is not enough and they get redirected in other ways so that they
lose control.
I liked very much what Dr Ratnam said about councils being at the forefront of their communities. As
I said in my second-reading speech here two weeks ago, the Planning and Environment Act as devised
in 1987 set out its objectives, and the objectives say quite clearly in numerous ways that municipal
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councils are to be the principal way of setting policy and controls. That is what is in the objectives of
the planning scheme, but over the years governments have whittled that back and put more and more
power in the minister’s office. Councils have to go to exhibition with their planning scheme
amendments. They have got to put them up in public and say, ‘This is what we intend to do for you,
the public’, and the public gets time to comment on it.
The minister, in regard to these things, back in 2006, I think it was, removed that right of councils to
put that up. They can only put up for exhibition what the minister is going to let them do. Quite often
he will say, ‘No, you can’t even put that to the public, because we don’t approve of it’. Then, after
going through that exhibition process and listening to the public, they go to the minister for approval
and he, without consulting the public at all, says, ‘No, I won’t let you have that. You can’t have
mandatory controls. You can’t have those height controls’. He does not have to consult with anyone.
The minister can rewrite a planning scheme, up until this one about height controls, on his desk without
consulting anybody. I do not think that is democratic in any way, shape or form, and I certainly do not
think it is democratic for local communities. Local communities are directly affected by these planning
schemes. It is okay for the government to set their state policy agenda. That is fine; that is what they
are elected to do. But it is up to local councils to administer that, to get the public feedback and to set
the appropriate controls in their zones.
There was a weak defence from the government to maintain the status quo. However, the status quo
is not good enough. Imagine if we had discretionary speed controls. This is our chance. There is a heap
more that needs to be done about planning. This is a major change, but it is to a small part of the
planning scheme. It really needs to be reworked so that people have control about this enforced
densification of their suburbs. I commend my bill to the house.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
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Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr (Teller)
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McArthur, Mrs
Meddick, Mr

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

Noes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr (Teller)

Leane, Mr
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Melhem, Mr
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Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms

Motion negatived.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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MR MELHEM
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:04): My question is to the
Leader of the Government. I refer to the Federal Court judgement in Registered Organisations
Commissioner v. Australian Workers’ Union and the judgements and orders against Mr Cesar Melhem
for contraventions of sections 285 and 286 of the Fair Work Registered Organisations Act 2009.
Mr Melhem has admitted eight contraventions. The judge said:
… I have concluded that it is appropriate to impose five penalties on Mr Melhem …

and imposed penalties of more than $20 000. The judge also said Mr Melhem’s conduct was
‘conscious and deliberate’, and in paragraph 149 she said:
Mr Melhem’s involvement was not peripheral. Nor was it intermittent. The evidence shows he was regularly,
closely and personally involved in the communications which led to the provision of lists of employees or
individuals (in the case of the Jockeys’ Associations); and he was personally involved in securing
payments …

As the Leader of the Government in this house, Mr Jennings, why should Mr Melhem remain a
member of the government party, with these findings?
The PRESIDENT: Mr Davis, after your long preamble I was expecting a different question, but
in anticipation I still do not understand how that could be this minister’s responsibility, under his
responsibility in the executive.
Mr DAVIS: He is both Leader of the Government and Special Minister of State responsible for
integrity. Why should Mr Melhem remain a member of the government party, with these findings?
The PRESIDENT: Mr Davis, there is still—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Melhem and Mr O’Donohue! There is still the separation between
the executive and the backbenchers in government, so I still cannot see how this is a relevant question
under the responsibilities of the Leader of the Government in terms of him being part of the executive.
Mr DAVIS: I ask: do these matters raise any integrity issues under the minister’s portfolio?
Mr Melhem: On a point of order, President, I just want to help Mr Davis. If he failed to read the
decision, the judge clearly had no question about integrity. In fact—
The PRESIDENT: Mr Melhem, that is not a point of order, and I am kind of hoping you have not
opened up a similar type of point of order for Mr O’Donohue.
Mr O’Donohue: On the point of order, President, I seek clarification of whether Mr Melhem was
making a personal explanation in relation to his conduct and the fines he has been ordered to pay or
whether it was actually a point of order.
Mr DAVIS: Further to the point of order—
The PRESIDENT: Mr Davis, can I just rule. Mr O’Donohue, I did indicate to Mr Melhem that
was not a point of order. Mr Davis, have you got a further point of order on a different issue?
Mr DAVIS: Just that indeed Mr Melhem, as per the judge’s ruling, ‘showed no contrition or regret’.
The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order. Mr Davis, regarding your last crack at the
question—we have all actually forgotten it—that is the one I was going to ask the minister to answer,
so could you ask that again?
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Mr DAVIS: I ask the minister: what integrity issues within his portfolio does Mr Melhem’s
behaviour raise?
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: It was close.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:09): Well, President, we all
have our view about our preference in relation to the form of Mr Davis’s question. Mr Davis is an
expert on somebody who has no contrition or no regrets. I have no doubt about that. That is one of
Mr Davis’s special skills, so I think that is an aspect that he may regret having some reference to in his
question.
The best form of Mr Davis’s question in relation to my responsibilities was the second-last form of his
question, and I agree with you that that was probably in the best shape to warrant an answer. First of
all, in terms of the variations of the question Mr Davis asked, the reason why it was not apposite to me
is that the decisions to be made about the contribution that Mr Melhem makes to the Australian Labor
Party are at the determination of the Australian Labor Party. In terms of participation within the
activities of the government, the Premier has already made it very clear today that Mr Melhem
continues to be a member of the government and that the consideration of the civil matters before the
court present no prohibition to Mr Melhem’s entitlement to either be a member of the Parliament or
be a member of the Labor Party within this place.
In relation to the question of whether Mr Melhem’s activities have been appropriately scrutinised by
the courts in the country and whether indeed there has been consideration of those matters in an
appropriate jurisdiction, Mr Melhem may have his view about the appropriateness of the jurisdiction
and the reference that was established by the federal government that led to these considerations, but
Mr Melhem is not in dispute of the matters that are in the findings of the Federal Court in this matter,
and neither am I. So in relation to the scrutiny that has been brought to bear in terms of Mr Melhem
being made to account under Australian law, under Victorian law, for these matters, that has already
been concluded.
Are there any particular matters that fall within the integrity bodies or considerations of agencies that
work within the Victorian government, whether they be IBAC or the Auditor-General or the
Ombudsman or other forms of accountability? Nothing within these matters has been drawn to my
attention that would warrant the consideration of any scrutiny of these matters by Victorian integrity
bodies. If they form that view themselves and want to pursue these matters, they are quite entitled to,
and if they see that these are matters relevant to their jurisdiction, I am certain they will form that view
and exercise their judgement accordingly. But nothing in these matters has been drawn to my attention
that would warrant any intervention by those agencies, or consideration, and justice has taken its course
in the proper forums of the jurisdictions within Australia.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:12): Mr Melhem has admitted
he did not act in good faith. In that circumstance will you sack him as Acting President and from his
roles on the Environment and Planning Committee and the Electoral Matters Committee?
The PRESIDENT: I am not going to ask the minister to respond to that supplementary question.
The issue of whether Mr Melhem is an Acting President is not an issue for the government or the
Leader of the Government whatsoever. The issue of Mr Melhem being a committee chair is a matter
for a committee. So I think we will leave that one at that.
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GREATER DANDENONG CITY COUNCIL
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:13): My question is for the Minister for Local
Government, Mr Somyurek, and it concerns allegations of corruption in the City of Greater
Dandenong. Recently we have seen allegations of criminal behaviour by council officers in relation to
the closure of catering company I Cook Foods. A whistleblower, Ms Kim Rogerson, who worked as
an environmental health officer at the council, has provided a sworn statement explaining how council
officers illegally manufactured evidence in order to close I Cook Foods down and that this was known
by managers at the City of Greater Dandenong. Given these serious allegations of corruption and
criminality, my question to the minister is: what steps have you taken to address this scandal at the
City of Greater Dandenong?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:14): I would like to thank the member for her question. On the substance of this
issue, being the closing down of the business, Ms Mikakos has previously answered questions with
regard to that. I understand your question is a little bit different. Your question relates to allegations of
inappropriate behaviour; you used a pretty strong term. My understanding of this issue is that the CEO
referred the matter to IBAC. IBAC had a look at it and then referred it to the Ombudsman. The
Ombudsman then did an investigation and found that there was nothing to see, I guess, and gave it the
all clear. My understanding, again from media reports, is that the aggrieved party, let us just say, is
appealing that decision.
What we have got in this state is a robust council integrity framework, and in this instance the council
has gone to the right body, to IBAC, because there is a conflict of interest, or at least a perceived
conflict of interest, in council being seen to be trying to investigate this particular issue with the nature
of the allegations as they are. IBAC, being a key integrity body, referred the matter to the Ombudsman.
The Ombudsman is a trusted and key part of the integrity framework in this state.
We have not received any recommendations or any findings from any of those integrity bodies. If we
had and there was something for us to do and it was relevant to my area of jurisdiction, we certainly
would have given that very, very serious consideration. Any recommendation or any finding coming
from the integrity bodies of this state, I can assure you, this government will give very serious
consideration to. I have also read reports that the company involved was going to lodge other court
proceedings. Defamation was one. At this stage there is nothing I can do, because it has gone to the
integrity bodies, and the integrity bodies have not made any recommendations or any findings.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:17): Thank you, Minister, for your response. Given it
is expected in the coming weeks that Victoria Police will charge key council staff with the planting of
evidence—a slug—and other crimes, will the minister consider suspending the City of Greater
Dandenong council until he can be sure that any corruption has been eradicated?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:17): I will not be pre-empting what the police are going to do. The way I make
decisions as a minister of the Crown is that I rely on expert advice, I rely on the weight of evidence
and, most importantly, I rely on the notion of natural justice, so I will not be suspending the council or
anyone else associated with the council at this stage. And I do not have the power to suspend
individuals on council, by the way. Let us just wait for the result of the police investigation, and then
we can see what steps need to be taken after that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: REGIONAL HEALTH INFRASTRUCTURE FUND
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:18): Today I rise to update the house on the Andrews Labor government’s landmark Regional
Health Infrastructure Fund, the largest fund of its kind in Victoria’s history. Earlier this month the
Premier launched the latest round of the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund at the opening of the
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Ballarat and District Aboriginal Cooperative Medical and Regional Health Hub, which received
$6 million from this fund.
The Andrews Labor government has invested $350 million in the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund
since it was established in 2016, including $100 million in this year’s state budget, so that Victorians
living in regional Victoria can get access to the health care they need closer to home. This dwarfs the
previous Liberal-National government’s Rural Capital Support Fund, which was a measly $56 million.
Over the past three years the fund has supported 284 projects across regional Victoria, creating more
than 430 construction jobs along the way. Just some of the projects funded include $2.3 million for
Mildura Base Hospital for the expansion of the intensive care unit, $2.6 million for Swan Hill hospital
to establish subacute services, $9.3 million for Warragul hospital for a new short-stay unit and new
operating theatre, $9.9 million for Cobaw Community Health for a new health community access hub
and $11 million for Warrnambool hospital for capital planning, a refurbished operating theatre
complex and medical equipment.
Health services can apply by 16 December for grants for construction and refurbishment projects,
technology upgrades and state-of-the-art medical and engineering equipment. The Andrews Labor
government knows how important local health services are to local communities. This is just one of
the projects that we have funded as part of the Labor government’s massive $3.8 billion pipeline of
hospital projects to ensure patients get the very best care when they need it most. Since coming into
office, we have committed $7 billion in health infrastructure across Victoria, delivering the largest
health build program in Victorian history.
WORKPLACE MANSLAUGHTER
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:20): My question is to the
Minister for Small Business. Minister, have you discussed the government’s industrial manslaughter
proposals with any small business organisations, groups or peak bodies? If so, which ones? If not, why
not?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:20): I would like to thank the member for his question. In my duties as Minister
for Small Business and Minister for Local Government, I am constantly engaging both with the small
business sector and with the local government sector. In terms of the small business sector, yes, this
has been raised with me before. I have spoken to various people about this, but I am not going to
divulge personal conversations I have had with any stakeholders.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:21): So, Minister, do these
groups that you have spoken to or you have discussed it with or raised these matters with you support
the government’s proposals or not?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:21): Look, the people that I have spoken to with respect to this issue from the
small business sector understand what the intent of the government’s legislation is. They understand
that workers going to work ought to come back home alive and in one piece. I think there is a great
deal of understanding in the small business community. I do not know why you are trying to
characterise the small business sector as being somehow heartless and not interested in people’s
welfare, but I can tell you the leaders of the small business sector are in fact very sensitive to the needs
and to the welfare of workers—people that actually help their small businesses make profits.
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:22): My question is for the Minister for
Agriculture. The abrupt statewide ban on native timber logging will have many undesirable effects in
regional Victoria. However, the government has claimed it will reduce the amount of greenhouse gases
in the atmosphere by 1.7 million tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent each year for 25 years, the
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equivalent of taking 730 000 cars off the road annually. My understanding is that the science behind
greenhouse gas emissions in forestry is quite complex, and in certain areas logging is actually carbon
negative as the carbon in the trees is sequestered in products and then new growth absorbs more carbon
dioxide. My question is: how was this research conducted to lead to the figures in this claim?
The PRESIDENT: I do not think there is an anticipation issue there—a potential anticipation issue
of the next motion under general business under Ms Bath. The concern I have—and a point of order
was raised with me yesterday too—is that I believe the responsibility to answer this question would
be with the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change rather than the Minister for
Agriculture. Mr Limbrick, you are guaranteed an answer. If that is directed to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, my crystal ball tells me that Minister Symes will direct that to the
minister and you will get a written response in two days. Rather than just strike it out, are you
comfortable with just directing it to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change via the
Leader of the Government?
Mr LIMBRICK: If that is acceptable, then yes.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:24): Thank you, President,
for redirecting Mr Limbrick’s question, and thank you, Mr Limbrick, for agreeing to that, because I
think ultimately in terms of satisfying your answer that the minister who has responsibility in relation
to carbon accounting and forestry matters in this regard is the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change.
You are quite correct that carbon accounting is a very complicated activity in terms of a science that
is increasingly practised around the world, so it is not as if it is a completely novel science and novel
accounting, but it is complex. So you are quite right that there are swings and roundabouts in the
positive and negative effects in forestry activity both in terms of what is sequestered and what is
associated with regrowth and the depletion of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases in the
environment. The government is confident in the figures that have been derived. In fact we believe
they are conservative estimates. But, nonetheless, I am certain that the minister will be able to provide
you with an outline of the method that was associated with ascertaining that carbon accounting
outcome that you described, which is a net reduction in greenhouse gas emissions as a consequence
of the forestry policy.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:26): I thank the minister for his answer. Due to
this redirection I am not sure about my supplementary, but I will try it anyway. Some businesses
specialise in large-cut native timber for use in benchtops, furniture and rustic-look architecture. This
includes the use of red gum and sugar gum trees and requires large-diameter trees not acquirable
through short-cycle plantations. So my supplementary question is: what will be done to ensure that
there is the continued supply of these products, if anything at all?
The PRESIDENT: Yes, Mr Limbrick, unfortunately—
Mr LIMBRICK: That did not survive the redirection.
The PRESIDENT: Yes, thank you. The Leader of the Government will get you a written response
from the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change for your first question.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: GOLD EXPLORATION
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:27): I am very happy to be able to outline to the house a fantastic
opportunity to create even more regional jobs through initiatives from the resources portfolio.
Victoria’s wealth was built on gold, and the industry remains integral to creating more prosperity for
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our state. I was pleased to release for tender up to 1500 square kilometres of land to the east and northeast of Bendigo for precious metal exploration.
I am particularly pleased to have ensured that for the first time ever we have engagement with
traditional owners, who will be part of the Victorian government’s evaluation process and selection
criteria for prospective companies. It is my clear expectation that industry will partner with traditional
owners as part of any exploration program in the north-central Victorian goldfields area. Where
Indigenous culture is strong, there are more positive outcomes for Indigenous communities, and
through mining we have an opportunity to do so much good in this space, and I am very excited to see
where this will lead.
Dja Dja Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation group chief executive Rodney Carter said:
The mining industry and its investors now understand the value of social licence …
We support the government’s commitment to deliver industry best practice for the benefit of all Victorians.

I would also like to note that the tender also places an emphasis on explorers forming relationships
with regional communities throughout the exploration process. If these areas are approved to become
mines in the future, there is potential for hundreds of new mining jobs in the Bendigo region. We have
already seen hundreds of jobs created at Bendigo’s most lucrative mine, Fosterville, and any new mine
development would certainly create employment opportunities for local residents and potentially for
those who are living interstate being able to come home.
I know there is already considerable interest in this area, and there will be a terrific response given that
the prospectivity of the ground on offer is world-class. The Geological Survey of Victoria estimates
that only half of the gold that may exist in Victoria has been found over the past 169 years, putting this
state in prime position for a second gold rush.
BARWON HEALTH
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:29): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, on 27 August this year your office told the Geelong Indy, and I quote, there has been
‘absolutely no reduction in funding for acute admitted activity’ at Barwon Health. The statement of
priorities released last week shows a 5.82 per cent cut to acute admitted funding, a cut of $20.5 million.
Minister, why did you lie to Victorians?
The PRESIDENT: Do you want to ask the question again without ‘lie’?
Ms CROZIER: I am very happy to. I ask the minister: why did you mislead Victorians?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:29): I thank the member for her question, because what she has asserted on a number of occasions
is entirely incorrect. I will not use the same colourful language that Ms Crozier has in her question,
but I absolutely reject, categorically, her continued assertions that we have made cuts to our health
services, because as I have pointed out on many occasions now, we have in fact put in record funding
to our hospitals. There is $2.5 billion more to run our hospitals this year, and that represents almost
40 per cent more funding for our hospitals compared to the last coalition budget. So we are in fact
making the investment that is necessary.
In terms of Barwon Health and the claims that Ms Crozier continues to make, I can advise the house
that Barwon Health for the 2019–20 financial year will receive $578.7 million. That compares to
$552.8 million in the previous financial year. That is a $25.8 million funding increase—so more
funding than was the case in the previous financial year. Now, I have explained to the member—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS: Do you want an answer or not? You do this every time.
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Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, my question was very specific. It related to the acute
admitted funding. So I ask that the minister stop trying to divert from the very serious issue of this
funding cut and come back to the specifics of what I asked.
The PRESIDENT: I actually listened to the minister. I thought she was quite responsive to the
question, and I think from an interjection she is about to come to a certain part of the question.
Ms MIKAKOS: Well, Ms Crozier, you may not like my answers, but I think your questions are
pretty ordinary. I can advise you that this year commonwealth reporting rules require that amounts
which had been classified as ‘acute admitted’ in the 2018–19 financial year have to be classified
differently. These are commonwealth rules—your mates up in Canberra. This is because many
hospitals have been funded to provide wraparound care to acute patients as an alternative funding
model to activity-based funding. In 2018–19 the acute admitted allocation was $355 million, and in
2019–20 the acute admitted allocation was $333 million, but a new category was inserted into the
funding tables—as I have explained to you before—of other public hospital programs, and Barwon
Health received $37.1 million under that category. If you add those amounts together, you will see that
the total was therefore $370 million, significantly more than it had been in the previous years.
Maybe I need to draw this all up for you or write it out with some crayons. If you add up the amount
for acute admitted with the other public hospital programs, you will see that the total is in fact more
than last year. So I reject—absolutely reject—the assertion that you have made. You have got it wrong,
wrong, wrong and wrong again.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:33): As I said, she continually diverts from the very
significant cuts to the acute admitted funding. Minister, Barwon Health has been hit—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Minister, stop screeching. I have got a question for you. Minister, Barwon Health
has been hit by cyber attacks, which are still months away from being fixed.
Members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER: You might scoff at this, but it is extremely important. The hospitals—
Ms Mikakos: On a point of order, President, the member asked me a question about the
classification of funding around acute admitted, a very specific question in her initial question. She is
now seeking to ask about an unrelated matter in the supplementary that goes to cyber funding. The
supplementary is completely unrelated to the first question and therefore should be ruled out of order.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: I ask Ms Crozier to ask her supplementary before I rule on the minister’s point
of order, and I ask both sides to allow me to hear the contributions, as they help me make these rulings.
Ms CROZIER: Minister, Barwon Health has been hit by cyber attacks, which are still months
away from being fixed, and the hospital has been plagued with other problems. Patient data is still
being communicated by doctors, nurses and allied health professionals from their own electronic
devices, yet you and your government have signed off on multiple millions of dollars worth of cuts to
the hospital’s core activity. With these cuts to a major regional health network, with your record of
mismanagement, how can any patients have faith that these cuts will not impact on their ability to
receive treatment and care?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:36): I know the member is very nervous about the leadership rumblings that are afoot on the other
side, but this is certainly no way to shore up her position. This is certainly no way. The supplementary
was completely unrelated to the first matter.
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Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, again I say the minister is diverting from this very
serious issue. Would you just ask the minister to answer my question.
The PRESIDENT: Minister, I know you disputed there were any cuts in your substantive answer,
but in saying that, the supplementary is relevant to the substantive question as it did refer to cuts, so I
ask you to come to the crux of the supplementary, please.
Ms MIKAKOS: I will be very succinct, President. What Ms Crozier is asserting are total porkies.
They are total porkies. I have spoken about the situation at Barwon Health before. I commend the
staff, who have been doing outstanding work to continue to provide clinical care to their patients in
challenging circumstances. We have provided $46 million of dedicated funding for IT upgrades and
cybersecurity measures, something that those opposite failed to do when they were in charge. In fact
Barwon Health has received more than $2.6 million of additional funding as a result of the
department’s clinical technology refresh program. So there is additional funding that health services
have received to address cybersecurity issues. There have been no cuts to Barwon Health.
1080 POISON
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12:38): My question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the other place. Soon the Andrews government will make a
decision on whether to renew Victoria’s 1080 aerial baiting licence for another five years. 1080 is an
incredibly cruel super-toxin, which puts protected and threatened species at risk, including the spottailed quoll, dingoes and other native wildlife. It also causes secondary poisoning in domestic dogs
and other animals. There is no antidote, leaving families to watch their dogs and cats slowly die in
immense pain in front of them if it is accidentally ingested. 1080 has been declared a national security
risk by the Australian government. It poses great risks to human health and is banned in most other
countries. It is clear there is no sensible reason to continue the use of 1080 in Victoria, including by
aerial dropping. Will the minister stop the drop and ensure Victoria’s 1080 aerial baiting licence is not
renewed?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:39): Mr Meddick, I know,
has asked a question about these matters before, and he also is reasonably familiar with the decisionmaking process, I believe, within government that means my colleague the Minister for Agriculture
has an important role to play in this determination as well as the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. So without blurring or confusing the lines of responsibility in relation to the
review and the application of the use of 1080 in Victoria, I will take it that you are expressing a concern
on behalf of environmental values, species protection and safety, which would be a concern of my
colleague the minister for environment, and I will ask her for a response.
Earlier this year I remember there was commentary in the chamber and the community echoing
concerns that you have raised in relation to the use of 1080 but also on the basis of advice, whether it
be from the RSPCA or other agencies, in relation to reviewing whether there is any viable alternative
to the use of 1080. I note this is not necessarily a subject matter that provides universal support within
the community. The government is aware of that matter. We are actively reviewing, as is incumbent
on us, the appropriate application and use of 1080. That decision I am certain will be made by my
colleague in the appropriate time frame, and I will allow them to clarify that matter at a certain point
in time.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: FARM LEASES
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:41): I am pleased to update the house on my recent ministerial determination to
exempt farm leases from the Retail Leases Act 2003. The Retail Leases Act 2003 is an important part
of legislation and one of the many legacies of the Bracks Labor government. Unfortunately a recent
decision by VCAT caused uncertainty as it broadened the definition of ‘retail premises’, which led to
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the potential application of the legislation to farming properties. This was clearly contrary to
Parliament’s initial intent. As a result of consultation with stakeholders, including the Victorian
Farmers Federation, I have acted to exempt farming properties from the act. This will ensure that the
act continues to operate as originally intended and Victorian farmers will not be subject to needless
red tape. I would like to thank all those from the small business and farming communities who worked
together with my office to bring this matter to a successful conclusion.
HEALTH SERVICES CYBERSECURITY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:42): My question is again to the Minister for Health.
Minister, Portland district hospital has been concerned for months about its cybersecurity and is one
of the regional hospitals that was affected by the very serious cyber attacks that occurred on or around
1 October. The health informatics director of Portland district hospital, Ms Claire Holt, is reported as
saying, and I quote:
After seeing the VAGO report we made recommendation to the Department of Health that we needed
financial assistance to ensure our systems were adequate, and they hadn’t been forthcoming at that time.

Minister, why was that request from Portland district hospital on such a serious issue and one that had
been highlighted by the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO) denied by your department?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:42): I thank the member for her question. Clearly she was not listening very carefully in terms of
the response I just gave to the previous question. As I explained to the house—and I have done this
now on a number of occasions—we have recently experienced very challenging circumstances. This
is in fact an international issue, with hospitals affected in the US as well as Canada at about the same
time as the experience in Victoria.
In fact we have taken action. There has been considerable action that has been taken way in advance
of the VAGO report being tabled in this chamber. In fact, if you look at the VAGO report, the report
does acknowledge that the Department of Health and Human Services has in fact done very good work
around these issues, and there has been a lot of work that has been underway both before that report
and since. This is why our government established the health services cybersecurity program in DHHS
to support our health services back in 2016, and my department and health services together are
progressing the recommendations contained in that report. Many recommendations will be completed
in coming months, but there are significant investments that we have been making to address specific
vulnerability management, as well as cyber awareness training such as phishing simulation training.
Obviously there is a lot of work that is occurring both by health services themselves and by my
department in terms of a systemic approach.
The point that I would make to the member again is to explain to her that our government has in fact
invested $46 million in dedicated funding for these issues, replacing aged and at-risk technology in
our health services and making direct cybersecurity investments. In addition to this, of course, we are
providing funding for health services and we are providing more funding for health services in a
broader sense, which is intended to capture the full breadth of activity that they undertake. Portland
was funded $29.8 million this financial year. That is $6 million more than in your last budget, and they
have received a funding increase every year of our government. We are providing the support that our
health services need.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:46): I note that the minister completely failed to
answer my question, so I ask: isn’t it a fact that Barwon Health also requested additional financial
assistance from your government prior to the cyber attacks occurring but was also denied any financial
assistance?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:46): I am just flabbergasted by this question. I am flabbergasted because I gave the member the
answer in response to her previous supplementary question. She clearly has got no interest in listening
to any of my answers. So why even bother, Ms Crozier? Why even bother standing up? I said to you
in answering your earlier supplementary question that Barwon Health received $2.6 million. I actually
said that 5 or 10 minutes ago. Hello, is anyone home?
GOLD ROYALTY
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:47): My question is to the Minister for Resources. In the
2019–20 state budget the government announced a 2.75 per cent gold royalty which comes into effect
on 1 January 2020. Western Victoria houses an extremely competitive and innovative mining industry.
However, larger mines, such as the Ballarat goldmine, are concerned that a 2.75 per cent royalty could
potentially delay investment decisions and result in job losses. While Victorian miners understand that
gold is a resource owned collectively by Victorians and mines, mines such as the Ballarat goldmine
are concerned that the royalty has to be paid even in years when a mine operates at a loss. Is the
minister able to provide any insight into whether the government is considering removing the
requirement for the gold royalty to be paid even when the mine operates at an annual loss?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:48): I thank you, Mr Grimley, for your question in relation to the gold
royalty that, as you have indicated, will come into effect next year. This is a decision that is a
responsible decision from a government that recognises that minerals under the earth are owned by
the people of the state and it is only fair that they receive a return on those when others are digging
them up for profit. This royalty only kicks in when gold production is above 2500 ounces, so to suggest
that a company that is not profitable would be paying a royalty is incorrect. If you look at the current
gold rate, gold is $2127 per ounce at the moment, so to get above the 2500 ounces you are going to be
bringing in an income of about $5.3 million before the royalty even impacts on you.
We have been in regular contact with the industry about the rollout of the royalty. We are not revisiting
that. It will come into effect. That is not something that we are prepared to move on. But what we have
said to industry is that we are always looking for opportunities to partner with them in relation to
activation of exploration and ways to encourage people to enter the industry. I think your question is
quite timely given that my ministers statement today was in relation to the land release in the Bendigo
area. There are four parcels of land that are going to be released for tender, and I have information that
there is a lot of interest there. If the gold royalty was going to be a deterrent, I do not think we would
see interest in those parcels of land.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:49): Thank you, Minister, for your response. I shall relay
that back to the mine. I fear that you may have already addressed this briefly in your substantive
answer. However, can you indicate if the royalty might be able to be gradually phased in and
progressively indexed to fluctuating gold prices or annual turnover so that any negative impacts on
jobs or regional mines are minimised?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:50): Thank you, Mr Grimley, for your supplementary. I guess, in short,
no, there will be no entertainment of a phase-in. But those conversations are ongoing, and I am
working with the minerals councils and all mines on initiatives to help their businesses run smoothly,
attract workers and attract overseas investment and the like. We are working with the industry to make
sure that it is vibrant and sustainable. But the gold tax is something that Victorians deserve, and we
will not be altering that policy.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: CYCLING INFRASTRUCTURE
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:50): The weekend before last I had the great pleasure of joining
Melbourne’s Lord Mayor, Sally Capp; Craig Richards, the chief executive of the Bicycle Network;
and Robyn Seymour, head of Road Safety Victoria, just around the corner at the intersection of
Lansdowne and Albert streets. We were there to announce the construction of Victoria’s first protected
intersection. This is another new and innovative way to make our roads safer for cyclists.
The protected intersection at Lansdowne and Albert streets in East Melbourne will feature a
continuous and separated path for cyclists as they approach, move through and then leave the
intersection. Kerb islands on each corner of the intersection will provide protection for cyclists from
passing vehicles as they wait to turn right. Traffic lights will be adjusted to provide priority to cyclists
and pedestrians, giving them a head start on motor vehicles. There will be coloured bicycle lanes—
quite bright green, vivid ones—and improved line marking to improve visibility and safety.
Further upgrades across the CBD include a protected bicycle lane at the Albert and Gisborne streets
intersection, a separated cycling lane on Albert Street between Gisborne and Lansdowne streets and a
separate cycling lane on Lansdowne Street between Victoria Parade and Albert Street. There will also
be wider footpaths and signal improvements at the Lansdowne Street and Victoria Parade intersection
and a raised platform at the St Andrews Place and Macarthur Street intersection. Works on these are
expected to be completed by the middle of 2020.
More than 1 million Victorians ride a bike each week. Sadly cyclists are 34 times more likely to be
seriously injured than someone in a car and four and a half times more likely to lose their life if they
are involved in a crash. Cyclists competing with cars and trucks can be dangerous, and that is why we
are investing in these important safety upgrades. This project and many more have been possible and
are possible because we are investing heavily in active transport safety. A $100 million Safer Cyclists
and Pedestrians Fund is also delivering projects from Morwell to Traralgon, a number of walking and
cycling connections across Ballarat and many others.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:53): I want to thank the Leader of the Government, who is going to get
written responses from the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change for the questions
from both Mr Meddick and Mr Limbrick.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, my question to the minister on the Portland district
hospital funding was not answered by the minister at all in an appropriate manner, I suggest, and I
would ask that she provide a written answer to that.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Ms Crozier. The minister did give a lot of detail, but I am actually
very happy to review it and get back to you on that.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:54): My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and relates to the need to upgrade Bendigo-Tennyson Road. Tragically 233 people have lost their lives
on Victorian roads in 2019, and sadly this number will grow before the end of the year. Shockingly,
156 people have died on regional Victorian roads, an increase of more than 50 per cent on the same
time last year. In the Bendigo local government area six people have lost their lives this year, and a
further 32 collisions have seen people hospitalised with various injuries. The Bendigo Advertiser
recently highlighted the poor condition of many roads around the Bendigo region, and the BendigoTennyson Road was nominated as one of the most deteriorated roads in the district. The minister must
acknowledge that the poor condition of country roads such as the Bendigo-Tennyson Road is likely a
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contributing factor in many serious collisions that occur in regional areas. Will the minister give a
commitment to provide funding to complete a badly needed upgrade of the Bendigo-Tennyson Road
from the Midland Highway to Tennyson?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (12:55): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Public Transport. The question I ask is: can the minister update me on the rollout of new Myki touchon machines, particularly on the Sandringham line, one of the train lines that runs through Southern
Metropolitan Region? The next-generation Myki readers scan cards instantly, minimising potential
delays at the station gates, particularly during peak times. I have seen these new, faster Myki readers
at a number of stations across the network and was out to inspect new readers at Hawksburn station a
few weeks ago. With so many people using the rail network to get to work and study in the mornings
and evenings, these quick touch-on machines would make a real difference for commuters. Can the
minister please update me on the progress of the rollout of these new machines and if any of these
machines are scheduled to be installed at railway stations along the Sandringham line in the near future?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:56): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Planning. Last month the government finalised its compulsory acquisition of land at 16–20 Dumbarton
Street, Reservoir, for its inclusionary housing pilot. Along with concerns that this pilot would likely
involve privatising the majority of the site and deliver very little affordable housing, this site has never
been developed and is a rare native grassland home to multiple threatened flora species. The current
Darebin council and the local community have consistently opposed development at this reserve, and
the council has offered to help the government find an alternative site for the proposed housing
development. But the government has proceeded with the acquisition and is now preparing to sell the
site to a developer for private housing as well as social. Minister, will you work with the council to
protect the native grasses on the site and find an alternative location for the housing pilot?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:56): My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I have been approached by constituents deeply aggrieved by the lack of parking at Keilor
Plains railway station. They inform me it is a total waste of time trying to find a parking spot at the
station any time after 7.00 am and quite often well before. One constituent tells me she has given up
taking the train and now drives to the city every day because of what she describes as the ‘hopeless
situation’ with parking at Keilor Plains station. It is difficult to believe she is the only one who finds
herself in this situation. Minister, what are you doing to increase parking at Keilor Plains railway
station, if anything?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:57): My constituency question is to the Minister for Mental
Health. Last month I met with the CEO of Hope Bereavement Care based in Geelong. Hope is a notfor-profit organisation that provides support for parents, grandparents and families grieving the death
of a loved one. It supports those trying to make sense of the loss of brothers or sisters and assists people
dealing with the death of their life partners, family and friends, and anybody coping with the suicide
of a loved one. Additional support is also provided for extended family members, friends, work
colleagues, school communities and emergency service personnel. Hope started to evolve in 1985 after
concerns about the lack of support services for families following the death of a child. Each year they
provide this support to more than 250 families. Presently no government support is received, and they
run on a shoestring budget. I have been told that without significant financial help Hope will in fact
have no hope and cease to exist by April next year. My question is: would the minister be open to
meeting with Hope’s CEO, Salli Hickford, to discuss the prospects of government assistance, grants
or future funding opportunities?
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SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:58): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Health, and it relates to the issues concerning breast density notification and the potential for
misdiagnosis of breast cancer. I met with a constituent of mine, Robyn, who resides in Bentleigh and
is currently being treated by Monash Health. Robyn’s concerns with the detection of breast cancer for
women with higher breast density levels include that when they have mammograms and not an
ultrasound there is a variance in their breast density in those mammograms, and it makes it incredibly
difficult for them to be accurately informed about whether they have breast cancer or not due to the
different diagnostic procedures. While there are detection shortcomings in Victoria, BreastScreen WA
already advises women of their breast density levels, has put in place a register and provides
ultrasounds to detect cancerous growths, which is quite different from BreastScreen here in Victoria.
So I ask the minister: could she provide further information as to why BreastScreen Victoria does not
provide a register and ultrasound service such as what is in place with BreastScreen WA?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:59): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. What will the minister do to make sure that the
second-hand dealer industry is regulated without undue hassle and cost? My constituents have
expressed concern about new fee structures for second-hand dealers. They believe that these will
pressure smaller pawnbrokers, dealers and junkyards to close and push businesses who trade small
amounts of used goods out of the market. I also spoke with many smaller second-hand dealers across
the state, including two in the electorate of the minister. All reported undue difficulty in establishing
and maintaining registration and that the regulator was very confrontational. Many previously worked
in other regulated industries and found these regulators easier to work with. Others had been in the
business for decades and described the regulator as becoming more difficult to work with over time.
Most suggested that regulation and procedures were being tailored to the advantage of larger operators.
All were scared of being singled out by the regulator and bullied. What will the minister do to make
sure that this market is regulated without undue hassle and cost?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (13:00): My question is for the Minister for Education. It is
well and good that the state government is providing funding for three-year-old kindergarten and some
capital grants for buildings and facilities, but the question remains: is the government going to provide
the recurrent expenditure needed to operate and maintain these facilities on an ongoing basis? Rural
municipalities like Buloke in Western Victoria Region already suffer from cost shifting by the state
government. Unlike metropolitan councils, they do not have parking fees, fines, housing density rates
and pet registration revenues to offset their ever-increasing expenses. My question to the minister is:
will ratepayers have to foot the bill for power, waste and ongoing maintenance of these premises, or
will the government meet the total cost of three-year-old kindergarten and not just the ribbon-cutting
component?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (13:01): My question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. It relates to the mounting concerns about the now extreme rating
of fuel loads in Victoria’s east central fire zone, covering many towns in my electorate. It also relates
to the government’s reluctance to publicly release fuel load data and maps for the rest of northern
Victoria. Among those growing concerns I include the Howitt Society’s recent comments that ‘fuel
loads are off the scale’. That is particularly in towns like Kinglake and Flowerdale, so terribly affected
by the events of Black Saturday. I ask: what is currently being done to reduce the fuel loads in the east
central fire zone and indeed in any other part of northern Victoria where the extreme ratings now
apply?
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SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:02): My constituency
question is for the Minister for Education in the other place. It concerns school zoning, specifically
McKinnon Secondary College zoning. The matter has been raised with me by Jimmy Janash. He has
a son who is seeking schooling there. It is the closest school to his house, but he is outside the boundary.
He is a resident of Ormond. I note that the government recently changed the boundaries of a number
of schools around the state—some in the metropolitan area, some in the country and some in my
electorate too. I am asking him: is this a case where the boundaries that have changed have impacted
negatively on Mr Janash and his son?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (13:03): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Health. Has data been collected, reviewed and acted upon regarding the health of my community living
in the region of the West Footscray factory fire 12 months ago, especially as more than 30 of the
attending firefighters remain unwell? The symptoms suffered include persistent headaches, vertigo,
memory loss, pneumonia, coughing up blood and constant nosebleeds. A persistent and disturbing
metallic taste has also been reported by officers in a command bus a kilometre away. These brave
individuals wore protective equipment. Those living nearby were told to stay indoors and close the
windows. With the announcement that further chemicals have been stored on the site, my constituents
would like to know: what is being done to ensure their health and wellbeing, as a matter of urgency?
Sitting suspended 1.04 pm until 2.07 pm.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Just before we commence I would like to acknowledge a former
member in the gallery, Mr Eideh; welcome back.
Motions
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:08): I move:
That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government for sacrificing the livelihood of thousands of
Victorians and their families through the closure of the native timber industry and notes:
(1) the government’s decision is politically motivated and driven by Labor’s reliance on Greens preferences;
(2) plantation timber cannot meet the needs of markets currently supplied by native hardwood timber by
2030;
(3) native timber production in Victoria is a sustainable and internationally accredited industry which
provides employment for up to 21 000 workers;
(4) closure of the industry will have a devastating impact on towns like Orbost, Heyfield, Powelltown,
Benalla and Corryong;
(5) Victoria’s timber industry harvests less than 0.04 per cent of the forest estate each year, or four out of
every 10 000 trees;
(6) the government’s decision to close the industry will increase the need to import timber that is not
harvested under the same strict environmental accreditations as in Victoria;
(7) the timber industry plays a vital role in bushfire preparedness and fighting bushfires;
(8) research from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change released in August 2019 which states,
‘A sustainable forest management strategy aimed at maintaining or increasing forest carbon stocks,
while producing an annual sustained yield of timber, fibre or energy from the forest, will generate the
largest sustained mitigation benefit’;
and calls on the government to stand up for Victorian workers and Victorian industry and rescind its decision
to close the native timber industry.

I move this motion today with a very heavy heart because we should not need to debate this motion at
all, but here we are. I rise today to debate this motion on behalf of my Liberal and Nationals colleagues,
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both here and also in the other place. A tidal wave of pain surged through country Victoria once Daniel
Andrews made his gut-wrenching announcement to shut down the native timber industry. Daniel
Andrews is shoving a very unpalatable sandwich down the throats of thousands of Victorians and
saying, ‘Chew on that’. He said only last week, ‘We will be providing much-needed certainty’ in his
media release—certainty to mental anguish and no pay for many.
Minister D’Ambrosio has been out celebrating with various members of her crew. There needs to be
a level of discernment about a ministerial role, and to celebrate when others are feeling great anguish
and pain is very unfortunate indeed. Minister Symes was on ABC radio stating clearly, ‘Nobody has
to lose their jobs until 2024’. This is at best naive and at worst misleading. Only yesterday I was
contacted by a distraught manufacturer who manufactures new equipment and sells its specifically to
the targeted market of native timber harvesting. He said that his markets will just dry up overnight as
nobody is going to invest in multithousand-dollar equipment when there is no future past 2024.
My motion speaks to a number of points, stating:
That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government for sacrificing the livelihood of thousands of
Victorians and their families through the closure of the native timber industry and notes:
(1) the government’s decision is politically motivated and driven by Labor’s reliance on Greens
preferences …

This poorly managed and rushed announcement is a smokescreen to deflect Labor’s current woes.
Daniel Andrews’s ban on the sustainable—and I say that very strongly, sustainable—native timber
industry will cripple regional communities and destroy the livelihoods of thousands of families. Simply
put, regional communities are being sacrificed by this government. But make no mistake, people are
livid in rural Victoria, and there are people from the outer reaches of Melbourne who are livid as well.
I have had many calls, as I am sure other people in this place and the other place have had, in relation
to the distress of many in the industry. We have seen on various Facebook pages, including my own,
a commitment that this needs to be turned around, and also the various elements of the stress and how
it will reverberate through our community towns and certainly small businesses as well.
There has often been multigenerational investment in this sustainable and highly regulated industry,
and the axe is unfairly swinging on it this week. There has been zero consultation. One of the main
attributes of this government that we have got to know over the last term and this term is that they do
not consult with the proper stakeholders. They may go off into the corner and talk to some that they
wish too, but they do not consult with, by and large, the major stakeholders.
The only consultation has been with Daniel Andrews and his inner circle, and our country communities
feel abandoned. This was not taken to an election. Make no mistake, we oppose this decision and we
will fight every step of the way, the Liberals and Nationals, on this decision. This is politically
motivated, and as I said, many good families will be feeling the pressure and pain of this for years to
come. But it is also those downstream jobs—the impact on the local bakery and the supermarket, the
motor mechanic and the supplier, the plumber and further downstream the hairdresser and eventually
schools and the local GP and the farmer. This is collateral damage of the greatest proportion.
Employment in this industry also includes value-adding roles. There are nearly 10 000 people who
work in the manufacture of high-end furniture and those indirect jobs will also be at risk. On Sunday,
8 November, the CFMMEU secretary, Michael O’Connor, stated that this was, and I quote:
… an “embarrassing, motley, half-baked, rag-tagged, mishmash of talking points”—

in relation to this decision. He went on to say:
The government’s ham-fisted handling of this issue has sent a chill down the spine of not only timber workers
but every blue-collar worker in the state …

That is from the Herald Sun.
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My second point goes to the fact that timber plantation cannot meet the needs in the current markets
that are supplied by the hardwood fraternity by 2030. Daniel Andrews’s transition is a sham. Let me
be clear: I am not against plantation, and this is not a debate of plantation over native. Victoria needs
both. HVP Plantations have been successfully managing their softwood and hardwood plantations for
decades in Gippsland, and this government recently put their rent up, reclaimed the Crown land and
now has the audacity to say that this is new plantation timber where HVP once had it. This is a sham.
Some native species can be grown in plantations, but they take a minimum of 40 years to mature. Also,
they can never replicate the quality of that hardwood native timber that is grown in our state forests. It
may be available down the track, but 10 years, 2030, is no time at all under Labor’s plan.
In the last two years the government has made, and this is the biggest announcement I have ever heard
of, a weekly reannouncement of $110 million for plantation timber, but so far the government has only
planted 250 hectares on land that was already plantation land. Yesterday the Premier would not talk
about how many sawlogs would be available by 2030, and again today in the lower house he had no
answer for the Victorian people and refused to answer. Minister Symes on radio recently said:
We’ve got 11 years until we’re no longer harvesting native timber. We’ve got a long time to get an outcome
where we are relying on just plantations.

That is a quote from ABC Radio. The fact is it takes 10 to 15 years to grow hardwood in plantations
to maturity for just pulpwood. It takes a minimum of 40 years to grow hardwood for sawlogs. Native
timber has different properties and qualities to that plantation hardwood. Just last week in Queensland
Premier Palaszczuk came in and said, ‘Well, look, basically the hardwood plantation scheme has
failed’, and I quote her:
Some of those hardwood plantations didn’t work in the areas they were designated to …

They have had to go back to the drawing board on this one. In relation to our dear state, where is the
land going to go to for plantation timber? What about conflicting land uses and land prices? If
50 000 hectares were already plantable in the next decade, private enterprise, including the three
Victorian private industry owners, would already be doing so. We are going to give up good Victorian
agricultural land for trees when it is so unnecessary.
Native timber production in Victoria is sustainable, it is internationally accredited and it provides
employment for up to 21 000 workers. Since 2007 VicForests has been certified under the responsible
certification scheme to the Australian forestry standard, with its endorsement in terms of its largest
worldwide scheme, the Programme for the Endorsement of Forest Certification, and it is also Forest
Stewardship Council certified. Our practices are recognised worldwide as best practices. The native
forestry industry only looks at this regrowth—they only chop down regrowth. The whole idea of it is
that there are multiple harvests over a historical period. Replanting ensures that there is healthy and
vigorous regrowth over the decades.
In this place, and in the government’s vernacular and discussion around this issue and in the media,
we often hear the phrase ‘the last remaining strands of old-growth forest’. However, there are more
than 670 000 hectares of mapped old-growth forest in Victoria; 1939 regrowth is not old forest. The
overwhelming majority of Victoria’s old forest is protected in a permanent reserve system. What
Labor does is it fuels this definition of old growth and the misconceptions around it. Are their
misconceptions based on science or emotion?
If we go to the Leadbeater’s possum, which is often very much the discussion in this field, in
VicForests’ last count—and it was updated 12 months ago—there were 688 known Leadbeater’s
possum colonies protected in Victoria’s state forests. These are state forests, and they are in timber
coupes. That is colonies, so that equates to roughly 2000 actual animals. Again, I say they are in
protected coupes. There are more special protection zones going up all the time. But my concern is
this has not been updated for the last 12 months. They are keeping that information. The government
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needs to release VicForests’ research and to document its findings. The government also will not
release population numbers in national parks and reserves.
Last time I thought about this, I considered that whilst the Leadbeater’s possums are our emblem and
they are highly special and important to be protected, they honestly do not know the demarcation line
between a timber coupe and a national park or reserve. It is also noted and widely accepted that the
greatest threat to Leadbeater’s possums is large and out-of-control bushfires. It is also understood that
the forestry industry itself plays a vital role in mitigating those fires, keeping forestry tracks open and
deploying their equipment at a moment’s notice. I will speak more to that shortly.
After speaking with industry and those who both work and live in the forest and love the forest, this is
their commentary in relation to Leadbeater’s possums. Anecdotally they say that the non-government
organisations or the hired ecological scientists frequently discover Leadbeater’s possums at the access
or entry points to forest coupes. Once identified, that coupe is rendered inoperable as harvesters will
not and cannot cut through gullies and damage the tracks in the bush. Hence that timber allocation is
no longer available. This can be changed at the will of the government.
Part (4) of my motion is:
closure of the industry will have a devastating impact on towns like Orbost, Heyfield, Powelltown, Benalla
and Corryong …

and there are many, many others. In the most recent study, Deloitte Access Economics in 2017
indicated that in 2015–16 VicForests was estimated to have created a total value-add of $297.3 million
in Victoria. The study found VicForests, its customers and its contractors generated $770 million in
revenue. If we look at the fabulous town of Orbost, that native timber industry contributes to 214 jobs,
or 11 per cent of local employment. It is the downstream, the offside, employment from that that is
key to the sustaining nature of what native timber does for Orbost. In Morwell the native timber
industry plays a significant role in employing people in over 1400 jobs, or 19 per cent of full-time
equivalent jobs. The Deloitte report also goes to the fact that if this was to be removed—if VicForests
was not to exist—over 10 years $5.2 billion would be removed from the Victorian system. There are
those indirect jobs that I have been talking about as well: butchers, teachers, police—no timber jobs,
no timber towns.
We have recently heard in this place about a Mr Walker and his sawmill in Corryong, which is a major
contributor to his town, with more than $1 million injected into the economy. He contributed a letter
that the minister had written in relation to that. We heard of his concerns around that and that he can
no longer get a bank loan in relation to that. Also Arbuthnot Sawmills are very key in their community
and sponsor lots of sporting clubs and groups. Fenning Timbers in Orbost recently won an award for
the way that they have contributed to the economy and their community. Indeed, a concerned member
of my electorate, a lady, wrote to me:
Loggers lose their jobs.
Grader drivers lose their jobs.
Truck drivers lose their jobs.
Sawmillers lose their jobs.
Admin staff lose their jobs.
Families leave town to look for work, taking kids with them.
Teachers lose their jobs.
Bus drivers lose their jobs.
Pubs close, and staff lose their jobs.

That was from Donna Murphy. Brett Robin, who is a long-term, multigenerational timber harvester,
sent me this—and it is quite sobering:
There will be suicides. No-one wants to come out and say it but you cannot rip apart someone’s livelihood,
towns and communities and think that everyone can just get on with it. This is life destroying.
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I have pages and pages of those sorts of comments. But what does the government say? Minister
Symes has said in the past, ‘I will always stand up for my home town of Benalla—I put people before
politics’. Isn’t it a shame that before Minister Symes became the Minister for Agriculture she said that,
but now she has sold out the industry in Benalla. The Ryan & McNulty timber mill in Benalla is one
of the town’s major employers. In 2016—
Ms Symes interjected.
Ms BATH: Oh, they don’t matter. Is that what you’re saying? In a press release in 2016, spruiking
her visit to McNulty’s, Ms Symes said the forestry industry is key to securing sustainable economic
growth in the region. That is a quote. She said it is a key employer and that much of the money it
generates stays in the local community. She must acknowledge that this decision by this government
will strip jobs and investment from Benalla, something that she vowed would never happen.
Point (5) of my motion is:
Victoria’s timber industry harvests less than 0.04 per cent of the forest estate each year, or four out of every
10 000 trees …

Let us look at some facts. Victoria has 7.8 million hectares of forests. This includes 4.74 million
hectares of native forest protected in national parks and conservation reserves—and so they should be.
Also, of that harvested percentage, 3500 hectares or less of the forest estate will be harvested annually
and trees will be replanted and regenerated. That is the key: they are replanted and regenerated once
that harvest is completed. In percentage terms 94 per cent is locked away for good in national parks
and reserves or is unsuitable. So in percentage terms, only 0.04 per cent is harvested annually and
replanted.
It is very frustrating that you often hear the media talk about a rush to get to the last timber. I think this
just highlights the fact that there are so many misconceptions out there and that the media seems to
quite often report that. That just is not going to happen, and it just shows how the system is
misunderstood and this government feeds these misconceptions.
Point (6) is that:
the government’s decision to close the industry will increase the need to import timber that is not harvested
under the same strict environmental accreditations as in Victoria.

In contrast, about 80 per cent of the world’s timber-producing forests are not certified and are at high
risk of illegal logging, poor working conditions and contributing to deforestation, as they are not
regenerated. Demand for hardwood products will not diminish from the fact that this government is
putting through this ridiculous policy. Indeed what will happen will be that there will be more product
coming in from the Asia-Pacific, which does not have our same stringent and strict requirements.
China is a major importer of timber, but in China timber comes in and it is repackaged. It is from
multiple and mixed, we will say, sources making traceability almost impossible. As a result, large
quantities of timber from developing countries will come in to us through China.
Point (7) is that the timber industry does play a vital role in fire preparedness and fire mitigation
measures. We have seen this, including last Christmas and through summertime. The haulage and
harvesting contractors are the only experienced first responders to use harvesting equipment such as
the bulldozers, excavators, skidders and harvesters to create those firebreaks and remove dangerous
trees, saving nearby properties, towns and ultimately lives. Last week I spoke to various harvesting
contractors and I looked at the skidder that was actually used to clear the road during the Bunyip fires
to get firefighters out of a very perilous situation. It is indeed a fact that at the start of 2019 forestry
contractors spent over 60 working days using 20 pieces of forestry equipment applied in these
specialised areas. This cannot be replaced by civil contractors. They do not have the expertise or the
understanding.
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Point (8) of my motion today looks at the International Panel on Climate Change, and it is worth
putting on record:
research from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change released in August 2019 which states, ‘A
sustainable forest management strategy aimed at maintaining or increasing forest carbon stocks, while
producing an annual sustained yield of timber, fibre or energy from the forest, will generate the largest
sustained mitigation benefit’ …

This is achieved by storing carbon in wood products which both minimises carbon losses from bushfire
and produces renewable and low-emission materials. And we also note that carbon, once it is in the
timber and in the table, is sequestered there. Planet Ark goes to the point—and Planet Ark is a very
respected entity—that:
Timber is the only major building material that helps tackle climate change.

I am quoting directly from Planet Ark:
… the production and processing of wood uses much less energy—called embodied energy—than most other
building materials, giving wood products a significantly lower carbon footprint.

It also says:
… science tells us that trees are only really effective at carbon capturing during the growth stages and phases.

It is really important that we understand that our native timber industry—with its Forest Stewardship
Council and Responsible Wood certifications—is so incredibly important.
In relation to other points, only this week—today—I received notice from the East Gippsland shire
that they put up a motion last night asking the Premier to rescind the decision to close the native timber
industry on the basis that he did not provide any rationale or basis for the move. It came without
background and with no substance, and the East Gippsland Shire Council feels it is unfair and that
10 years is unreasonable and unethical.
I could keep talking on this matter for a very long time. There is a lot to be said. Others will paint the
picture that it is too complex, that there have been fires and there is not the availability of timber. If
there is a will from the government, this would be a sustainable industry. This is the rhetoric of Daniel
Andrews—to shut this down, cause pain within our communities, cause pain right across Victoria and
put it on that plantation timber is going to be the cure-all. It can be part of the picture, but in a 10-year
period it will not take up the slack, it will not provide those jobs, it will not provide the timber for our
markets and it will not create the solution. In reference to this motion, Labor should be backing a
sustainable timber industry. I commend the motion to the house.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (14:32): I rise today to address the motion being moved by Ms Bath
in relation to the native timber industry. I think that what we need to do in the course of this particular
debate and the discussion that will take place over the next nine years is to talk in clear terms, with
facts at the heart of this conversation, about the reality of the availability of timber within our state that
is able to be harvested, processed and used; the risks which present themselves to the ongoing viability
of the industry; and the very real challenges already being faced by communities who have
experienced a downturn in available supply in a pretty dramatic fashion in recent decades and which
have necessitated repeated trips to Parliament in relation to timber allocations and the release of
resources on a semi regular basis.
We have here an industry which has been uncertain for a very, very long time, and this is due to a
range of factors. It is due to the reduction in available 1939 regrowth throughout the state. It is due to
external factors, such as drought and bushfire which have significantly reduced the availability of
native forest timber for harvesting. In very real terms in the last decade we have seen a 50 per cent
reduction in the availability of log volume because of those factors. When we add to that the greater
environmental protections which apply—including those buffer zones which were introduced by
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Ms Bath’s National colleagues in the Baillieu-Napthine government and which increase the need for
an area of up to 12 hectares to protect identified colonies of Leadbeater’s possums—what we see is
that the constellation of things that has occurred has reduced the reality of available timber. For us to
ignore this situation or to do nothing would in fact not be providing communities with the level of
certainty and the horizon on investment for plantation that they deserve.
I know firsthand the identity that sits within so many of our timber towns, which do go back
generations; I agree with Ms Bath in that particular regard. I agree with so many people in the public
discussion since the announcement by the Premier, and also as it relates back to the issues around the
Heyfield timber mill, that the timber work, the haulage and the work that goes on in and around our
coupes, in and around the small rural towns, is something which sits in the identity and the DNA of
people from regional Victoria. There is an enormous degree of pride that there is history and that there
are stories. When you go to places like the Victorian Timber Workers Memorial in Heyfield, you see
that far too often, far too tragically, the same surnames appear in the list of those who have lost their
lives in the course of contributing to this major industry in the state’s history.
What we do know when we compare and contrast the history of what we have seen around the heyday
of timber production, using old growth and using 1939 regrowth, is that timber towns themselves have
experienced a drastic decline in availability of stock, that that is already having a significant downward
effect on the availability of cash flow throughout those towns and that there is that uncertainty in
relation to plantation timber. I will take you back to Ms Bath’s comment about plantation timber and
about the 250 hectares that has been planted already in the Yallourn North and Maryvale area, talking
about how this was land previously used by HVP. Now, that is correct, but by the same token once
you harvest those trees and you do not renew that lease, it is no longer a timber plantation. It literally
defies expectation and belief that Ms Bath would be seeking to come in here and to say that open areas
of land with no trees on them are existing plantations. It is simply not the case.
What we have seen is $110 million in investment throughout the 2017–18 budget, and what we have
seen more recently is a commitment to assist further in the transition by developing 50 000 hectares
of plantation growth to meet our needs into the future. That creates a very real basis upon which to
provide certainty. This is not just for those workers at Australian Paper, whose employer has been
very, very supportive of the transition away from native timber and towards plantation wood use for
its various purposes, but what we also see is the importance of having a conversation about engaging
with communities, about having the really tough conversation about the fact that the world has
changed from those eras and those generations that spent many weeks, often months, in coupes
selecting, harvesting and removing large trees from within those areas.
We did not have then what we have now in relation to significant and dramatic environmental and
climatic events. We did not have what we have now in relation to Minister Sussan Ley’s
reconfirmation that the Leadbeater’s possum remains a critically endangered species. In that regard I
would note that in fact the federal minister has been very clear about the need to reaffirm the
Leadbeater’s possum as a critically endangered species. What we did not have then that we have now
is an exploding population which relies upon consistently good quality wood product for structural
and other purposes.
This is where it is really important to set a couple of additional facts on the table for discussion when
we talk about this issue, because 84 per cent of the timber volume that is currently used in the state of
Victoria comes from plantation already—84 per cent. These are statistics which are uncomfortable
and difficult for some opposite to talk about. They were uncomfortable and difficult for the member
for Murray Plains—he used to be the Leader of The Nationals until they lost party status—when in
saying on ABC radio in relation to the Heyfield timber mill that when Michael O’Brien refused to
indemnify the Heyfield mill for a drop in volume over its forward period, in fact Clinton Tilley, CEO
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of the Hermal Group, made it clear that he thought the then Leader of The Nationals, now the member
for Murray Plains, allowed, and I quote:
… a contract to be signed with us and then did not sign the indemnity at the close of government, despite
promises, undertakings and gentlemen’s handshakes … That man, Peter Walsh—do not vote him back in,
voters. He is the biggest liar you will ever come across and will lie and lie.

One of the interesting things about this is that—
Members interjecting.
Ms SHING: Sorry, Deputy President, will you cut them off and get them to be quiet? Thanks.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Ms Shing, I was distracted talking to Mr Melhem, but I am capable
of directing the debate myself.
Ms Symes: On a point of order, I just ask for some equity in the chamber. I open my mouth and I
get jumped on by the person in the chair—
Members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: As I said, Ms Symes, I was distracted by talking to Mr Melhem,
but I will.
Ms SHING: What we do know is that the member for Murray Plains has been called a liar by the
CEO of the Hermal Group in relation to the timber allocation. What we do know is that the current
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly refused to sign an indemnity in relation to the contract that
Mr Walsh said he had entered into with the Hermal Group as it relates to Heyfield.
In particular I note that Mr Clinton Tilley in fact talked to a parliamentary inquiry that was chaired by
none other than Mr Bernie Finn and indicated that the indemnity clause in the Mr Walsh’s contract—
the member for Murray Plains—would have resulted in taxpayer compensation if timber volumes ever
changed. The quote from his evidence is:
… if there was a change of policy and the resource was locked up for a change of policy reason, then the mill
would be compensated for future earnings.
…
… It was in excess of $100 million today.

We see that the current Leader of the Opposition, in refusing to sign off on that indemnity, obviously
had some understanding and some foresight about the lack of available timber because he was at odds
with the member for Murray Plains in refusing to actually honour that agreement.
What we see is that we have had a parliamentary inquiry, chaired by Mr Finn, as I just indicated earlier,
that recommended, amongst other things, in the report:
That the Victorian Government work with VicForests and the Forest Industry Taskforce to establish an
industry transition plan focusing on use of plantation timber. The plan should include provisions for
supporting innovative industry players. It should also include consideration for how current forestry
dependent communities can be actively supported through any transition plans.

These are not my words; these are Mr Finn’s words. These are the words from the Chair’s report of
the 2017 Legislative Council committee inquiry into VicForests.
Members interjecting.
Ms SHING: All of a sudden Mr Finn perhaps does not quite like the words he came up with in
2017 when he was the chair who signed off on that foreword in the report of the parliamentary inquiry
into VicForests.
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What we see here now is that people are only too quick to try to walk away from what they said
previously in relation to this issue. Now what we have is an attempt at revisionist history from those
opposite, who are in a position to engage in a political debate based on three-word slogans that do not
actually attempt to provide any position other than what Ms Bath has said about the Libs and the Nats
opposing this decision. If that is the position to put on the record, if that is what the Liberals and the
Nationals are saying—that they oppose the end of native timber logging in Victoria, that they oppose
a transition plan along the lines which the Andrews government has put, that they oppose the record
investment into plantation timber, that they oppose a greater glider protection plan and that they oppose
a consultative committee comprising unions, industry, workers, towns, local governments and industry
specialists—if that is your position as the coalition, that you oppose all of those things, then you need
to make it very, very clear to Victorians that this is indeed what you are saying, because it is at odds
with what Mr Finn said when he was the chair of the committee. It is also at odds with what a former
member of this chamber, Mr Ramsay, said on 5 September 2018 when in relation to the Forests (Wood
Pulp Agreement) Repeal Bill 2018 he said:
… I have never seen a Greens policy about investment in on-farm forestry. There is a distinct lack of
investment or commitment to invest on farm. Farmers are actually willing co-sharers or partners of farming
land to invest in trees, not only for commercial reasons but for diversity and environmental reasons as well,
yet I have yet to see a policy from either the Greens or Labor in respect to encouraging on-farm forestry. So
there are plenty of opportunities for the enthusiasm which is around that far side of the chamber to be able to
invest in and support some private forestry operations, which hopefully will be profitable not only for those
that are providing the land but also for the environment and the communities at large.

That is a quote from the member who formerly sat exactly where you are sitting, Ms Bath. He then
said further, on 13 December 2017, in relation to the great forest national park:
We do need to support private land forestry. I have been a strong advocate for providing the tools and
mechanisms to allow farmers, particularly landholders, to invest in farm forestry so we can take some of the
pressure off some of our public lands.

In relation to the re-elected government in Canberra, the Morrison government made an election
commitment to:
… work with industry and farming groups to develop a Farm Forestry Strategy. The aim is to transform farm
forestry as a commercial, timber-supplying enterprise by investigating aggregation tools, data needs, mapping
and business models and navigating the challenges of changing land use.

Finally, Tony Pasin, MP, the federal Liberal member for Barker, on 9 May 2019, in a media release
around creating a stronger forestry sector, said, and I quote:
Farm forestry has the potential to provide additional revenue from timber and carbon storage. Other benefits
include bundling forestry and landscape services, supporting animal husbandry and lowering erosion and
water evaporation.

Now, when we contrast that with what Ms Bath has said here today, you would think that the sole
member of the National Party—not a party any longer, but the sole member for Eastern Victoria
Region who is a member of The Nationals—is in fact on her own. Again, to quote her colleagues in
Canberra, as it relates to 1 billion trees for jobs and growth, there is a particular proposal from the
Morrison government which has attracted money—it is not very much money; it is only $20 million
over four years from Canberra—to actually work alongside states to develop a volume of 1 billion
plantation trees on the basis that they provide a very real input to meeting the needs of our wood stock
now and into the future.
Making sure also that we meet the demand, the allocation that we have made to plantation timber is
also about meeting structural needs. I have listened to and heard a number of comments in this place
and the other place, in particular comments by Ms Ryan in the other place, who sought to infer that in
fact structural timber comes only from hardwood and that this will in fact mean that there is a problem
in being able to build housing stock. Well, again, to create misinformation with facts here, most
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generally softwood is in fact the type of wood that goes into structural buildings. So we need to make
sure that we are talking about the same wood here. We also need to make sure that when we are talking
about the best use of wood we understand that making pallets from mountain ash is not in fact the best
use of a product which others laud as being suitable for internal and visible cabinetry and other
fittings—staircases and the like.
It is extraordinary that we cannot see our way through this particular discussion when we are faced
with worsening climatic conditions, worsening availability of stock and previous harvesting prior to
maturation of trees—which, when they are in situ and doing well, reduce soil erosion, reduce salinity,
encourage water capture and make sure that environments and ecosystems have a stable basis upon
which to thrive—and that we cannot be having a mature conversation which is about a lead-in time
that involves a consultation, that involves these difficult conversations.
When Ms Bath stands up and says that there has been zero consultation on this particular
announcement, what she fails to do is understand that the consultative committee was part of this
announcement and that the long lead time which was explicitly set out in this announcement that there
would be no reduction prior to 2024, whereupon a scale-down will occur between 2024 and 2030, is
precisely about enabling that conversation, which needs to be done carefully and which needs to be
done thoroughly and respectfully to assist communities to diversify, to upskill, to retool and to embrace
technology in whatever that means for the processing of pulp and paper or otherwise. But we need to,
throughout this conversation, have the very highest regard for those people who will be affected, and
that includes not peddling misinformation and not scaremongering and not engaging in cheap political
pointscoring.
This is about making sure that, while we invest to provide certainty for Australian Paper to 2050, while
we invest in planting those 50 000 hectares of plantation timber and while we invest in making sure
that there are innovation, business transition and worker support schemes being put in place, we do
this in a way that communities need and a way that communities will derive benefit from. This is about
a tough conversation, and it has been too long that we have had governments repeatedly put their heads
in the sand on this particular issue. When we saw thousands and thousands of hectares of forest and
of available log volume being reduced to ash in the course of major bushfires, we had opportunities
and we did not take them. It is on us, not just this government, not just the previous government. It is
on numerous governments to make good and to have those long-term conversations, which are about
leaning into the problem.
Government is not all about good news and ribbon cutting. Government is not all about selfcongratulation and chest thumping. It is not all about rhetoric and the work that happens in this
chamber to try to take down a member on the opposite benches. Government is about facing the
significant challenges that will persist and continue long after we as individual members have ceased
to be here. The work we do now matters. That is why it is so important that in fact we are having these
conversations and endeavouring to do so with the right level of resourcing that underpins and sits
behind the announcement made by the Minister for Agriculture and the Premier last week.
The way in which the industry will evolve is dependent upon close, productive and good-faith
partnerships between the government, peak bodies, industry, employers, workers, their representatives
and their communities to understand what is required—whether that is in skills and training programs,
whether that is in infrastructure, whether that is in support—to understand the environmental impacts
and the desires of people around Victoria to open up land for better and different use, the way in which
it is crucial and vital that in order to enhance our firefighting effort there should and ought properly be
conversations about the way in which we make road access better, the way in which we encourage
public access and public use to be enhanced, and the way in which we make sure that the commitment
to plantation timber is done in a way that it survives any particular government of any particular colour.
We need to make sure that, unlike what Ms Bath has said today about the Liberals and The Nationals
opposing this plan, there is a commitment to continue the work toward plantation timber, because if
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the Morrison government can talk about 1 billion trees being a crucial part of developing a plantation
inventory, and if Minister Sussan Ley can talk about how there is no alternative but to reconfirm that
the Leadbeater’s possum is critically endangered, and if we cannot continue to grow the percentage of
plantation timber upon which we rely beyond the current 84 per cent, then we are not doing the right
thing by those communities who will already, in whispered tones and often quietly—and often after
there is no official representative in a room—talk about how everybody knows that there is a problem
with the long-term future of the industry unless something changes. I have heard some of the most
ardent critics of reform to forestry and logging policy admit that in fact the 1939 regrowth was never
going to last forever. If we add in one major fire, and if we add in a few more years of drought, it is
too late to come back to this point in time and say, ‘Well, in hindsight we should have done something
differently’.
We have at this particular point in time an opportunity, an opportunity for a respectful, detailed,
disciplined and good-faith conversation that results in the right sort of budget investment, the right sort
of support, the right sort of engagement across all levels of government to take account of this resource
and to preserve it. We have an opportunity to do the right thing, and it is a hard thing—it is a brutally
hard thing. I have stood in front of hundreds of people who have been affected by changes to timber
allocations over the years, and I have seen and I have felt their rage and their anguish. That rage and
that anguish has been directed to governments of all persuasions. That rage and that anguish, as I
indicated earlier, was as much directed towards the Baillieu-Napthine governments and the then
Leader of The Nationals as anybody else. That is the lack of certainty that goes right to the heart of
these communities and the feelings that they have of being left, abandoned, disregarded. This
announcement seeks to find a balanced way through what otherwise might seem to be an impossibly
difficult issue. We must continue to provide timber volume for a range of different purposes.
We must continue to take account of and meet our environmental obligations that exist through state
and federal legislation and regulation. We must continue to invest in the history, in the skills, in the
training and in the local pride of those many communities, including those communities in the region
of eastern Victoria. They deserve nothing less, but they also deserve more than being told every few
years that there might just be enough for another timber allocation but there is no guarantee of certainty
beyond that time.
This is no easy conversation to have, but it is a necessary one, and it should take place in a way that
sits beyond the sort of rhetoric that we hear when people punch out a quick, keyboard warrior-style
missive on Facebook. This has to be about people being able to air their grievances about the history
of this industry, about the uncertainty that has plagued this industry and about where we go to from
here. I am under no illusions that this is going to be a very, very tough conversation to have and that
the only way that communities, that workers, that unions, that industry will have confidence the
government—whichever government may be in power—will stay the course is if we meet and engage
and listen and consistently deliver on those long-term improvements that are such a vital part of
building community as our population grows.
We owe it to more than this chamber and to more than the processes associated with who says what
on Twitter to talk about how we progress the issue of transition in a way that goes beyond simply a
pre-election pledge. We owe it to people who will be affected in the same way that we owe it to other
industries in transition—and there are a number of them throughout eastern Victoria—to consistently
engage and deliver and to adopt a principle of discipline around being shoulder to shoulder with these
communities, including and especially through the times that are most difficult.
I look forward to those conversations which will take place far away from this place. I look forward
to hearing exactly what it is that communities need now that there is the certainty of the time frames
of 2024 for an allocation which then reduces native logging down to zero in 2030. I look forward to
continuing to work with Australian Paper as they transition. I look forward to the work going on with
VicForests, which is keenly anticipating further conversations about how they too transition. I look
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forward to working alongside local organisations and stakeholders to find out what it is that they need.
And I am under no illusions about the fact that in those conversations people will be angry. They will
be anguished. There will be a lot of rage, and quite rightly so, because for generations there has been
a lack of certainty, and that uncertainty culminates in responses which deserve to be heard.
We owe it to those communities to do the right thing, notwithstanding the fact that the right thing in
this instance is a very difficult thing indeed. On that basis and for all of the reasons that I have outlined
in responding to Ms Bath’s motion, we want to make sure that we do this in the best possible way and
with the guidance and the leadership that all Victorians deserve—from those who consume the product
to those who make it, to those who process it and to those who collect log volume from our existing
supply.
Let us continue these conversations in a respectful way, and let us continue to do so in a way which
affords people access to accurate and truthful information rather than the sort of hyperbole that we
have heard today. It has suited some people to have a narrative which is immediately or diametrically
opposed to what the Liberals and The Nationals are saying today. I hope that they will upon reflection
look to what they, their colleagues, their predecessors and their counterparts in Canberra have said on
the issue and work alongside the government to make this transition work in a way— (Time expired)
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (15:02): It actually appals me to be standing up here today to
be talking on this. It appals me because it has happened. When I came to Victoria all those years ago,
I understood that the Labor Party was the party for the workers. What are we seeing here? I have
seen—I mean, I understand it is not the government’s doing—the power station at Hazelwood go
under, I have seen that one of the Loy Yangs is slated to be shut down and no-one is proposing any
replacement for that yet, hoping that solar and wind will do it. And I emphasise the hoping. I just
cannot believe that this has come out of nowhere and it is going to create so many unemployed people
in a region that is really just reeling from another blow.
I have said it publicly before, and I will say it again: I think this is the greening of Labor. I think Labor
have started to look within the ring-road; they need to start looking without the ring-road. Their base
was blue-collar workers and it should be blue-collar workers, and doing stuff like this is just appealing
to the inner-city, latte-sipping, chardonnay-swilling Brunswick greenies. And, frankly, if they are not
careful, I think the Labor Party might see itself slowly disappear up its own you-know-what. I think it
really needs to have a bit of a look at itself and have a rather large look at what it stands for. I think
allowing people to have chardonnay and lattes is not important as jobs, because frankly, I travel out
into the electorate, and a lot of these places are doing it hard. Ironically half of my electorate is in flood
and the other half is in severe drought, but the problems are still the same. It is just so hard in a regional
area, let alone if you are a farmer, to make a living. And now, by 2030, we are going to see the end of
an industry.
Plantation timber is all good and proper. I think by 2030 they are going to phase it out. There is
plantation timber ready to go. It is a thirty-year-old timber, most likely. Thirty-year-old timber as a
hardwood is barely ready to go. If you look at where we do the native timber harvesting at the moment,
you will see that it is around about 80 years. The reason it is 80 years—imagine a pie graph that is
divided around so that every year a certain amount is taken, and then in 80 years you get back to the
same area. Obviously you do not just clear-fell and bugger off. You plant it and you manage it and
you look after it. I actually saw an experiment where they did not manage it, and it was no good, but
where they did manage it, it was great.
This is a sustainable industry and a sustainable lifeline for the region, but whilst this is the current
government’s issue, the irony for me, when I look at one of the reasons it has managed to do this,
which is that the native timber that is available has reduced to a point where it is no longer worth the
while, is that they are using something that the coalition government put in, which is the exclusion
zone around those possums. I highly doubt that back in the day they expected it to be wielded like a
crayon at a child’s kindergarten, but 12 hectares per possum has all of a sudden taken over half of the
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available bush, so of course if you keep on putting in exclusion zones, the availability goes down. It is
so self-fulfilling; I am surprised they did not see it was inevitable. I actually look forward to a
commitment from the coalition to undo this, because there are two elections between now and 2030,
and we would like to hope that at least for their sake they manage to pull off a win somewhere along
the line and fix this. It is within their power if they do.
The wood we get from Victoria is of the highest quality. With the Greens and the government
overseeing it, quite critically, what that actually means is we are getting top-quality hardwood, in an
environmentally sustainable way, and this is something we are not going to get from overseas wood,
from places like Indonesia and so on. Quite often you see memes on Facebook about orangutans being
burnt out, pushed out—whatever. When we get our merbau and whatever else it might be that we take
from South-East Asia—most likely from there—their standards are not the same as ours. It is a
different country. It is within their rules. We cannot start to whinge about global warming if we are
contributing to it by not getting our wood in a sustainable way. Other countries just do not do this. It
is there to be seen. I do not get a lot of this.
The government has obviously sent some conflicting messages about this. They have saved one mill
in Heywood to save jobs, which I commend. There are all sorts of issues with details, but I commend
the idea. But now it wants all mills gone basically by 2030 unless you are using plantation timber, and
as I said, there is going to be a problem with the plantation timber. It is just not of the same quality. I
had it explained to me at a visit to a sawmill as to why plantation timber and natural wild timber are
not the same. It is to do with natural selection. In a plantation, basically, within reason, every tree lives,
even the ones with knots in them, even the ones they do not want, even the ones that would probably
be sickly and not make it in the wild, but in the wild only the strongest survive. From that point of
view, you are getting higher quality timber, and when you do cut it down—and it is not a pleasant
thing to see where the timber has been harvested—and when it is managed, it is replanted. We will
not be here but in 80 years someone will be back there with a chainsaw cutting it down and planting
again for another 80 years. It is the natural cycle of things. As I said, I do not quite get why we are
here. This is sustainable.
I make this stupid comment from time to time, and I will make it again: wood does grow on trees.
Australian Paper (APM) are doing all right out of this, and again there are a lot of jobs saved there,
which is great. I cannot remember if it was 2015 or 2016, but I remember after visiting them I asked
the government about its photocopy paper, its printing paper. I understand that if the government, the
wider government, the bureaucracy and so on, were to use the 100 per cent recycled paper from APM
exclusively, the mill would more or less be able to go on that alone. I was told that we are using a
contractor who gets their paper from God knows where. Again, there is an opportunity for the
government to bring this in, to create jobs out of something it uses anyway.
I am aware there are a lot of people that want to speak, so I am going to move through. At this time it
is probably a good idea to bring up fire. The forestry contractors, as was mentioned, are the first ones
there in a fire with their heavy equipment. This heavy equipment is used to clear tracks if they are
blocked. This heavy equipment is used for all sorts of things. This heavy equipment will not be
available if there is no industry. Also, whether we like it or not, as they clear an area down, there is
less fuel to burn, and by keeping on top of it over an 80-year period they are making sure they do not
just get a whole lot of scrubby stuff that will just ignite into an inferno. This too will be gone. Then
frankly, basically, what does that leave? Does this mean the government is going to have to buy the
equipment from the mills? Is the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning going to now
entertain the idea of having to go in during bushfires? We have got some top-class firefighters from
DELWP, but are they now going to be learning how to drive bulldozers to help do firebreaks? It is just
insane.
The Leadbeater’s possum is the cause of one of the exclusion zones. The cruellest irony of this is that
the biggest threat to these little animals is bushfires, and we are now looking at making the threat of
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bushfires far above what it was. It is going to go up a scale like you would not believe, because we are
no longer going to be doing fuel reductions. So we are actually adding to the problem with these things.
It was only yesterday that I asked a question about the fire burning targets, and frankly, as I said, half
of the state will not be a problem, because we are trying to get rid of the water, but in the other half of
the state we are going to have—hopefully not, but we may have—big issues. I do hope I am wrong
and that we at least have another wet winter where we can do some fuel reduction.
I am just going to finish on this: I am going to finish on a note that this change signals a change in
public land management. One of the biggest reasons proposed for having national parks or more
national parks was to finish off the timber industry. The timber industry has now effectively been
finished, so it would be very interesting to look into the future to see how this goes. I support this
motion. I really hope the government does reconsider this. I doubt it, but if it does not reconsider this,
I want it to look its own workers in the face and tell them what they are going to do for a job post2030, and there are going to be a lot of other people before then that are going to be needing a job.
They are the main people that are going to be affected by this, not us.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:12): I am pleased to rise and support Ms Bath on her
excellent motion. I congratulate her on moving the motion and her advocacy in our combined
electorate for the timber industry, an advocacy which I support 100 per cent and have undertaken in
my own right as well. I think it is regrettable that Ms Shing, in a very deliberate strategy, on
Wednesday after Wednesday speaks for as much time as possible in her contribution, leaving
crossbench and opposition members with less time to speak on these important issues on the nongovernment business day. It is a clear strategy that she pursues every Wednesday to limit the amount
of time that opposition members and crossbench members have to speak. I think it is very regrettable
and it is very cynical.
This decision of the Andrews government confirms that cabinet is now controlled by the Greens, or
by the green elements of the Labor Party. With the departure of Mr Noonan and other sensible
ministers, it is clear that the cabinet has shifted very much to the left, and we have seen that with the
decisions that the government, through cabinet, has released this year, this being yet another silly,
incorrect decision of this government that sees the government shift further and further to the left.
This decision will mean the loss of jobs, more timber imports from overseas, more timber plantations
on productive farming land at a time when the population of the world is growing by 80 million people
a year and, as a previous speaker said, the loss of forest management skills. What does this mean in
reality? Well, it means for places in East Gippsland in my electorate—places like Orbost, places right
through eastern and Central Gippsland, through Heyfield and Maffra, through the Latrobe Valley,
through some towns in southern Gippsland—that there will be more shops closed, more young people
leaving as soon as they can from school to go to work or study opportunities in Melbourne and never
returning, and declining populations.
The sort of gobbledegook from the departmental speaking notes that Ms Shing was using about
retraining and collaboration and meetings will frankly mean nothing for someone who lives 5½ hours
from the Melbourne CBD where alternative job opportunities are virtually non-existent. When the
rural sector is suffering from a very serious drought, as East Gippsland is, all the workshops and getting
out of butcher’s paper and describing what you feel and what you are thinking and what you are going
to do is going to mean very little to those who have known nothing but an industry they love and
believe is sustainable—I agree with them; it is sustainable—and should have a long-term future.
Again, as other speakers have mentioned, the simple fact is we use more timber than we manufacture.
We need to have an honest conversation about the environment and being sustainable and our timber
use. Surely that should mean we manufacture and generate the timber that we need to sustain our
livelihoods. There have been more and more studies and analysis about the benefits of timber in carbon
sequestration and in the environment and the benefits of very high-standard timber harvesting, but all
that appears to count for nothing to the Andrews government.
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It is interesting—there was a VicForests video that was circulated during the Royal Melbourne Show
just a few weeks ago. It talked extensively about the work that VicForests do to ensure they select the
right trees from a product point, from an environmental perspective, for the long-term management of
the forest, and VicForests were saying their industry is absolutely sustainable. So the Andrews
government’s VicForests was saying just weeks ago that the native forest timber industry is sustainable
into the long term and that is how it is managed, but all of a sudden today we hear from Ms Shing. I
almost get the feeling from her that she welcomes this announcement, she is pleased this is happening
and she thinks it is overdue and the consequences for the communities and the workers seem to be just
a footnote.
I think of some recent fires where the water catchments were under threat, particularly around the
Thomson, and it was forest contractors that were in the area that stopped the jobs they were doing,
turned their dozers to the water catchments, created firebreaks and put their very heavy machinery,
that is so important, to use to save Melbourne’s water catchments. In 10 years time, in 15 years time,
if Daniel Andrews and the Labor government have their way, those people will not be there. That
industry will not exist, and, frankly, we would need to see a significant change for the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning to have the capacity to respond in the way that those forest
contractors have done so magnificently for so long.
I have been in this place as a member with the member for Narracan since 2006, and in that time I
have spent a lot of time with Mr Blackwood. He is a good friend of mine, and I have spent time with
him and with some of his former work colleagues, with Kennedy Trailers in Bairnsdale and a range
of other businesses associated with the timber industry. They are nothing but the best people. I respect
what they do, I respect their stewardship for their industry and their stewardship for the forest. Like
farmers, they understand that they need to have a sustainable industry and they need to have
sustainable work practices and approach the management of the forest in a sustainable way.
I see this decision from the Andrews government as nothing but cheap, rank politics that flies in the
face of the ever-evolving science, and I think it is a very regrettable decision for so many communities
in country Victoria and workers, particularly in eastern Victoria where the job opportunities are less
and people are so attached to this very important industry.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:20): I welcome the opportunity to speak to this motion.
Firstly I want to congratulate the government on recognising the need to transition out of native forest
logging in Victoria. The reality is we just cannot continue to log our native forests, not if we are to
protect our climate, fresh water and threatened creatures like the Leadbeater’s possum.
Despite the First Peoples of this land caring for and protecting the native forest for hundreds of
thousands of years, since invasion here in Victoria we have devastated these forests. For decades both
Labor and the coalition have actively destroyed our precious old forest, sending the Leadbeater’s
possum and greater glider to the brink of extinction, and now there is not much forest left to log. Why?
Mostly so that one company could make cheap copy paper. Nippon got handed a free pass to our
forests in the 1990s and have been woodchipping our forests and turning them into pulp ever since.
Many thousands of Victorians have campaigned for decades to protect our precious native forests.
Without those on the front lines of forest blockades, without the citizen scientists, without researchers,
without all the other campaigners from local groups to environmental NGOs, last week’s
announcement would not have been made. I wish to pay tribute to all their work, passion and
engagement and the pressure that they have applied which led to last week’s announcement.
I also want to acknowledge the work of my predecessors in this place, especially former leader of the
Victorian Greens Greg Barber and our current environment spokesperson in the other place, Ellen
Sandell, who collectively for over a decade have asked questions, demanded answers, made proposals
and developed plans for how Victoria could transition out of native forest logging. All that work in
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this Parliament, being the voice for the forests in here, has contributed to this welcome change of
direction by the government.
While point (1) of the motion is complete nonsense, the Greens are proud to have been part of the
movement campaigning for an end to native forest logging for decades. It demonstrates that our
presence in this Parliament leads to governments making good decisions for the Victorian community.
There is much in the government’s announcement last week that is welcome: protection of
90 000 hectares of old-growth forests and some greater glider habitat and other areas of important
forest, along with the very important transition package for workers and communities. The transition
is inevitable, not least because Victoria is running out of native forest to cut down, and when that is
the case it is the responsibility of government to manage a transition for affected communities. And
here the government is showing that such transitions can be planned and government can play a role,
something it will need to do again in relation to coal-fired power stations sooner rather than later.
Transition is difficult but necessary, so again I want to acknowledge the government for taking action
to transition out of native forest logging. They are receiving a lot of unwarranted criticism for this
difficult but necessary decision.
The announcement, however, was bittersweet. Ten years is too long to keep cutting down our native
forests. In fact it just keeps logging in line with the existing Forests (Wood Pulp Agreement) Act 1996
and allows for five years of logging at the current rate. As the ABC reported at the time of the
announcement, environmentalists will be horrified to know that in the coming five years, whatever
can be logged will be. The announced plan does not protect the habitat of the endangered Leadbeater’s
possum. We could easily see the end of the Leadbeater’s possum in the next decade. There are only
1500 of these precious, tiny creatures left. Logging will continue for a decade in Melbourne’s water
catchment, threatening our water supply and increasing the fire risk when we are already in a climate
emergency.
Since the announcement last week, environment groups have had the opportunity to take a closer look,
and there remains a number of questions and concerns about the announcement. It is becoming clear
that old-growth forests will continue to be logged. The government’s announcement is to protect
90 000 hectares of old-growth forest, but that is not all the old-growth forest left in Victoria. For
example, the Goongerah Environment Centre has noted that old-growth forest at Granite Mountain in
East Gippsland is not mapped as old growth but is being logged right now. This untouched forest has
never been logged and contains trees hundreds of years in age, but sadly the old-growth protection
plan will fail to prevent the destruction of this forest.
The plan for the greater glider protects some habitat but leaves other significant and better glider
habitat open to logging. As I alluded to before, the announcement leaves much of the Central
Highlands open to logging—the habitat of the Leadbeater’s possum—as well as important water
catchment areas.
I also understand, although details remain unclear, that plans will allow logging in areas currently
protected. So there are elements of this announcement that could be taking us backwards. Native forest
logging will continue to be managed by the government’s logging company, VicForests, which has
decades of culture in trashing our forests. They will not change overnight, so we will be keeping a
close eye on them and the rollout of the plan.
Furthermore, ongoing protection for our native forests remains unclear, but what has become clear
from today’s debate is that protections need to be embedded and secured from a change of government.
The government now needs to create more national parks to provide protection for these protected
areas into the future. We are hearing a lot of bluster from those opposite about this announcement, but
the fact is there are many more jobs in plantations, tourism and conservation than there are in native
forest logging. We actually already have plantations that we could use to make copy paper, but the
wood is being sent overseas. We could use it right here instead. As mentioned before, the vast majority
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of the native forest trees cut down are used for woodchips to make cheap copy paper. Other bits of
low-grade timber are used for pallets, and only a fraction is used for things such as furniture. The fact
is native timber is running out, and in a time of climate crisis it is an imperative to protect what is left.
The life-denying approach of those opposite is no longer tenable in 2019. We just cannot continue to
plunder the earth. We have heard today a pledge from those opposite that they will start the chainsaws
up, destroying our native forests, should they ever be returned to government. They have now issued
the challenge to all of us—those of us who care about making sure the planet is not completely and
utterly destroyed—to have forests left to provide critical habitats for our wildlife, clean air and fresh
water and to support our ecosystems. The challenge is to futureproof this decision from their vandalism
and destruction.
The transition from native forest logging to plantations is long overdue. The fight for Victoria’s native
forests is not over. We will continue to be there with First Peoples, forest campaigners and local groups
to protect what is left of our vital native forests.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:27): I stand today to support timber workers and their
families. It is amazing that there are many people here who claim to support workers but who do not
support them. According to the Victorian Association of Forest Industries, more than 1600 Victorian
jobs rely directly on logs harvested from native forests, including 70 to 80 jobs in my region of
Northern Victoria. I wonder how many people in this place have actually met a timber worker. Forestry
work is not just an honest living for thousands of people; it is a way of life. Forest workers are as bluecollar as you can get. If you ever shake the hand of one of them, you will know about it. They have
skin like leather and the grip of someone who does real work for a living. Some of them are thirdgeneration or fourth-generation—or more—forestry workers. Some of them have grandparents whose
interests were represented by former Prime Minister John Curtin, who started his career as state
secretary of Victoria’s Timber Workers’ Union.
I urge the Labor Party members, who sit at their leisure on these magnificent timber seats in this
chamber, to take a moment to look around at the work these people have done. You might notice the
beautiful timber or the carved woodwork in the chamber made of polished native cedar. On your way
back to your offices you might also notice the magnificent GoodWood Victorian Ash lining the halls.
You might notice the cabinets and the tables in your offices. In future timber of this nature will need
to be sourced from somewhere else, maybe from rainforests in Third World countries.
You should be ashamed. Banning a sustainable industry that has been carried out for 200 years trashes
the principles of the Labor Party. It betrays country Victorians and is an act of cultural vandalism. I
am pretty sure that some of you have never met timber workers, because you are telling us about the
fabulous opportunities they will have in ecotourism. What jobs exactly? How many timber workers
have you met who have any inclination to make soy lattes? Soon there will be no rural way of life for
anyone to see, or do you expect them to just stand around and provide a bit of local colour for people
on bus tours of rural poverty?
Timber workers have been living off the crumbs in recent years, being allowed to access only 0.1 per
cent of forests in the state while their industry has been nearly regulated to death. Liberal-National
governments also have done little or nothing to reverse the trend. It is particularly offensive to say that
there is nowhere for them to work when you have denied them access to 8 million hectares of forest,
and now even the rest is effectively being grown as kindling for bushfires. I would say that the
government is treating timber workers like animals, but that is not true. If the timber workers were
Leadbeater’s possums, you would not kick them out of the forest. Everyone here would be outraged
at the thought. But to you, country Victorians are not even as important as wildlife. So much for putting
people first. So much for your talk about the dignity of work. So much for those of you who pretend
to care about diversity. So much for governing for all Victorians.
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I urge regional Victorians to wake up to the fact that our way of life is under attack as the Andrews
government wages an undeclared war against primary industries. The government shows exactly the
same contempt for timber workers that it shows for miners and farmers. They have adopted a radical
green and animal activist agenda in the forests, and they are adopting a radical agenda for the rest of
regional Victoria. They were already shutting down tourism with their regional lockouts of public
land, closing down rock climbs, horse rides and car rallies. Make no mistake: there will be another
round of bans next year targeting the interests of working-class people—probably more lockouts of
public land, hunting bans and soon bans involving horse racing.
The Labor MPs in this place who are number two on their party tickets for the three country regions
should be a little worried about their jobs. I note the minister herself only scraped in at the last election.
If I were Mr Gepp, I would be making sure of my numbers for preselection for the first spot because
you are going to be bleeding votes in the regions. You will be bleeding votes in the regions. The party
of the workers—if we could harness the spinning of the great Labor Party figures of the past in their
graves, we could solve the state’s energy problems. I would be tempted to refer to those Labor
members who do not cross the floor or resign over this as useful idiots, but they are not really useful.
Premier Daniel Andrews says he has ended the uncertainty—what a disgusting way of telling
thousands of families that their lives have certainly been ruined, that their towns have certainly been
destroyed and that their children’s futures have been sacrificed for inner-city votes. I urge country
Victorians to provide certainty for their local Labor members by voting them out so we can see how
they go looking for real work.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15:32): I will be quick because we only have 6 minutes left
anyway. Daniel Andrews’ ban on Victoria’s sustainable forest industry will cripple regional
communities and destroy the livelihoods of thousands of families in Victoria. This is something that
they have been talking about for a while, because they were talking about this last August. But when
they actually put it forward last August to their cabinet it was a $500 million rescue package,
$340 million of which was going to go to Australian Paper mills and about $160 million to the rest of
the mills. It still was not enough, but it was a lot more than what they have got on the table now.
But the Labor Party got nervous prior to the state election. Dodgy Dan and his Labor mates got nervous
and they put this off until after the election. I will talk more about that package if I get time at the end.
But everything about this—
Mr Gepp: On a point of order, Acting President, there have been many occasions in this place
when members have been told to refer to members either in this place or in the other place correctly
by their titles rather than the cheap and nasty slur that was just flung across the chamber by Ms Lovell.
I would ask you, Acting President, to invite the member to withdraw.
Ms LOVELL: We know that Labor are keen for us not to talk about this, but this is a—
Mr Gepp: On a point of order—
Ms LOVELL: I withdrew.
Mr Gepp: No-one heard. I certainly did not hear the member withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Ms Lovell, if you could again for the record—
Ms LOVELL: I withdraw. We do know that Labor are very, very touchy about this, because this
is a plan that will destroy regional communities. It will cripple regional communities. It will destroy
the livelihoods of thousands of families, and Labor are very, very touchy about it. They did talk about
it last August. But I believe that this current plan, this one that they have put forward now, did not
even go to caucus. Ms Shing, Ms Garrett and Mr Gepp could confirm that they were not even
consulted about what is happening to their communities, and they allowed their communities to be
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sold out without even fighting for them. I would encourage Ms Shing, Ms Garrett, Mr Gepp and
Ms Symes to support the Liberal-Nationals’ motion.
Everything about this is misleading. Even the language about this announcement is misleading. The
term ‘old growth’ conjures up visions of 300-year-old trees in Tasmania. That is not what we harvest
in Victoria, because in Victoria we only harvest what we have already planted. Once that harvest is
completed, the trees are replanted and regenerated. Victoria actually has one of the most sustainable
timber industries in the world. Our timber harvesters have to meet extremely high certification and
accreditation requirements that are internationally recognised. Shutting down Victoria’s timber
industries and destroying Victorian jobs and communities will do nothing to stop the demand for
timber products. People will still demand timber products in their homes and businesses, but instead
of these products being made from Victorian timber which is harvested under strict regulations and
provides jobs and an industry in Victoria, these products will now be made from timber imported from
countries where they are still happy to rape rainforests and cut down trees with orangutans still attached
to them.
This decision will also hurt Victoria’s firefighting capacity because our timber harvesters provide
enormous support to the state through their machinery and their expertise in fighting fires and in
clearing firebreaks in this state. It is going to mean that when we have our next campaign fires there
will be a tremendous gap in our ability to fight those fires in this state. This decision is environmental
vandalism on behalf of the Labor Party, and it puts regional communities and regional families at risk.
As I have already said, this was a payback to the Greens by this government. The Andrews Labor
government is doing this for two reasons: one is to payback the Greens for their support in seats across
Victoria and the other is to try and win back inner-city seats like Brunswick and Melbourne that they
have already lost to the Greens. Labor have a problem, and now they are trying to out-green the Greens.
I believe that this plan is wrong. It will destroy jobs in regional Victoria. This is a stupid decision that
will drive up the cost of housing in Victoria and rip the heart out of regional communities, putting at
risk the future of local footy clubs, mechanics, bakeries, pubs and every other small business that
supports these workers. Labor should have come up with a plan that actually supported a sustainable
forest industry. We already have a sustainable forest industry that meets very high standards in this
state, and all Labor are doing with this particular plan that they have put forward now is short-changing
the industry on compensation while destroying jobs, destroying the livelihoods of many thousands of
families in regional Victoria and destroying whole communities in Victoria’s timber towns.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr

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

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

Noes, 23
Cumming, Dr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Motion negatived.

Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
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
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:45): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 195, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr BARTON:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:46): Lucky I was here. I was not planning to be here.
I am going to do some touting.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Thank you, Mr Finn. I will not be touting for your business at the airport. It would
depend on how your tipping is.
Today I rise to speak on Mr Barton’s private members bill in relation to touting. I want to commend
Mr Barton for bringing this bill to the house, or at least the issue to the attention of the house. Whilst
the government will not be supporting this bill in its current form, we are definitely pleased to say that
there have been some constructive discussions taking place between the government and Mr Barton
in relation to that very issue. There has been a very successful discussion with the minister in relation
to the particular issue. We are trying to get a fix to it. Hopefully we will get a fix to it and address that
issue. It is an issue which has become really alarming in recent times, where you get out of the airport
and you have your hire drivers, licensed ones—who actually work under licence—to pick up
passengers with a prebooked arrangement.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MELHEM: You have got the taxidrivers who actually stand on the rank, and they could be
waiting for hours.
Mr Gepp: On a point of order, Acting President, for the umpteenth time this year Mr Davis
continues to flout the standing orders of this place. He just seems to wander around the place and make
comment from wherever he is at any moment in time and act like he owns the joint. He should, if he
wants to make any comment, be placed in his seat. I would invite you again—the same thing we did
last sitting week, Acting President, when I think you were in the chair—to call Mr Davis to order and
suggest that he confines any remarks he may or may not have to when he is in his place.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Thank you for the performance review, Mr Gepp.
Mr Davis, could you interject only from your seat.
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: That is the very reason I think Mr Barton’s bill is very timely. That is touting. It
is illegal; it should be illegal. So if you want to pick up business and contribute to the debate, you
should be in your seat and then you can be recognised. If you want to pick up business from the
airport—
Members interjecting.
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Mr MELHEM: That is pretty good, Mr Davis. You are sounding like a galah. What is Mr Davis’s
title? He is like a budgie. He likes looking at himself in the mirror and saying, ‘Look at me. I can
mimic. I can mimic people’. You like the sound of your own voice, don’t you? Mate, don’t let your
abilities stand in the way of your—
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MELHEM: I think Mr Davis should withdraw and reflect on his comments.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Am I to take it that is a point of order, Mr Melhem?
Mr MELHEM: Yes, I ask him to withdraw.
Mr Davis: On the point of order, Acting President, it is a court finding that he has admitted to eight
breaches and been convicted of five matters, and indeed penalties of more than $20 000 have been
applied by a court of the land.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Mr Davis, that is great, thank you, but I would
rather you just withdraw it rather than debate it.
Mr Davis: But it is a fact, and it is actually on the court record.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Mr Davis, there is a word you used, I believe, that
is the crux of the matter.
Mr Davis: Oh, ‘corrupt’? I withdraw that.
Mr MELHEM: All right, move on. Chief Justice Davis! Thank God he is not on the bench.
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: I think they have given up. That is why he has been elected the leader. Going back
to the bill, it is a very important bill. I am talking about this bill and why it is important and should we
actually support it? Unfortunately the way the bill is drafted it could have unintended consequences,
so it would need to be redrafted. A commitment was given by the government to look at that very
issue and amend existing legislation to address that issue. So, again, I want to congratulate Mr Barton
for actually bringing some real issues to this Parliament and addressing them, unlike Mr Davis, who
just likes the sound of his voice.
So going back to the government’s reform to the car hire industry and the taxi industry in the last few
years, there has been a major reform—a major reform which caused some pain. There is no question
it did cause some pain in relation to taxidrivers. When Mr Davis was in charge in this place and in
government, when they actually put in legislation in relation to hire cars, or Uber, and reformed the
taxi industry and taxi licences dropped by some $200 000, Mr Barton, they did not blink. They did not
even offer a cent of compensation. They did not offer even an apology: ‘I am sorry all our changes
have hurt people’. They did not. At least we have done the right thing. When we made the reforms we
recognised that it is a fact of life that Uber, or ridesharing, has become a reality and the floodgate is
open. You cannot just shut the gate on that issue. We had to do something. We had to make the hard
decisions, which we did. We made some hard decisions, which we did. Let me tell you: some of these
decisions were not that popular. I get that. But we had to do something, and also we had to act with
some compassion and offer compensation for taxidrivers and hire car drivers. There is an argument
about whether the compensation was accurate—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, Mr Finn, you were sitting on that committee.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr MELHEM: You were not listening. Your own government made the changes when you were
in government for four years, between 2010 and 2014, and taxi licences dropped by some $200 000.
You did not even bother offering a cent—one single cent in compensation. But we did. Some people
will argue about whether the compensation went far enough—that is another debate—but we at least
offered compensation to people affected. On top of that a further review did take place and another
fund was set up with $50 million to look again at some individual cases and hardship areas where
further compensation could be made in relation to that.
The fact is that now in the hire car and taxi industry there are more people on the road. There are about
6000 taxidrivers operating in the state of Victoria. I think the figure before the reform was about 5000.
There has been an increase now in Victoria because a taxi licence costs about $50 a year, and services
are getting better. The issue of touting, particularly at the airport, has definitely caused a major
problem. It ought to be fixed and the government will fix that. There are a number of issues there
because you do not know who you are dealing with.
When you get into a licensed hire car or a taxi, you know that certain checks and balances have been
put in place. People are checked out—their criminal records—and it is clearly identified that they are
operating in accordance with the rules we have in place. Whereas someone can walk in and say, ‘My
name is X’ and that person could be anyone. They could have a criminal record and that could lead to
some safety concerns. That is particularly so when you have unsuspecting visitors from overseas, like
backpackers. They could be offered a discount and then get into a car driven by a person and they do
not know who that person might be. It is important to stamp it out and to make sure that only licensed
people, only accredited drivers, are able to be at the ranks at airports or take bookings and work at
airports and at other public places.
Going back to the reform that we made as a government with the levy which was implemented on
1 July 2018 and is collected by the State Revenue Office, that is still ongoing. That will probably not
pay for all the costs of the compensation, but it will go a long way. Again, people touting will not be
subject to that $1 levy, basically because we do not know who they are. They will be part of the cash
economy, probably, and they will not be contributing to that fund. That is another reason why we
should stamp that out. I have talked about safety. I think that it is very important. It is another reason
why we should stamp that out because, as I said, all taxi and hire car drivers must undergo rigorous
background checks, including criminal history, driving and medical checks. Commercial Passenger
Vehicles Victoria checks drivers’ names against police data on a weekly basis, so every time these
people come in their names are checked to update the data. There are considerations around the Privacy
and Data Protection Act 2014 and various other things. There is a code of practice to complement the
existing legislative framework. This code of practice is over and above what other states have provided
and it acts as guidance for best practice in the industry. The code of practice has been worked on. It is
already in place. It was completed in the middle of this year.
The other reform which we implemented was in regard to the multipurpose taxi program, to deal with
issues with Victorians who have limited mobility. That was one of the highlights of what came out as
part of the reforms and the consultation program. The multipurpose taxi program is a service to support
Victorians who have limited mobility. It is a critical part of ensuring our transport system is accessible
to all. A fair bit of work has been undertaken by the government and the industry to look at the
transition from the multipurpose taxi scheme to the NDIS-subsidised scheme. That will be another
improvement to the taxi industry, to make sure that people with disability who are on the NDIS are
able to utilise that system and get the subsidy they deserve. Some further work in relation to that needs
to be finalised with the federal government, to make sure that the NDIS-subsidised scheme is
acceptable to transition to. A fair bit of work has taken place between the Victorian government and
the Morrison government to make sure we finish up putting the right scheme in place. There is no
point in rushing into action to fully implement it until we make sure we have the right scheme in place.
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Going back to some of the issues which are currently facing the industry and summing up on what is
important, I think we would all agree—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: It is okay. I am summing up. It will only take a few minutes, Mr Finn. It is all
right, mate. Calm down. You will still have your chance to have your 10 minutes.
In summing up, it is important to look at what reforms we have put in place in the last three years. We
have reformed the taxi industry, making sure that the people in the industry who own licences and
work in the industry are given fair compensation and making sure that the levy is collected so that we
spread the cost across the board. We are making sure that individuals who are doing the touting at the
airport, who are not licensed people and who are not collecting the levy do not undermine the system
we have put in place.
We know that now the community of Victoria are enjoying a better service with the rideshare services.
It was only Uber when this was introduced. My understanding is that there are now probably close to
half-a-dozen companies in the rideshare industry, so that has really expanded to complement the taxi
industry. More individuals are entering the taxi industry because now you do not have to pay half a
million dollars plus to obtain a licence to operate a taxi. You only have to get a decent car, do all the
training and have all the checks, including the criminal and safety checks et cetera, and then you are
able to operate your own taxi. That is why, as I said earlier, the numbers have jumped to somewhere
around 6000 people operating taxis in the state of Victoria. That is good for our community. Victorians
now have a choice, from taking a taxi to booking a car online—you cannot say Uber anymore because
there are other companies in the rideshare industry—and to the hire cars as well.
Doing away with touting at the airport is a vital thing to do. I am sure that with the work the Minister
for Public Transport is doing with Mr Barton, amendments will be brought to this house to make sure
we amend existing legislation to address that very issue. Finally, I again commend Mr Barton for
bringing this to the attention of the house. I have got full confidence that the minister will put together
the appropriate package of amendments to existing acts to make sure that we can give full effect to
those amendments and make sure that touting becomes an offence in Victoria. With those words, I
will leave my contribution at that.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (16:04): I rise to speak on the Commercial Passenger Vehicle
Industry Amendment Bill 2019, and in doing so I commend Mr Barton on bringing this legislation
before the house—a very good job indeed he has done in this regard. I have to make the observation
that it was entirely appropriate, given the recent rulings of the Federal Court, that Mr Melhem was the
lead speaker for the government on this piece of legislation, because it seems to me that if anybody
knows about touting it is Mr Melhem. He has come in here again today and has shown us his capacity
for touting. I just wish that we could widen the debate. Look, he has got a bag there. He has got a bag.
Just check and see: is that an Aldi bag? We will see how many brand-new printed notes can fit into
the bag that Mr Melhem is carrying. It is amusing, to say the least, that the government chose to put
Mr Melhem up as the first speaker on this particular bill because, as I say, of anybody in this house,
Mr Melhem is indeed the king of touting.
Now, I have noticed over recent months on those occasions when I have arrived back at Melbourne
Airport that a number of people have approached me requesting that I get into a car with them. Now
that is not something, under normal circumstances, that I would take up. And I have to say I have
looked at some of these people and I have said, ‘Who is that sniffer? What is going on here? Who are
these people and what do they want for nothing?’. It reminds me a little bit of some of the places that
I have visited overseas where you have got unemployed camel drivers out the front of the airport
offering to give you a lift to God knows where—you do not quite know where you are going to end
up, you do not know what sort of car you are going to be in and you do not know where they are going
to take you.
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It seems to me that Melbourne yet again is indicating that under this government it is reaching down
to Third World levels, and that is a sad reflection on Victoria and a sad reflection on the government
that we have in this state. It just seems to me that to have people—particularly people who perhaps
have never been to Melbourne before, have never been to Australia before; it might be their first
experience here in Australia—be approached by some of the sniffiest individuals you have ever seen
in your life at the airport and to be possibly bundled into, I do not know, a 1954 Vauxhall or something
is something that we can and must do better at.
Of course safety is a very important part of that, because we just do not know who these people are.
And as I say, I have looked at them, and some of them look quite respectable. If Mr Barton was down
there touting, I would be very happy to get into his Rolls-Royce and he could drive me wherever he
liked, but some of these people leave a fair bit to be desired and I just wonder if they might not take
me to a back street in Gladstone Park and do me over and take my shoes and socks off.
Oh, strike me, look who is in the chair! Acting President Melhem, it is particularly important that we
provide security and a safe atmosphere for those people who are arriving at Melbourne Airport and in
other places as well. We have seen it. I recall well after the AFL Grand Final this year at the MCG.
Who could ever forget, on that grand day, 28 September this year at the MCG, when the mighty
Richmond Football Club took Greater Western Sydney apart by 89 points, and what a sensational
victory it was. Who would have thought when they arrived that day that Richmond would have taken
anybody apart in the way that they did? Surely it makes them one of the more powerful football clubs
in the history of the game, I would have thought. That is by the by.
As I was leaving the ground, and I had two of my daughters with me, we were approached by I think
two or three people who offered us lifts to wherever we wanted to go. Perhaps in that situation there
might be people who would take up the offer. In that situation—100 000 people all trying to push
toward various forms of vehicles to get home—it might well be that people looking for cabs might
take the opportunity of somebody coming up to them and making them an offer that they would
otherwise refuse but on that occasion would accept. And that is something that I find we should not
be doing at all.
Indeed, leaving the Melbourne Cup this year—was it last week or was it the week before? Last week,
it was—no, the week before.
Mr Gepp interjected.
Mr FINN: No, I was there. I should mention to Mr Gepp—I know he regards himself as a fine
judge of horseflesh—that I actually backed the winner of the cup. Not only did I back the winner of
the cup but I backed the second horse as well, which did finish third but was pushed up to second. So
I did quite well on that, as well as another winner and I think about three or four seconds and I backed
them both ways, so I did very, very nicely on the day.
But as I was saying, in leaving the course that day I was actually looking for a taxi to get home as
quickly as I possibly could. There were a number of taxis that were making their way into the course
as I was leaving, and I was sort of asking them, ‘Would you like to take me home? Would there be
any chance that you could actually put me in the car?’. I said, ‘Have I got a deal for you. This is what
I’ll do: I’ll get in the car, you can drive me home and I’ll pay you. How does that sound?’. And there
was one bloke who said, ‘Hundred dollars. Hundred dollars’. I said, ‘Get out of here’. I mean, it is
about a $30 trip. So even then I think that has to be—
A member interjected.
Mr FINN: It was a public holiday, that is true, so he was probably taking full advantage of the
situation. But that is, I think, a form of touting where you ask somebody to drive you home in a taxi
sort of situation and they come up with a price that they want. I did not find that the market actually
met it on that particular occasion. It was pretty rugged indeed, but it is something that I think we have
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to clean up. These sorts of people do give the taxi industry a bad name, and I think it is safe to say that
the taxi industry has, over an extended period, not had the sort of reputation that it deserves.
Going back to the days of the Kennett government—and I am sure there are some in this house who
will remember what Jeff Kennett did to reform the taxi industry and to bring taxidrivers and the
taxicabs themselves up to scratch—Jeff Kennett would go out, as Premier, to Tullamarine airport
himself. He would actually inspect the taxis and inspect the drivers. He would personally go out there
and make sure that they were clean, they were able to understand where people wanted to go and they
were actually able to take them there.
Sadly, we have come a long way from those days because unfortunately there are still some people
who do not know where they are going. I well remember many years ago one Friday night when I was
running late. I was in Bourke Street and I hailed down a cab. I was running late for a RichmondCollingwood game actually, at the MCG. I jumped into the cab and I said to the driver, ‘The MCG,
please’. He looked at me and said, ‘Where’s that?’. So if you have got a driver who is in Bourke Street,
Melbourne, and who does not actually know how to get to the MCG from there, there is a problem.
There are some of those people who are still about, but it would be good if we got back to the days
when Jeff Kennett was Premier and we had a taxi industry that we all could be very proud of. It was
one that probably led the world in many ways and one that I know Jeff was very proud to oversee.
We heard Mr Melhem talk about the government’s taxi reform program, and he made reference to
some pain involved in that program. Acting President Melhem, I would suggest to you very strongly
that that makes Mr Melhem not just the touting king of Melbourne; it makes him the absolute king of
the understatement, because more than some pain was a part of this taxi reform program. I have to
admit that during the course of the Baillieu and Napthine governments, particularly the Baillieu
government, I had reason to raise my concerns with the transport minister at the time about what may
or may not have been happening to taxi operators. I have a deep-seated belief in the importance and
strength of small business, and these people are small business operators—people who own and
operate their own taxis; some may have five, six, 10, whatever. They are small business operators, and
my view is that governments should not interfere with them unduly. Governments should not get in
the way of them making a dollar—not to the extent that it would not prevent them from doing something
that they should not, but I think it is important that they be allowed to get on and make a dollar.
I expressed that concern when we were in government. But when the change of government came, the
Daniel Andrews steamrolling machine came through and flattened all before them—and it is still
going. You can talk about consultation, and we know that Labor’s idea of consultation is, ‘Do that or
else’, and there is not a lot of ‘or else’; you just do it. It is as simple as that, and we have seen that. If I
was to talk about the number of projects and the number of areas where this government has
completely disregarded consultation, we would be here all night. We would be going all night. We
would have another all-night sitting, because consultation is not something that Daniel Andrews is all
that interested in at all. It is his way or the highway, and I am sure there are any number of members
of the government who have been at the rough end of that particular piece of philosophy from the
Premier as well.
The fact of the matter is that when Mr Melhem said that there was some pain involved in the taxi
reform program, he was right—he was absolutely right. In fact it seems to me that the Andrews
government is particularly good at inflicting pain, particularly on workers. Now, we have just been
through a debate in this house after an announcement by the government last week. In one fell swoop
they have wiped out an entire industry—put thousands of people out of work—which will cause God
knows how much pain over the next decade or perhaps even more. There is no regard for workers.
There is no regard for small business, whether it be in the logging industry or whether it be in the taxi
industry. Whatever it be, there is no regard for working people in the Labor Party. Now, there was a
time—and I am old enough to remember it, which shows I am getting on a bit—when the Labor Party
did care about working people. It was a fair time ago, but there was a time. What we are seeing now
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in this state is that that has long passed. We have a Premier and we have a government that do not give
a stuff about the workers. We have a Premier and a government that do not give a stuff about small
business operators in this state. They show it time and time and time again—and they showed it with
the taxi industry reforms.
Well, it was a total shemozzle. Yes, as Ms Shing referred to earlier, I was chair of the Economy and
Infrastructure Committee in the last Parliament and we did undertake—I think the first—review of the
taxi changes, and there was a bipartisan recommendation to the government that it give the operators
and the taxi industry a fair go. The government of course, naturally, totally disregarded that. And when
I say ‘bipartisan’—Liberal, Labor, everyone together—we all agreed, much to the consternation I
think of everybody in both houses of Parliament and on both sides of the Parliament. There was a
bipartisan view that the taxi industry and the taxi operators should be given a fair go, but the
government was not interested—and they continued down the path.
Mr Melhem talked about compassion. Well, how is this compassion? When we hear about—without
talking about the logging industry or anywhere else—in the taxi industry alone, the number of
bankruptcies, the number of broken families, the number of lost homes and the number of suicides
that have occurred as a direct result of the handling of this taxi reform by the Andrews government we
see it is for so many people in this state a total, unmitigated disaster. And for Mr Melhem or anybody
else on the government side to get up and try and trumpet it, to try and paint a different picture is
grossly dishonest, to be quite frank. It is not a matter of semantics. It is not a matter of dancing around
with words. It is purely and completely dishonest to try and paint these taxi reforms as anything else
than a soulless, vicious attack on small business operators—people who had put their life savings into
taxis. Many people who had come from overseas had worked their guts out, seven days a week for
decades; that was their superannuation—and overnight it was gone, like that. That is the Labor Party’s
idea, apparently, of compassion.
Is it any wonder that we saw the impact on those who were so severely affected by these so-called
reforms? ‘Reform’ is not the right word to use. The word we need to use is ‘attack’, because that is
what it was and that is what it is. We heard before about supposed compensation. It was a pittance,
and that unfortunately cost many, many people very dearly. Indeed, as I said before, it cost some
people their lives, and that is something that no government should be proud of talking about.
I mean, if I was involved in a government that was responsible for what this government has done
with regard to the taxi industry, I do not think I would be able to sleep at night; in fact I am pretty sure
I would not be able to sleep at night. I certainly would not be able to look at myself in the mirror in the
morning because it would be a matter of grave and overwhelming shame to me to have done that to
people who just did not deserve it. They did not deserve it, but it happened.
I know Mr Barton is here in this Parliament, in this house. Perhaps it is one of the very few positive
benefits that the reforms had—the fact that they propelled Mr Barton into this Parliament and he is
able to put forward this legislation today. I know there are others who wish to speak on this bill, so I
will not hold the floor for too much longer, but I certainly do commend Mr Barton on bringing this
legislation forward. I wish him well in his crusade for justice for taxi operators. It is something that I
believe in, having heard and having met those operators and their families—and you have got to
remember it is not just about some old blokes; it is their wives, it is their kids, it is their grandkids.
They have all suffered as a result of having everything ripped away from them. Could you imagine
what it would be like if you woke up one morning to discover that the government had taken
everything that you owned? Could you imagine what it would be like? How would you feel? Well,
that is what happened to these people. All they had done all their lives was work, pay tax and obey the
law, and one morning they woke up and they were penniless. Do you really think that is fair? Does
anybody really think that is fair? I certainly do not.
That taxi reform should be held up as an example around the world of how not to do something. It is
something that we in Victoria need to rectify at some stage. I am not sure if we can ever properly
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rectify it—if we can ever properly put Humpty Dumpty back together again, if I can use that term—
because of course, as I said, there are some who have lost their homes; their homes are gone. Worse,
there are some who have lost everything. Indeed there are some who have lost their lives, and that is
something that we can never, ever give back to anyone.
I commend Mr Barton on bringing this bill to the house. I deeply regret the reforms and the way that
they were handled. This has led Mr Barton to bring this bill to the house, and I sincerely hope that the
house will support the bill. Most certainly the opposition will be doing that.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:25): I rise to speak on the Commercial
Passenger Vehicle Industry Amendment Bill 2019. There have been a lot of words said about touting
at the airport and that sort of thing, and I get that it is a problem that some people want fixed. They are
worried about the image of Melbourne when people come in from overseas. Personally I do not see it
as much of a problem. I just put up my hand and say, ‘No’. I am not sure that that is worthy of a
legislative response. But to be honest, that is not really the part of this bill that concerns me the most.
I know that Mr Melhem said the government was not going to support the bill in its current form due
to some unintended consequences. One of the unintended consequences that I am most concerned
about is probably best exemplified by the Bendigo situation. Some of you may be familiar with it—
the ‘Lifts 4 Cash’ scenario. The situation in Bendigo is—or was—that there was a Facebook group
that some people set up. If you look at the background of this, in the 18- to 24-year-old population in
Bendigo there is an employment rate of around 18 per cent—a very high unemployment rate. People
are looking for work. There are a lot of pubs in Bendigo, and people like to go out and have a drink.
They also do not have very good public transport infrastructure. They do not have all-night trains and
trams and all that sort of stuff like we have in the city. They do not have many taxis and they do not
have a variety of rideshare services like we do in the city. In Bendigo they do not have all the choices
that we have. So what happened in Bendigo is that the market did its own thing—
Mr Gepp: That is not true.
Mr LIMBRICK: That is not true? What is not true?
Mr Gepp: It is not true—that we do not have rideshare, that we don’t have taxis—
Mr LIMBRICK: Well, not as many as there are in the city. They do exist. What happened was
that a lot of people got together and decided they were going to rideshare, and they did this through a
free market. People who had services to offer and people who wanted to use those services got together
on Facebook and they provided the services to each other. This is how human cooperation works. This
is how people work together and provide services and goods and those sorts of things in a free market.
But then the government saw these people operating and they said, ‘Well, you shouldn’t be doing that
unless you have a piece of paper that is given to you by the government, and you shouldn’t be doing
that unless we can tax you’. So they intervened and cracked down on those people. They ended up
giving notices to 17 people who were driving unauthorised vehicles in exchange for cash.
We know when you interfere in the free interactions of people who want to trade with each other that
there will always be unintended consequences. Governments always come up with reasons for
wanting to interfere. They will say it is for safety and they will say it is for all sorts of other things. But
when they did it in this case, it was because those people—people who were looking for jobs, people
who were unemployed and who wanted to earn some extra money on the side—did not have a licence
to do this; they did not have the government piece of paper. But they were looking for a way to earn
some extra money on the side, and I do not see what is wrong with that. I think that is fine. They did
not have the government piece of paper and all that sort of stuff, but so what? They were just trying to
provide a service for people who wanted to get home from the pub and who could not get a taxi
because it was a really popular time of night. They could not get on public transport or there was no
Uber available because it was a really popular time of night Those who were drunk did not want to
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drive home drunk, so they got onto the Facebook group and they said, ‘Can someone give me a ride
for cash?’.
Outlawing this sort of thing can have some unintended consequences, and the government has
acknowledged they do exist. What I am saying is that when the government reviews this legislation
and looks at how they might implement it, I would urge the government to be mindful of these sorts
of consequences and interfere as little as possible in people being able to cooperate in this way.
Mr Gepp interjected.
Mr LIMBRICK: Well, no, I am happy that the people of Bendigo have been very innovative in
coming up with this. Apparently there were over 5000 people in this group, which is quite impressive,
to be honest.
Mr Quilty: Ten thousand.
Mr LIMBRICK: Ten thousand, I have just been told. That is a lot of people. Anyway, that is my
point. I urge the government to consider very carefully how it handles the regulation of this and to
make it as lightweight as possible so that it does not interfere with people who want to provide services
and those who want to consume those services all over the state, including Bendigo.
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (16:31): I rise to speak on the Commercial Passenger
Vehicle Industry Amendment Bill 2019. I commend Mr Barton on bringing this bill to the house.
Touting involves an uninvited approach offering a service. These are often cash jobs. No meters are
turned on, no recording of the transactions occur, no record of any kind is present, no-one knows who
the passenger is or who the driver is.
Touting is a transaction of financial loss. The State Revenue Office loses the $1 trip levy, while the
passenger’s safety is at risk. Touting is a safety issue and a growing problem in Melbourne. Media
reports have shown that there have been many instances where unregistered cars and drivers have
shown aggressive behaviours towards passengers. Touting puts passengers under stress and makes
passengers feel intimidated due to drivers’ behaviours.
Melbourne Airport has warned passengers not to get into cars with touts. There have been increased
complaints of aggressive, predatory and intimidating behaviours by touts. Instances of drivers
approaching women travelling alone have also been noted, particularly young women. A woman was
raped by a person who was impersonating another driver last year. A 27-year-old woman was sexually
assaulted after jumping into an unmarked car pulling up on Chapel Street that she thought was the
Uber she had booked. Cases like this may lead to mistrust in taxi and rideshare systems.
Melbourne Airport has been in the news recently regarding the touting issues the passengers are facing
there daily. The number of touts has been increasing. Each day at the airport doors they are
approaching passengers and asking them if they need a taxi. A Current Affair has also run a story that
showed drivers grabbing bags and leading passengers out of the airport precinct and off to cars parked
nearby. The problem is that we do not know who these people are. These people who are touting have
no identification, their cars are unmarked, they could be unlicensed and they could be unaccredited.
The passengers who get into cars with them do not know if these people are insured, if they are
criminals or if they have passed a police check. These touts are compromising the safety of Victorians.
Their vehicles may not be up to the required safety standards. These are all concerns that should be
addressed.
Many of these touts may not be meeting the Victorian regulations. These regulations are put into place
so that Victorians stay safe when they are travelling and to make the airport jobs fairer. Those
legitimate operators who meet all their statutory and regulatory obligations and work within the law
must be protected from those who break the law. We are all aware of the dangers of getting into cars
with strangers.
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Ms Patten: Except Mr Finn.
Ms VAGHELA: Except Mr Finn. The government have undertaken the most comprehensive
reforms to the commercial passenger vehicle industry in Victoria ever, and these reforms have been
an enormous success. There are now more taxis on the road than ever before, with more than 7000
compared to less than 6000 twelve months ago. The four biggest rideshare operators in the world are
now operating in Melbourne, and the cost of operating a taxi each year has fallen by $25 000, with
annual licence fees now a little over $50.
In 2017–18 the Victorian government established Australia’s first fully open and competitive
commercial passenger vehicle industry. The reforms are a win for passengers, delivering more choice,
better service and improved safety. The reforms were delivered through two sets of legislative
changes. The interim taxi and hire car licensing reforms commenced on 9 October 2017. This provided
for the conversion of a range of different taxi and hire car licences into one type of hire car licence and
one type of taxi licence. Licensing has been replaced with a vehicle registration system with a cost of
$53.80. Taxis and hire cars are now known as commercial passenger vehicles. Fares for booked
services are now fully deregulated statewide. The change primarily affects fares for booked taxis. The
Essential Services Commission continues to regulate the fares, but only for unbooked services in the
metropolitan, urban and large regional zones. A new safety duty scheme and additional consumer
protections are also in place.
Victoria’s $1 levy commenced on 1 July 2018 and is being collected by the State Revenue Office. The
levy means that those who benefit from the reforms are helping to cover the cost of the government’s
generous assistance package. The State Revenue Office collects the levy and has provided information
to businesses to help them understand their obligations. All taxi and hire car drivers must undergo
rigorous background checks, including criminal history, driving and medical checks. Commercial
Passenger Vehicles Victoria checks drivers’ names against police data on a weekly basis. Drivers are
required to display their accreditation so that passengers can easily identify them in order to lodge a
complaint if necessary. And of course, all taxi or rideshare provider companies are bound by the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014.
The multipurpose taxi program is an important service to support Victorians with limited mobility,
and it is a critical part of ensuring our transport system is accessible to all. We are looking at the
transition from the multipurpose taxi scheme to the NDIS-subsidised scheme.
In regard to the Fairness Fund, $56.75 million was approved for payment to 693 applicants. The fund
opened to applications in November 2016 and closed to new applications on 30 April 2017. The
payments were made progressively as each application was finalised. The eligibility criteria have been
set out on the application form. Special consideration will also be given to applicants with extenuating
circumstances. The government originally announced $50 million for this fund but removed this cap
to ensure every eligible applicant received the necessary support. One hundred and fifty-six
applications were submitted by Westjustice on behalf of applicants. The independent chair of the fund,
Marnie Williams, supported by a team of externally appointed auditors, assessed and considered each
application before making recommendations. The then Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources supported the administration of this process. If applications were found to be
missing important information, the audit team and the department worked with applicants to obtain
the required information, to give them extra time to provide this information or to put them in touch
with financial counselling services through Westjustice to ensure no eligible person missed out.
But any reform this comprehensive deserves to be continually assessed and, where things are not
working, changed. It is clear that touting has become an issue, and it is incumbent on all of us to try to
find a sustainable solution to this problem. Although those on this side of the house will not be
supporting this private members bill today, I note that the Minister for Public Transport said yesterday
in the other place that she has been working with Mr Barton and is supportive of the move to introduce
a touting offence. I note the government’s intention to work with Mr Barton and industry to ensure
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that we get this legislation right. Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria and the Department of
Transport have held a series of round tables with industry to explore options for managing touting,
including whether a touting offence would be effective.
Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria continues to monitor touting activities to ensure compliance
with vehicle registration and driver accreditation laws. It is critical if a touting offence is to be
introduced that it addresses the shortcomings of previous touting offences, particularly in relation to
practical enforcement. It should also avoid negative impacts on legitimate advertising of commercial
passenger vehicle services and be understood and supported by industry.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (16:40): I rise to speak on the Commercial Passenger
Vehicle Industry Amendment Bill 2019. This bill aims to reinstate the offence of touting within the
whole state of Victoria and introduce the new offence of advertising for the provision of a commercial
passenger service on social media.
This whole issue has arisen because of government intervention. We first of all created a market: we
created a licence and people took up those licences in good faith and they traded them. These licences
had a value, but recently this government, in a so-called reform of the taxi industry, ensured that there
was no market any longer. As a member of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee looking into
the taxi industry I heard the most heart-wrenching stories of families who lost absolutely everything
as a result of the effective confiscation of taxi licences.
I know Mr Barton himself was a victim of it. It is great that he is here, but he was extremely adversely
affected by the government’s callous efforts to shut down an industry, an appalling situation. We have
now got a situation where we took away the licences effectively, or the value of the licences, of these
hardworking, enterprising taxidrivers in Victoria, but we also took away the offence of touting. This
government did this single-handedly. As Mr Barton has rightly pointed out, it has created some very
unfortunate circumstances.
I have sympathy for my friend Mr Limbrick’s views about the free market, absolutely, but there was
not a free market operating unfortunately because the government intervened in the first place. We
have got a botched-up system. I have to say I am encouraged by the enterprising spirit in Mr Gepp’s
electorate of Bendigo where we have got these people that are prepared to see an opportunity, see a
need and set out to solve a problem. I cannot believe that there is such an enterprise in your electorate,
Mr Gepp, because it is totally controlled by the stifling approach of the Labor Party, but anyway it
exists—
Mr Finn: A jackboots approach.
Mrs McARTHUR: Is that right, Mr Finn? It is encouraging, and maybe Mr Gepp is even
encouraging a bit of free enterprise in his electorate. I doubt it, but at least Mr Limbrick has picked it
up. He has found that there is a bit of spirit left in Bendigo—10 000 free enterprise spirits in Bendigo!
There you are, Mr Gepp. There is a challenge for you. You will have to shut them down; they are a
problem.
But this is a serious issue. I must say I was confronted by somebody touting at Melbourne Airport
recently. I could not believe it was not illegal. I actually said, ‘You’re breaking the law!’. Of course
they were not—they were totally entitled to be there—but anyway he quickly ran away. I must have
been more frightening than you, Mr Finn. However, I went and found one of Mr Barton’s legitimate
taxidrivers, and he provided a very good service. I thought Mr Finn was actually a bit mean, don’t you
think, on Melbourne Cup Day when he was not prepared to pay $100. He was only offering $30 or
something.
Ms Patten: The driver offered the next person to do it for $70.
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Mrs McARTHUR: Honestly, I think he could have lifted his game a bit. It did seem a bit rough
on Melbourne Cup Day—and after he had had all those wins as well, can you believe that? He could
share the love around a bit, don’t you think?
Mr Gepp: He would not shout if a shark bit him.
Mrs McARTHUR: Is that right, Mr Gepp? Well, you know him very well, and I am sure you have
both shared a bit of love over the time. I hope you have anyway.
Members interjecting.
Mrs McARTHUR: We will get back to this major issue, the predatory behaviour of rogue drivers.
Melbourne Airport seem to be tearing their hair out. We have got the ground access chief, Lorie Argus
saying, and I quote:
We are also concerned about the security and safety risks the touting creates as we are unable to ensure the
drivers have the necessary Victorian driver accreditation or have passed driver history and national criminal
history checks.

Clearly this is important. We cannot be having these tourists and visitors from interstate and overseas
arriving to be afflicted by this problem. We have got to ensure their safety and that they get into the
city and spend more money and are not affected. One traveller complained that touts ‘looked like
thugs’. Mr Finn can testify to this; it did sound a bit subjective. Another said they were ‘aggressive’
and ‘ripping off unsuspecting people’. It is a shocking thing that is going on at Melbourne Airport.
You would really think twice about going over there.
Anyway Mr Barton is going to solve this problem. We are grateful for Mr Barton. He is going to end
this aggressive, shocking behaviour because he is going to re-establish the offence of touting for a
commercial passenger vehicle service in Victoria in order to promote passenger safety standards across
the industry. That is great, Mr Barton. We are grateful to you that we are all going to be safer at
Melbourne Airport and other places like the football where Mr Finn goes because he seems to be
following a team that wins and then there are too many people out there that need to get home.
Mr Finn: Winning quite a bit actually.
Mrs McARTHUR: You can always get a car in Geelong.
But, look, there is another side to it as well, because I did notice that a Melbourne driver who touts for
passengers at Tullamarine airport has defended the practice, saying it is the only way he can make
ends meet. He is a registered taxidriver and he is legally able to collect passengers from a rank.
Approaching travellers inside the airport is against the rules, but he says it is his only option because:
Uber is destroying the industry, the taxi industry, the chauffeur industry and now we have no choice.

I am sure there are many people, and probably some of them are actual taxidrivers, who have had to
resort to this approach to make ends meet, and that is because we have completely decimated an
industry. Often the unintended consequence when governments intervene is a black market. That is
what happens when governments intervene and get it all wrong. Melbourne Airport’s chief of landside
access, Lorie Argus, said taxi touters were becoming a larger problem:
In one 30-minute period alone, airport authorities observed 50 instances in which drivers were touting.

That is obviously considerable. Ms Argus said a ban on the practice was lifted last year when the
Victorian ridesharing laws came into effect. This is what happens when governments intervene in
things: they get it wrong, they do not think through the consequences and then you have problems.
And now we have got to fix the problems. She said:
We didn’t have this behaviour at the airport when it was an offence …
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Why on earth would the government have taken the offence away? That is the question. It is now up
to Mr Barton and the rest of us to fix up the dodgy activities of the government because they got it
wrong and did not think through the problems. We are supporting Mr Barton’s bill. That is what he is
here for—he is here to look after his constituency, which is the taxi industry. He is doing a very good
job and he is working hard at it. We have got the inquiry. I mean, he is getting a lot of attention, and
we are all having to say, ‘Yes sir, three bags full’, effectively, aren’t we? Anyway, I am happy to, with
the coalition, support Mr Barton’s bill, and I hope he brings some justice back to his constituents.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (16:50): It is not often we see this level of consensus in the
room, this warm feeling. I am not sure that that is just thinking about—
Members interjecting.
Ms PATTEN: This is a good bill, and the Reason Party is very, very pleased to be supporting
Mr Barton. I commend him for bringing this to the house. Some of the government speakers have said,
‘You know, there’s unintended consequences’, and I understand they are a little bit concerned with
this very simple piece of legislation, that it may have some unintended consequences, but this bill is
trying to repair the unintended consequences that were created by the government’s own legislation.
It is about safety. I enjoy listening to Mr Limbrick, the freedom fighter of our chamber, but this actually
is about safety, and it is very important.
We know that unsafe drivers are touting. We know that unsafe drivers are out there and I think that
again, when we look at the legislation that was introduced, some of the unintended consequences were
we lost a lot of the safety measures and the safety precautions that actually were in some of our initial
transport legislation. They were lost in trying to trying to capture all commercial passenger vehicles. I
expect that this will not be the last amendment bill from Mr Barton in this regard and that we will see
more and more measures to capture some of the safety measures and the safety precautions that were
lost as we moved into the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Act 2017.
Certainly it is interesting because I introduced the first ridesharing bill, which probably helped
Mr Barton get elected—I am not trying to take credit for things; I think you had a very good campaign
and you were elected on your own merits—but the first ridesharing bill that I introduced actually kept
those precautionary measures. In fact it just carved out a space to identify and define what ridesharing
was and to put that into the legislation. The government at the time said, ‘That’s all very good but there
may be some unintended consequences’, so they took it off and introduced their own bill and, as we
have seen, there were unintended consequences. Deleting the offence of touting was one of them, as
well as other things.
Certainly when I come back from anywhere and I get to Melbourne Airport I am sometimes almost
besieged by people trying to invite me into their cars. I am generally pretty vicious back to them and
they tend to run away.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PATTEN: I may not look big on the outside, but I certainly address them and tell them that
what they are doing is unethical. I used to be able to tell them what they were doing was illegal. I
cannot do that now, but I will be able to do it soon I think. I think this raises the issue of the unintended
consequences of removing the offence of touting but also some of the other controls and regulations
that we had around drivers on our roads.
I was in a taxi yesterday and the fellow was—well, he was a very safe driver, I suppose: he did not go
over about 20 kilometres. He also did not have a meter. His meter was not working. It turned out he
did not have an EFTPOS machine either; that was not working either. And it turned out that he did not
actually know how to get to Southbank. That sort of driver would have been picked up in previous
legislation and that driver probably would not have been on the road. I got into a taxi some years ago
at the airport and I said, ‘I’d like to go to the city, to Exhibition Street’, and the driver said, ‘Do you
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know how to get there?’ I went, ‘Yes—in another taxi’, and promptly got out. There was another
driver I remember who did not know how to open the boot of his own taxi, and he did not look much
like the picture on the ID card that I saw in his taxi.
This touting is a rip-off. It is dangerous. We have no idea whether these cars are insured, we have no
idea whether these drivers are indeed registered, we have no idea whether these drivers know where
they are going. I think there is certainly far more disturbing information not just on overcharging but
on actual violence and criminal acts by these drivers because they are literally anonymous. You do not
know whose car you are getting into. You do not know who that person is. I sometimes see people
walking away with them and I sometimes want to chase them and say, you know, ‘Sir, please!’ But I
am not that loud.
A lot of the drivers are charging $140 to get in, and for Mr Finn $100. Now, for $140 I would expect
a bottle of champagne and a rather nice limousine, thank you very much, or maybe a nice scotch. But
I did note that at Melbourne Airport they have actually brought back their recorded message saying
that touting is not to be tolerated and, ‘Be cautious. These drivers may not be registered; they may not
be insured. We don’t know what’s happening’.
Again I congratulate Mr Barton. I think this is good legislation. It shows the effect that small parties
can have. It shows the effect that parties that come here with a passion, wanting to effect change and
wanting to make things better, can have. I was not able to support Mr Hayes’s bill this morning. Again,
it is that type of passion that I think this crossbench has been bringing to this chamber. I commend this
bill to the house, and I urge the government to act on this bill quickly.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (16:58): I too am very pleased to rise to speak on Mr Barton’s bill.
I too want to congratulate him for bringing this bill. It seems odd on a Wednesday that we are actually
debating something of real substance and public policy importance. We have now got the first 11 and
the second 11. When the second 11 were in control, Wednesdays were just a wasted day. It turned into
‘permanently outraged day’. It was always, ‘We’re outraged about something. We’re outraged about
this’. Very rarely did we spend the time debating pieces of public policy that were meaningful and that
would actually advance debate here in this place and in this state. But thank goodness we have now
got the first 11 in this chamber, who are bringing real policy positions to the chamber for debate.
Mr Barton is very, very passionate about this area of public policy, as he has been since he got into the
place, and I congratulate him for bringing this bill before the house. But it is not all like that, I have
got to say. There are exceptions to the rules. Unlike Ms Patten, who enjoyed Mr Limbrick’s
contribution, I actually thought it was commentary from one of those cartoon episodes of Wacky
Races. I mean, fair dinkum! I am just not quite sure where some of this stuff comes from, but what it
does do, I think, is underline exactly what the Liberal Democrats do stand for. It is only a matter of
time. We do not actually have to peel that onion for the Victorian people; they are going to do it very,
very nicely themselves. You will expose yourselves for what you really are and what you really stand
for when the Victorian people become absolutely aware of what it is that you are on about. I am not
sure, Mr Quilty, that you will be giving anybody else any political advice in this place. You might
want to contain it to yourself. But other than that I am, as I said, very pleased to stand here and speak
on this particular bill.
I do want to pick up on a couple of things that Mr Limbrick touched on, because you cannot just write
this off as a bunch of unemployed people who get together and try and generate a bit of income for
themselves. What is wrong with that? Because this place has debated all manner of things over its
journey, including things like sham contractors, people who are unlicensed in industries who go ahead
and conduct work and portray themselves as experts and as people who have the skills in the particular
industry that they are trying to earn a quid in. Of course there are all manner of consequences, as we
know, right across the board.
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In this instance Ms Vaghela talked about last year when a 27-year-old woman was raped. So there are
genuine safety concerns, and you cannot just say, ‘Well, gee, it’s just a bunch of kids getting together—
18- to 24-year-olds’. Mr Limbrick seems to know a lot about Bendigo, I have got to say. He seems to
know a heck of a lot about Bendigo. I am tipping his mate, who sits next to him in the chamber, has
probably given him a few notes there. You might want to come to Bendigo, you might want to spend
a bit more time there and it might disabuse you of some of the things that you talked about today. We
are not just about booze. We are not just about parties. It is a thriving town that is going places. We do
have taxis. We do have rideshares. We have all of those things that you would expect. In fact last time
I was there, when I was there on the weekend, I think we even got electricity. I am pretty sure. I saw
somebody pedalling very fast as I was driving down the highway to come to Melbourne to spend some
time in this place. Of course the other problem with touting is that is becomes a bit—we heard the
stories from Mr Finn, but I do not want to go there. The mental images of Mr Finn, if we go back to
the stories that Mr Finn told of his days as a schoolboy in his short pants on the bus and the vinyl seats.
He got stuck to the seats. I am not sure if he needed some skin grafts, but I am sure we needed to—
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, Mr Finn’s schooldays are beyond the purview of this bill.
Mr GEPP: On the point of order, President, Mr Finn opened the door himself in his contribution
on this bill, and I am simply addressing matters that he raised. Mr Davis was not in the chamber.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Gepp, you are responding to a previous debate?
Mr GEPP: Yes, to a contribution.
The PRESIDENT: I would ask you to come back to the bill if you could.
Mr GEPP: I shall. It was in the context of Mr Finn telling us about his woes on Melbourne Cup
Day and being approached by a touter. I am not sure whether he got approached or did the approaching.
Ms Patten interjected.
Mr GEPP: Yes. I think he rejected it on the basis of the price, but I want to see some—
Ms Patten: But maybe they rejected him.
Mr GEPP: Ms Patten, I will pick up that interjection. It could be that he was actually rejected. I
want to see some photos of what he was wearing, because it may well have been that the car did not
have any seat covers and Mr Finn was in his usual garb of shorts. Anyway, I think you can all imagine
where that might go.
Of course the other issue with touting is that it becomes a cash economy where the people who are
performing the job, taking the work of licensed and regulated workers, are putting cash in their
pockets—not paying tax—and are of course virtually anonymous to all of the regulations that exist
around the taxi industry, the rideshare industry and all commercial passenger vehicles. That is the point
Mr Barton has been making very eloquently in this chamber and also in discussions with the minister.
I understand that the minister and Mr Barton have been having some very detailed conversations about
an amendment to a bill that is in the other place and that agreement has been reached. In fact I have
got a copy of Hansard with the minister’s contribution on that bill, and she says:
Before I finish my contribution to the house, I understand that the Transport Matters Party intends to move
an amendment to this bill in the other place. I understand that the amendment will seek to extend the long title
of the bill and introduce a touting offence for the commercial passenger vehicle industry. I have had a number
of conversations with Mr Barton and I note that he has been a vocal advocate for the matters contained in his
amendment. As a government we have been engaging with a wide range of stakeholders across the industry,
and we are happy to say that the government is supportive of this amendment.

With that, I will end my contribution. I know that Ms Maxwell has a few things to say before we hit
the expiry of the discussion.
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Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (17:07): I thank Mr Gepp. On behalf of Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party, let me say that we welcome and support Mr Barton’s bill. He is absolutely right, in our
view, to assert that the problem of touting has significantly increased, especially in recent months. He
is also correct that this is having a range of flow-on effects, very few of which are desirable. Obviously
there has been significant disruption over recent years to the traditional commercial passenger vehicle
industry in Victoria, and the explosion in the numbers of people touting for rides is another clear
example of that.
The ways in which these changes are occurring are unfortunately also increasing the challenges for us
as politicians to ensure that market failures are not occurring and that legislation and regulations are
appropriately keeping pace with such trends. The proliferation of touting is one development that very
clearly suggests that those things are not happening as well as they should be. I would add that various
cases of sexual assault being perpetrated by hired drivers are another example, as are the growing
frustrations of people both in Australia and internationally, including my colleague, Mr Grimley, that
insufficient information is still being disclosed by ridesharing companies and self-employed drivers
about incidents of sexual assaults in their vehicles.
In the case of touting specifically, I would heartily agree with Mr Barton that a perfect storm was
created when a number of significant changes were effected through the introduction of the
Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Amendment (Further Reforms) Act 2017. This was because
they also directly coincided with the removal of many regulations that had been carefully and
painstakingly developed and implemented over a very long period of time. It is not at all desirable,
including for most drivers themselves, that as one of the unmistakable results we now have a seemingly
ever-increasing number of touting drivers in Victoria. Quite apart from anything else, when you
contemplate what a physically intimidating and dangerous practice it is, then it is little wonder that it
is expressly outlawed in every other state.
Naturally, the act of touting is occurring far more regularly and is affecting far more people in and
around Melbourne than in the two regional areas of Western Victoria and Northern Victoria that my
party represents here in the Parliament. However, this issue also speaks to the critical principle of
community safety and to several law and order issues that are very important to us. Of those, the one
to which I want to direct most of my attention today is one that Mr Barton also spoke quite a bit about
in his second-reading speech. It is to do with the personal safety of passengers, especially young female
passengers. We know that typically touts and their associates show no identification and no
accreditation, and their cars are generally unmarked. Naturally, this raises further questions about
whether they are appropriately licenced, registered or insured and whether their cars meet necessary
safety standards. All of that leads to huge risks in community safety. Indeed it generates significant
fears in my party about the increased prospect of attacks and assaults on passengers.
Thankfully there has not been a huge number so far of such incidents in Victoria. However, they are
increasing. I think all in here would be aware of the recent sentencing of a man for fraudulently using
a friend’s Uber driver account and then raping a young woman in Mulgrave, and there have been a
number of others. There has also been a number of such incidents around the world. Albeit that it has
not been updated for a while, I would invite people to look at pages online like whosdrivingyou.org to
begin to understand the extraordinary numbers of these incidents.
I will also refer very specifically at this point to the shocking and tragic circumstances in March this
year that surrounded the kidnapping and murder in South Carolina of a young college student,
Samantha Josephson. Ms Josephson had made an Uber booking, but before that ride arrived she was
picked up by a separate, opportunistic driver who was apparently keen to get a young female into his
car. She was ultimately trapped against her will inside the car and brutally killed, and the unlicensed
and fake rideshare driver was subsequently charged with both kidnapping and murder. I raise this case
primarily because over the months that have followed it has been a catalyst in focusing keen attention

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS, PAPERS AND PETITIONS
4048

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 13 November 2019

in the US on the inherent dangers of a commercial passenger vehicle industry with insufficient safety
regulations built into it.
It has also become clear that the Josephson case is unfortunately indicative of a much more widespread
and repetitive problem that has essentially been fostered by the presence of far too many rogue
drivers—a situation enabled because of the ease that unscrupulous drivers had enjoyed in avoiding
strong registration, licensing and vetting requirements.
As a journalist in the New York Times observed on 4 April, there has been:
… a rash of kidnappings, sexual assaults and robberies carried out largely against young women by assailants
posing as ride-share drivers.
…
These attacks … showing how easily bad actors can exploit the vulnerabilities of a ride-sharing culture that
so many people trust to get them home safe.

The events involving Ms Josephson have quite rightly spurred a series of changes to the relevant laws
and regulations both at the state and federal level in the United States. It saddens me that in Victoria
we have not been following that lead until now.
My generation, as young people, were always warned about the serious dangers of hitchhiking and
accepting lifts from strangers on the open road. Now it is far, far harder to know whose offer of a lift
to reject. It is the latter point in particular that causes me great concern when we focus on the issue of
touting in Victoria. Quite apart from the tensions that this is creating among many drivers themselves,
a culture that allows, in the words of the New York Times, ‘those bad actors to flourish’ is also one that
creates a very clear risk of serious exploitation of and personal danger to passengers.
If for no other reason than this alone, the changes that are reflected in Mr Barton’s bill are urgently
needed because without them it is only a matter of time, sadly, before further very serious acts are
inflicted upon passengers. The weaknesses and opportunities that presently exist in an increasingly
unregulated free-for-all fight for passengers are unfortunately now all too apparent.
Whilst I realise I am almost out of time, I am reluctant to end my contribution today on that sad note.
So let me close in a more positive spirit by saying that I congratulate Mr Barton on bringing this bill
to the house, and I congratulate him on working so hard and making the effort to propose it.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:15): I am pleased to rise in
the reports section tonight and make a contribution on the budget papers, and in particular the output
related to transport infrastructure. We have seen discussions this week about the massive blowout in
infrastructure projects. These projects have surged in their costs. There are a number of reasons for
that, and I think it is important to put on the public record a number of those reasons.
It is true that concrete is more expensive and it is true that there are labour shortages, but to
simplistically dismiss the surge in costs in projects as simply about inputs of this type is to miss a
number of the key points. Many of the cost overruns that we have seen in recent months and recent
years under the Labor government have been due to poor scoping from the start. In the case of the
level crossing removals we have seen the Auditor-General point to a 60 per cent increase in costs, and
it is now much more than that. We know that the government has completed around 30 level crossings,
and we know that the cost of those level crossings has surged way beyond their initial estimates.
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The Auditor was quite right to point out that proceeding on these level crossing removals without a
business case was a risky step that could well result in incomplete and inadequate scoping. That was
the correct thing for him to point out. Unfortunately the government proceeded without having done
that basic work. The government’s refusal to release the cost of each and every one of those completed
level crossings is indicative of the fact that there has been a surge in cost and that the government is
way, way, way over budget. It is likely, I am told, to be now well over 70 per cent over budget on level
crossing removals.
We know that despite the government’s obsession with it, elevated rail is not actually cheaper and has
not seen projects completed more quickly. The Auditor pointed out that the difference in cost between
an elevated rail and a rail-under-road level crossing removal was about $18 million on average. That
is a modest amount in the scheme of a multibillion-dollar project to get better outcomes. Toorak Road,
the Caulfield to Dandenong nine and some of the crossings that have been discussed this week on the
Mernda line are all examples of how the government could have got better outcomes without much
additional cost.
We have also seen the Metro Tunnel project spiral out of control. It is 30 per cent over on its early
works package, and the figures are much greater I am told by people close to the project. In fact they
are saying that the numbers are $2 billion to $3 billion over the estimated costs at this stage of the
project. These are huge surges in costs, huge increases in cost, that are going to be borne by the
Victorian community, and they are due entirely to the failure of the government to scope the project
properly and drive the right cost outcomes. In the case of the Metro Tunnel the station boxes were
botched and there are huge cost overruns on those. There are also cost overruns at South Yarra and in
other key locations.
The Murray Basin rail project is one that has been discussed at length in this chamber. We know now
that the government has virtually ceased work on much of that project, that they are not proceeding
beyond stage 2. They botched the work there, including the sleepers. The track was recycled from
1913 in some cases. They failed to get the ballast right, which left a huge cost overrun, but also only
two-fifths of the project has been completed. Stage 5, the loop around Ballarat, has now been chilled
and put firmly in the freezer until the government finds more money. I say to the government that the
figures that I am hearing that are required are in the order of $250 million to $260 million to restart
that project, to get that project back on track and to start to get some of the quality improvements that
are needed.
Yes, there are cost blowouts, and we have seen that in some of the figures that have come out in recent
days. They are not all due to concrete and they are not all due to labour inputs. Much of it is due to the
government’s failure to manage projects. Incompetent Labor governments cannot manage projects
and they cannot scope them properly, and so of course there are massive cost overruns in those
circumstances.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
Petition
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:20): I rise today to make a contribution on the
Wyndham community’s petition regarding the level crossing removals in Werribee. This comes on
the back of the government this week actually confirming the design of three of the level crossings,
notably Cherry Street. The community feels that these level crossing designs that are proposed have
problems and are likely to add to congestion and make moving around a lot harder.
The inland rail project is a $10 billion rail project between Brisbane and Melbourne. It is funded and
managed by the ARTC, the Australian Rail Track Corporation. It will be running through Victoria
from Albury to Tottenham. The Victorian portion of the inland rail project is currently paused at
Beveridge because of the complex logistics of bringing the line down the E6 corridor to the city. These
logistics concern track size requirements to carry double-stack container trains. Currently there is a
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$20 million engineering study that has been jointly funded by the Victorian and federal governments.
It is meant to be reported on in June 2020, and its task is to find a solution.
Obviously if there is $20 million being funded, as well as this report being proposed to be finished in
June 2020, the community wants and hopes that this level crossing project could be paused until that
report is actually tabled in the Victorian Parliament. They obviously feel that the inland rail project
must be taken into consideration to make sure of the longevity of that project and that there is no waste
of money before we have that report in June 2020.
The final route of the inland rail and the location of the western interstate freight terminal, or WIFT,
are likely to have an effect on the rail running through Werribee. It is also known that this WIFT
project is highly likely to be located in Truganina. The community are obviously concerned, and what
the community want is possibly an 8-kilometre tunnel from Hoppers Crossing to Galvin Road. The
community’s want is a complex plan, but they suggest that the cost may be $1.6 billion for this tunnel.
They also estimate that the three level crossing removals could possibly cost, if you add those three
level crossing removals together, $1.6 billion. So in their minds it certainly could be a better option,
and it might be better if the project were paused and we wait to get the report about the inland rail
project.
The Australian Education City project also said that it would be best to budget for a tunnel. The
community has felt that the current consultation around the Wyndham level crossing removals has just
been lip-service. They feel that they have not been listened to. Over the next week there will be two
community consultation processes. The community actually want detailed and meaningful
consultation; they do not want to feel that they are only there to have an opinion on what colour the
pedestrian underpass will be or what colours the flowers will be that are proposed on the outskirts.
They are concerned that the consultation— (Time expired)
UPPER STONY CREEK TRANSFORMATION PROJECT
Petition
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (17:25): I rise to speak on the Stony Creek revitalisation
petition which I tabled yesterday. In speaking on this petition I would like to commend the Andrews
Labor government for its ongoing commitment to this project, as the lion’s share of funding for Stony
Creek has come from the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, Melbourne Water,
Development Victoria and City West Water, with $6.7 million allocated to the project by the Victorian
government through these project partners. I also note Brimbank City Council’s modest financial
contribution to the project as well as their work as a project delivery partner. I want to commend them
on their level of enthusiasm and support for the project and their advocacy for the project. I also
recognise that the federal government has chipped in some $4.8 million toward that project.
This project was commissioned in May 2016 and seeks to transform Stony Creek back into a natural
waterway. This will provide the community with much-needed open space and increased connectivity.
The project aims to transform a 1.2-kilometre stretch of Upper Stony Creek between Furlong Road
and Gilmore Road in Sunshine North from a concrete drainage channel to a natural, revegetated creek.
The project also involves a new stormwater harvesting wetland and irrigation system surrounded by
community parklands and 3 kilometres of walking and riding trails. The final design includes a
stormwater wetland for treatment and re-use aimed at providing clean stormwater for irrigation and
trees while contributing to the enhanced waterway health of local creeks and ultimately Port Phillip
Bay. So it is a very important project for the west. As we know, the west was built on heavy industry
over the years, and I think it is time to start opening up these areas to open land and open parks so our
constituents can actually enjoy the fresh air and new parks.
Unfortunately the project hit a snag: a lot of asbestos was discovered along the way. As a result of that
a pause was ordered by the project partners to basically make sure a new analysis was done on the
impact of cleaning up the newfound asbestos. That has dramatically changed the whole cost of the
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project. Unlike what a campaign in the area said—that the project had basically been cancelled—it
was not cancelled but paused. An investigation was done, more money was found, and we have tried
to keep the project going.
I was pleased when the local member for St Albans, Ms Natalie Suleyman, along with a member for
Western Metro, Ms Stitt, announced the recommencement of that project. That was gratefully received
after the state government was able to find some additional funds to continue that project. Mayor
Lucinda Congreve from the city council welcomed the announcement, and I quote:
Council welcomes this announcement reaffirming the Victorian Government’s commitment to the Upper
Stony Creek Transformation Project.

So it is very welcome news, and the local members of the Andrews Labor government in the west are
continuing to advocate within government to make sure that we have enough funding to complete this
project and also speaking to other partners like the federal government to make sure enough money is
added to the pool so we can complete the full project.
I was advised recently that a further announcement is to be made in that space to make sure that we
continue the staging program so we do not have to bring the work to a standstill because of that extra
cost. I think a further announcement in relation to that project will be made in the next few days to
reaffirm the Andrews Labor government’s commitment to delivering that project and to make sure
that we deliver a first-class project. It is about doing it right and making sure that we achieve the
optimum design—that is, what we designed this project to achieve—instead of doing a half-baked job.
That is why there have been some of the delays.
I am pleased that the project has now been resumed. Hopefully work will continue until we complete
it and we can deliver a state-of-the-art place for our citizens in the western suburbs so they can enjoy
walking, biking and some fresh air. I commend the work of the Andrews Labor government in relation
to this project.
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Report 2018–19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:30): I am pleased to be able to rise this afternoon and
speak to the Department of Health and Human Services annual report for 2018–19 recently tabled in
this place and look to the performance reporting in the report. There are a number of areas that have
done well and a number of areas that still need to be improved and have been highlighted in this part
of the reporting from the department. I will not go through every single area that has been highlighted
as not reaching its performance targets, where its performance targets have not been achieved or where
it has come within its related variance.
There are a couple of points I would point to. The primary care partnerships did extremely well. They
in fact did achieve or exceed their performance targets. As we know, they have reviewed and updated
their strategic plans, according to the department’s own annual report, but they are under assault by
the government and in fact did not have guaranteed funding up until just a few weeks ago. The
government has extended that funding to the end of June next year, but I should say that that remains
very uncertain and there are no guarantees. It looks like that funding will not be sustained by the
government beyond that time. It is incredibly disappointing that it has taken a huge campaign from all
of those people working in the primary care partnerships and the affiliated organisations to highlight
to the government the importance of the PCPs in the community and the great work they do delivering
assistance to the community health programs on the ground. There are some other areas I could also
highlight in relation to ambulance services, where there has been a failing on transfer times within
40 minutes.
I also want to go to a point about the weighted inlier equivalent separations, better known as WIES,
for all hospitals except for small rural services. That is another issue that I wanted to raise separately.
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However, I have to go back to the point about the WIES funding, because this was raised in a question
I had to the minister in question time this afternoon. The minister—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: I do want to go there again.
I know the minister is interjecting and incredibly defensive, but by her own admission in question time
today she has cut funding to Barwon Health by $5 million. I mean, this is a minister who has got no
clue about the actual figures. The statement of priorities which she signed off on has actually—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: President, the minister is interjecting. What I would suggest to her is she has said
in question time today that Barwon Health for the 2019–20 financial year will receive $578.7 million.
That is a $5 million cut from her own figures that she signed off on in the statement of priorities. The
minister has got no clue about the funding issues in relation to this and there is—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: I know the minister is incredibly defensive about this because she has not
understood exactly the acute admitted funding. She has failed to understand what that actually
means—the core activity of the hospitals. It is not about the other programs, where you absolutely
deny that there have been cuts to funding. Your own statement of priorities points out very clearly,
Minister, that you have cut funding in this acute area. It demonstrates that you have no ability to
understand or no understanding of what you are actually talking about. You said—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: I am not talking about the overall funding; I am talking about the acute admitted
funding, which has been cut. In the minister’s own statement in question time today she admitted she
has given Barwon Health another $5 million cut—from her own statement of priorities that she signed
off on. She has got no clue of what she is talking about. She needs to go back and understand exactly
where this funding is.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Clearly the minister is incredibly defensive. She is not doing a good job. The
people of the Geelong community have no trust or faith in her, nor do many others across the state.
The PRESIDENT: I have something else uncomfortable to deal with. I am sorry, Dr Cumming. I
think yesterday when I tried to help you I might not have externalised my advice in a 100 per cent
helpful manner. You had the opportunity to speak on two statements within your 5-minute allotted
time, so you do not get a second go. Can I suggest that in the next sitting week you might be able to
implement that plan then.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (17:37): Before I call the minister, on the theme of my admitting that I may not
have got something 100 per cent right, Ms Crozier called a point of order regarding one of the answers
from Minister Mikakos regarding the Portland hospital. I have actually reviewed Hansard and uphold
Ms Crozier’s point of order that the question was not answered in regard to the crux of her question. I
ask the minister, given the lateness in the day, if she can get a written response to Ms Crozier with one
extra day on top of the prescribed time.
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Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:38): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

WYCHEPROOF EARLY CHILDHOOD SERVICES
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:38): My adjournment is for the Minister for Education, and
it relates to the provision of early childhood education and care in the town of Wycheproof in the
Buloke shire. The action that I seek is for the minister to provide additional assistance to YMCA
Ballarat to secure additional early childhood educators so that there is no uncertainty over the future
of childcare services in Wycheproof and also to provide the grant the community has applied for to
build a new integrated early childhood facility co-located with the primary school.
The Wycheproof community are currently going through a period of great uncertainty regarding the
future provision of early childhood education and care. Early childhood services in Wycheproof are
provided through YMCA Ballarat, who are facing significant challenges to attract sufficient early
childhood educators, a problem that has been exacerbated by the introduction of 15 hours of threeyear-old kindergarten, commencing in the Buloke shire in 2020. To provide services in Wycheproof
in 2019, an exemption was sought to employ an educator in her final stages of training, but the need
for the educator to go on placement has impacted negatively with occasional closures, as the YMCA
were unable to provide a replacement educator.
The YMCA recently advised parents that, due to the introduction of 15 hours of three-year-old
kindergarten, next year they will be unable to provide the same integrated kindergarten and long day
care program that is currently offered. Instead, next year they will provide two days of three- and fouryear-old standalone kindergarten and they plan, on two separate days, to provide long day care
services, providing that they can secure an educator for these two days.
This uncertainty has created a high level of concern in the local community, as working mothers need
access to reliable child care no matter what postcode they live in. Uncertainty over child care often has
a further impact in rural communities as it makes it harder for the schools to attract teachers. And while
the government has crowed about providing rural incentives for educators, no-one has been able to
access these incentives or even get information about them.
Another issue facing the Wycheproof community is the standard of the current early childhood facility,
which is over 50 years old and no longer meets the community’s needs. The community has applied
for a grant to build a modern facility co-located with the primary school. Whilst other services, like
Sea Lake and Charlton, who also applied in the same grant round, have been advised that their
applications were successful, Wycheproof has not heard whether they were successful or not. The
community certainly hope that no news is good news and are looking forward to a positive
announcement from the minister as all Victorian children should have equal access to educational
programs in appropriate facilities no matter where they live.
The action that I seek from the minister is for the minister to provide additional assistance to YMCA
Ballarat to secure additional early childhood educators so that there is no uncertainty over the future
of childcare services in Wycheproof and also to provide the grant the community has applied for to
build a new integrated early childhood facility co-located with the primary school.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION CYCLING INFRASTRUCTURE
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:41): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Roads. The action that I seek is for the minister to outline what plans are in place to
increase funding available to councils within Western Metropolitan Region to improve cycling
infrastructure on local roads. Cycling has become an increasingly popular pastime within my
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community. People of all ages can take part. It is great for improving fitness, for recreation and for
commuting. Cycling also gets cars off the road, and that is good for our environment. Unfortunately
safety fears around travelling on local roads hold some people back from getting involved, and these
fears are not unfounded. According to the Transport Accident Commission road safety statistics, this
year two cyclists have died and 49 have been hospitalised in my community.
Each of the councils within Western Metropolitan Region has mapped strategies to improve safety for
cyclists. The plans aim to support local journeys, like cycling to school, the library and shops. They
also aim to help commuting cyclists stay off main roads wherever possible and slow traffic down
where this is not. To do this comprehensively requires an increase in funds. As things stand, the
councils in my region are unable to support this. In 2016 the United Nations recommended that
governments spend 20 per cent of their transport budgets on walking and cycling; in Victoria we spend
1 per cent. Improving cycling infrastructure will cut accidents, improve health, reduce traffic
congestion and cut pollution. There are no downsides to spending on cycling infrastructure.
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION REVIEW
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (17:43): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Education. We all understand the importance of making sure our high school students have a clear
pathway to employment, either through further tertiary study or through vocational education in our
schools and the TAFE system. It is important to recognise that not everyone wants to go to university
and that many want to pursue skills that will make them ready for the kinds of jobs that our economy
will need in the years ahead.
There is no doubt that students come under a lot of pressure around years 9 and 10 to make decisions
about what path they want to take. This can be a pretty daunting decision for many. But every choice
made is legitimate and should attract the same effort and status from our education system. We all
know that a person’s work history in today’s economy can look very different to the traditional
employment pathways and a ‘job for life’.
The Andrews Labor government has recently announced a review of the Victorian certificate of
applied learning, or VCAL, and vocational education and training, VET, in Victorian schools. This is
very welcome news, and I certainly hope that this major review of VCAL and VET in schools will be
able to make reform recommendations to improve transitions for students between school, further
training or education, and work.
The VCAL review will examine how students can be better supported to make informed decisions
about their pathways and the benefits of applied learning. The review will also look at improving the
consistency of vocational education and training across Victorian schools and the links to employers
and industry. There is no question that VCAL is an important stream in our education system, with
more than 20 000 students enrolled in a VCAL certificate last year.
I hope that as part of the review we look at not only the quality of VCAL but also working to elevate
the reputation and the status of VCAL with students, employers and the broader community. The
action I seek from the minister is for him to provide me with information on how the VCAL review
will benefit students across Western Metropolitan Region.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:46): I wish to raise a matter this evening for the attention of
the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. It concerns discussions that I have had for a number of weeks
now with the Wyndham Infrastructure Network. I have actually also raised this matter as a
constituency question for the attention of the minister. It concerns the impact that the removal of three
level crossings from Hoppers Crossing through to Werribee will have on the local community if the
current plans are carried through.
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The Wyndham Infrastructure Network has been established. They are a very knowledgeable group.
They have at least two engineers on board, and they are very, very knowledgeable in how to do things
properly. It might be worth the minister listening to them on this occasion. Nobody is arguing that the
level crossings need to be removed. I am certainly very enthusiastic about the removal of these level
crossings, but the current plan would cause enormous traffic disruption—permanent traffic
disruption—and it will only get worse right through Werribee.
That of course is a major concern, and it has led this group of local people to get together and put
together a much better plan—and it seems to me to be a much better plan. What they are suggesting
is that a tunnel be built from Hoppers Crossing right through to Werribee to remove the level crossings
but without that traffic disruption to which I refer. The group is strongly of the view that it would cost
approximately the same amount of money as the three removals will cost, so it seems to me that if you
are going to be spending that sort of money—and it will be a huge amount of money—it would be
much better to get the sort of result that a tunnel would produce than to have traffic mayhem throughout
Hoppers Crossing and Werribee for an extended period of time, in fact permanently.
I am asking the minister to put into place the consultation that she so often speaks of and to actually
speak to the Wyndham Infrastructure Network with a view to taking on board their very sensible and
very well thought out suggestions and getting the best possible result for the people of Hoppers
Crossing and Werribee. It seems to me that if we can get a better result for the same amount of money,
common sense tells us that that is exactly what we should do.
DUCK HUNTING
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:49): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture this evening. The action I seek from her is that she cancel the 2020 duck shooting season
based on confronting aerial bird survey findings. In the last sitting week I stated that reports from a
critical survey of the decision to hold a duck shooting season are coming in to show that waterbird
populations are devastated across eastern Australia. These reports have since continued. The 20-day
survey, which is conducted by the University of New South Wales and Professor Richard Kingsford,
is more than three-quarters complete. It has found that conditions are as bad as they were during the
millennium drought when the 2007 and 2008 duck shooting seasons were cancelled.
Some comments made by Professor Richard Kingsford, the director of the centre for ecosystem
science at the University of New South Wales, across the survey are as follows:
Only once during the Millennium Drought have I seen it this bad. It didn’t get any better as we headed east …
No water means no waterbirds.
In an hour of surveying, we saw one black duck.
It was very disappointing for a lake system which I surveyed in the late 1980s and held hundreds of thousands
of waterbirds regularly.
… not many ducks. This seems to be the pattern this year. Where there is water, we expected lots more
waterbirds but they are few and far between.

We are facing unprecedented species extinction and one of the worst droughts we have seen this
century. A duck shooting season will only make matters worse. I hope the minister and the government
will see the importance of protecting our precious native waterbirds and ensure there is no duck
shooting season in 2020.
RECREATIONAL FISHING BLACK MARKET
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:50): My adjournment debate matter is for the Minister
for Fishing and Boating, and it relates to a black market that has developed in the recreational fishing
space in Victoria. I am not going to revisit the argument over the government’s decision to destroy
sections of Victoria’s commercial fishing industry, including some in my electorate, or the damage
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that has caused to livelihoods and communities—similar to the taxi industry perhaps—or the increase
in imported seafood it has necessitated. Approximately 80 per cent of our fish is now imported.
I want to concentrate instead on the unintended consequence it has had—namely, the creation of a
seafood black market which has both lowered food safety standards for consumers and damaged the
previously existing ability to regulate catches and support stock population levels. This is an
unintended consequence, but it should hardly be a surprise. As we know well, government intervention
can do as much harm as good. As one commercial fisherman has said to me, people still want their
fish, and at the end of the day, they do not really care where they get it. A Camperdown fish and chip
shop is a case in point. Three men were convicted last year of the sale through the shop of illegally
landed fish. Issues like this present not only technical breaches of regulation but health threats as well.
And what concerns me is that this is probably the tip of an iceberg.
Sources in the hospitality industry discuss the black market in Melbourne’s restaurants. Recreational
fishermen take a catch, with no regulation or necessity to declare, and simply sell it on. These
fishermen are well equipped. Previously classified commercial, fishing gear like electric powered reels
has now expanded into the recreational fishing sector. It is not simply that the regulation of these
people is limited; even where enforcement is attempted, the resources allocated are pitifully
inadequate. I understand that only two vessels exist to police fishing across Victorian waters.
I therefore ask the minister to investigate the black market that is expanding in illegally sold fish and
ask for a report to the house on the resources employed for enforcement. This is too important to be
ignored. It is not just about food traceability and safety or unregulated overfishing of sensitive fish
stocks. It is adding insult to injury to commercial fishermen, who were previously heavily regulated
and inspected, to now see criminals profiteering while their livelihoods have vanished.
RURAL AND REGIONAL EMPLOYMENT
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:53): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Treasurer, and it relates to the future of jobs and employment in rural and regional Victoria. Victoria’s
strong economy has generated record jobs growth over the past four financial years. Since November
2014 the unemployment rate has fallen by 2.1 per cent to 4.6 per cent in March 2019. The number of
jobs has increased by more than 450 000 over the same period, an increase of over 15 per cent, which
represents the highest growth rate in the nation. While there is arguably a good story to tell at the
moment, I fear that the fairytale economic narrative of the past decade may fade.
If I reflect on the past year I have spent in this Parliament, there have been a number of policy directions
undertaken by this government which may benefit metropolitan Melbourne at the expense of rural and
regional Victoria. In the 2019–20 state budget a 2.75 per cent gold royalty was announced with little
consultation, potentially putting at risk hundreds of mining jobs in my electorate of Western Victoria.
The government also legislated the end of commercial fishing in the East Gippsland lakes—a sensible
decision given declining fish stocks. However, this also resulted in the loss of regional jobs. This
Parliament has also voted in favour of a legislated target of 50 per cent renewable energy by 2030.
While there is job growth in the renewable energy sector in my electorate of Western Victoria, there
continues to be concern about the loss of jobs in conventional coalmines and energy generation.
Last sitting week my colleague from Northern Victoria, Ms Maxwell, introduced a motion calling on
greater clarity regarding the funding and forward planning for the Murray Basin rail project. This
project has the capacity to be a centrepiece infrastructure project for rural and regional Victoria,
creating thousands of long-term jobs and safeguarding local farming industries through a more
efficient passage of freight. And of course last week the Premier announced an end to the logging of
native trees in Victoria over the next decade. While the government is supporting the phasing out of
the sector with a $120 million funding package, this will ultimately lead to a loss of jobs which today
exist.
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I acknowledge the challenges that come with managing an economy the size and scale of Victoria’s.
Collectively these changes paint a dim picture for job growth in rural and regional Victoria. Mining,
agriculture, manufacturing and construction all play vital roles in ensuring the economic sustainability
of rural and regional Victoria. Therefore the action that I seek is for the Treasurer to outline the future
of employment and jobs growth in rural and regional Victoria so that our communities feel confident
that the government is supporting them in the same way it is supporting metropolitan Melbourne.
BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:56): I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. It relates to removing vegetation and limiting the risk of
bushfire and the spread of bushfire. There was an interesting debate in question time yesterday about
the royal commission recommendations, particularly the recommendation that there be clear targets
for hectare burns each year, and the Leader of the Government’s assertion that burning in strategic
locations to reduce fuel loads in proximity to communities and other identified assets is more
important.
I have been approached by members of the Blairgowrie community on the southern Mornington
Peninsula and recently met with representatives of the Blairgowrie Community Fire Action Group and
members of Blairgowrie Community 3942 and thanked them for their involvement and concern for
their local community. Blairgowrie is a very busy town at the best of times, but of course its population
explodes during summer. They are concerned—and this is a concern they have had for a long time
because they have previously taken me on a tour of over-vegetated areas on the southern peninsula—
that parts of the Mornington Peninsula National Park and the VicRoads arterial road reserve could be
potential wicks for a major bushfire on the southern peninsula at a time of year when there are tens of
thousands of people in that area.
Indeed just two weeks ago I also, after meeting with representatives of the community, had a look at
parts of the VicRoads road reserve—the freeway extension site—and to me it seems very overgrown,
with significant vegetation abutting residential areas. One can only imagine the risk that poses if a
bushfire was to start. With clogged roads and very limited arterial road egress because of the narrow
shape of the peninsula at that point, one does not have to think too much about the potential risk to the
community. Community 3942 have asked me to raise this issue in light of the fires that are taking
place in New South Wales and Queensland so that the relevant departments review the activities to
mitigate fire on the southern peninsula in light of the upcoming bushfire season.
WORKING WITH CHILDREN CHECKS
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (17:29): In the last sitting week, through an adjournment
matter for the Attorney-General, I raised a number of concerns associated with the application of
working with children checks in the sporting arena. I am afraid I am returning to pose a similar matter
to her again tonight. A fortnight ago my adjournment speech related to martial arts; this evening it
relates to Australian Rules Football. It follows two recent cases of convicted sex offenders avoiding
certain vetting requirements in order to become directly involved in junior football. One came to public
attention in May, when it was revealed that a recidivist sex offender was allowed to umpire matches,
reportedly partly because of a favourable reference from a very senior figure in the AFL. The other
case made headlines last month, when an already frequent perpetrator was convicted again, this time
of an indecent act after gaining access to his young male victim by infiltrating a football club as a
financial sponsor.
Both stories are deeply disturbing. They also raise numerous questions, including whether there are
problems in the processes for working with children checks merely in some sports or whether they are
more widespread across Victorian sport in general. At the very least the fact that the issues currently
appear significant across at least two sports should be provoking serious cause for concern. Indeed I
would be surprised if these two recent cases alone had not prompted government and sporting officials
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to launch their own urgent investigations into why and how working with children checks are often
being evaded.
At the end of my contribution about martial arts two weeks ago I asked the Attorney-General if she
would consider meeting to discuss a practical new initiative I believe might solve many of the current
problems in working with children checks in the area of sport. I am still very keen for that meeting to
occur. However, a further action that I would now like to seek from her is that she indicate what
reporting and review mechanisms are in place that allow the Department of Justice and Community
Safety to identify cases where a working with children check has been issued in error and/or where a
check of someone’s suitability to work with children should have been conducted but has not been. I
would also be grateful if she could disclose the number of cases that have fallen into each of those two
categories since the commencement of the state’s working with children checks scheme, specifically
including the area of junior sport.
MENTONE AND CHELTENHAM LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:02): Today I want to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Transport Infrastructure in the other place. It concerns the
level crossing removals at Mentone and Cheltenham. These are important level crossing removals that
are strongly supported by the community and by the opposition. We are glad that the government is
doing a rail-under-road method, or model, in the case of Mentone.
I met with Brad Rowswell, the local Liberal member in Sandringham, and also with the Mentone
Traders Association last week. I spent quite a bit of time with them looking at the different maps of
the government’s proposal and what the outcome of the government’s proposal will be, and there are
some serious deficiencies. The good things are that the heritage gardens and the station will be
protected, and in that regard I pay tribute to Dorothy Booth and others, and indeed Murray Thompson
no less. Brad Rowswell has been very active working with the Mentone traders. The traders are very
concerned about the current proposal to move the station quite a long way south, effectively dividing
the town significantly and moving the station away from many of the shops. This will kill the traders.
It will actually disintegrate the town. It will fragment the town in a way that is not, I am sure, what the
government intends, but that will be the practical effect. They have been very clear with me and others
about that issue.
The Level Crossing Removal Project, as it calls itself now, of course is up to its old tricks and trying
to ride over the community, having quite nasty conversations with some people. I do not need to go
into those here, just to say that the tone of the approach of the LXRP has not been right on this occasion,
as on so many other occasions.
To summarise, the level crossing removals will help trains and cars, and that is good, but the
government wants to insert two new pedestrian and bike crossings, which will of course slow the
traffic, defeating many of the advantages the crossing removals may bring. They want to get rid of a
roundabout which enables smooth and clear movement. People will know the roundabout at Mentone.
That is something that the traders wish to preserve. What I would seek from the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure is that she get off the grass up here and go to Mentone and meet with the traders, actually
listen to what is going on and craft a way through that is fair to the traders and fair to the broader
community, one that actually looks at decking in a more extensive way but brings the train station up
closer towards the heritage station and that looks at preserving the roundabout and not inserting new
breaks in the traffic.
CENTRAL PIER, DOCKLANDS
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:05): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Priority Precincts, and the action I seek is that the government provides urgent support to the
workers and businesses at Central Pier, with an immediate update about the status and future safety of
the pier and when it will be reopened. Central Pier in Docklands is a century-old, heritage-listed pier
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that is a key part of the Docklands entertainment precinct, but it was suddenly closed on 28 August
due to urgent safety concerns as the condition of the pier had deteriorated and it was apparently no
longer safe to use.
The closure of the pier has left 1300 workers in limbo. Development Victoria, who is responsible for
the pier, has been unable to give the pier’s tenants a definitive time line for the repairs, beyond that it
will be closed for the rest of the year while engineers assess the condition of the pier. Some estimates
suggest that repairs could take up to six months. The 1300 workers affected by the pier’s sudden
closure are experiencing significant stress and anxiety and have no idea when they will be able to
return to their jobs on the pier. One tenant has already been forced to close its doors and make its staff
redundant. Central Pier’s tenants are also concerned about how the pier was able to deteriorate to such
a poor and unsafe condition despite repeated inspections and maintenance over the last year and a half.
Development Victoria has a responsibility to maintain and preserve this century-old, heritage-listed
site and to look after the workers and tenants on the pier. As a first step, affected businesses should be
given information on the time line for repair of the pier and what will happen in the immediate and
intermediate future to the pier and its safety. Businesses report being frustrated by a lack of
information, clarity, certainty and reassurance about what is happening. This is unacceptable. I ask the
minister to support the businesses and workers whose livelihoods have been affected by the closure of
the pier with an immediate update on the safety assessments of the pier, the program for repair works,
the time line for repair and the return of businesses and trading at the pier.
BARWON HEALTH
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:07): My adjournment matter this evening is to the
Minister for Mental Health, and it is in relation to what I think are some very concerning issues that
are being raised, certainly by Victoria Police, who have now deemed Geelong hospital to be a highrisk public zone, and by Barwon Health, who concede that assaults occur on a regular basis. I note that
Barwon Health, in a submission to the mental health royal commission, did cite that violence,
inadequate funding and limited service were some of the issues that were causing some of these
assaults in Barwon Health and that they included drug intoxication and withdrawal. Now they have
also said that assaults would be reduced if enhanced drug treatment options, including inpatient detox
and other rehabilitation programs, could be applied. It is very concerning for the Geelong community
to know that the government has actually indeed cut funding to drug services for Barwon Health.
Now, the minister is in continual denial about funding cuts within Barwon Health, but they are in her
own statement of priorities, which I have again highlighted to the chamber today and which clearly
she has signed off on. I grant that it is not the Minister for Mental Health signing off on this in relation
to the drug service cuts, but it is here and very clear that in 2018–19 the drug service activity was 2000
and the funding was $2.515 million. Now, in the latest statement of priorities the activity level remains
the same, but the funding has been reduced to $2.486 million. That is a substantial cut when the service
is clearly in dire need.
What is concerning is that the Minister for Health has got no clue about the statement of priorities that
she has actually signed off on, something which was highlighted through her answers in question time
when she was citing different figures in total funding. I was not asking about that. I was asking about
specifics, and again she was trying to divert that when she was in the chamber just a few moments ago
during statements on reports. But again, here in black and white it is clear that there have been funding
cuts to this very significant area of drug services, when clearly there is a need—when police are calling
Barwon Health, and I quote, a ‘high-risk public zone’. I think that is a disgraceful description, and the
action that I seek is that funding is provided for the drug services and that the minister counsel his
colleague on these funding cuts for misleading the house and, worse, for misleading the community
of Geelong.
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GRAMPIANS ROCK CLIMBING
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (18:11): My adjournment item tonight is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Tori Dunn is an experienced rock climber who loves what
she does. She loves sharing her sport with others and has been running an outdoor adventure company
in the Grampians National Park for almost two decades. Rock climbers want nothing more than to be
out in the landscape. They want to face the challenges of the climb and they want to relish the union
between themselves and the rocks. They are not an enemy of the environment, and yet this is precisely
what Parks Victoria have claimed. Ms Dunn has been told by Parks Victoria that she would be banned
from practising her sport and from actively running her business. But this is public land. This is land
on which we should all be able to enjoy the beautiful landscapes of Victoria. I have in this place
previously referred to the government’s decisions made in Melbourne with minimal, if any,
consultation which negatively impact regional Victorians. Here we have yet another example of zero
accountability—of Parks Victoria making another arrogant decision to restrict public access.
To rub salt in Ms Dunn’s wounds, Parks Victoria told her that as part of a reaccreditation process she
would have to attend a so-called cultural heritage induction course. I have no doubt whatsoever that,
as a professional climber who has been immersed for many years in the cultural heritage of the
Gariwerd region, Ms Dunn has absolutely no need for this heavy-handed treatment. I am delighted,
however, that Parks Victoria is now backpedalling furiously on this ridiculous ban. Unfortunately the
department has asserted with incisive vagueness that the traditional owners have taken exception to
Ms Dunn’s comments on social media. The department has therefore decreed that Ms Dunn must
attend a meeting with traditional owners mediated by a Parks Victoria representative. Ms Dunn enjoys
a very close and amicable relationship with the Grampians traditional owners and is offended at the
suggestion that there needs to be intervention by a mediator.
Meanwhile this cultural heritage induction remains in question for the 30 or more tour operators in the
area. Courses were supposed to have been held in July, but they have been repeatedly postponed.
While I understand one reason for the delay was a death in the Aboriginal community, the absence of
any communications from Parks Victoria is only making a bad situation worse. The minister must
direct Parks Victoria to conduct these cultural training courses so that new climbers can enjoy the
glorious Gariwerd region.
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:13): I am pleased to rise this evening to speak on taxi
pricing, and I address this to the Minister for Public Transport. I would ask Minister Horne to direct
the Essential Services Commission to review and then increase the maximum regulated taxi fares by
10 per cent immediately and link those fares through the annual CPI increases in the future. Our friends
in the taxi industry have not seen a fare increase for some years—in fact since 2014. Increased tolls,
the $1 trip levy and airport access pricing have all meant increases have passed on to the consumer,
yet cabbies have seen none of these. These workers get no sick pay, no holiday pay, no super and
certainly no overtime, and heavily subsidised rideshare operators have robbed them of the market.
Deregulation in August 2017 was supposed to create a level playing field for taxis and rideshare
operators, but the government did not kick a goal; they hit the post. Fuel, insurance, the need to
maintain roadworthy vehicles—all these costs go up, but the fare has remained the same. So I ask the
minister for fairness: review the taxi fares, put them up and make provisions for annual CPI increases.
RESPONSES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:14): Twelve members raised matters for other ministers, and they will be
dealt with in the usual way.
Mr Meddick raised an adjournment matter for me this evening in relation to the duck season, and I
would like to dispatch that. My response to Mr Meddick is that while arrangements for the annual
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hunting season are set in regulation, they can and have been altered in response to environmental
conditions. Each year game duck populations and environmental conditions are monitored and
information is made available to the public and key stakeholders for input. Key stakeholders are
consulted by the Game Management Authority (GMA) in December each year, and advice is given to
the government on any modifications that may be necessary to ensure the sustainability of game duck
populations. The information used in this assessment is derived from several sources, including the
Bureau of Meteorology, an Eastern Australian aerial waterbird survey, on-ground surveys in Victorian
wetlands and harvest surveys. All this information, together with seasonal weather forecasts, is used
to inform the GMA’s recommendations to government. The 2019 Eastern Australian waterbird
survey, which is co-funded by the GMA and other government agencies, commenced last month. I
understand that the observers, including Professor Kingsford, were still in the air surveying last week.
The government will await the final report on the survey and advice from the GMA before making
any decisions regarding arrangements for next year.
I would also like to dispatch the matter that Mr Grimley raised for the Treasurer, because it falls very
much in my realm as Minister for Regional Development. Mr Grimley’s request of the Treasurer was
to outline some of the initiatives that the government are doing to ensure that country Victoria prospers,
as does the city part of Victoria, in relation in particular to jobs. I would like to draw Mr Grimley’s
attention to the Regional Infrastructure Fund, which I manage, and say that there are grants available
all year round for businesses to access support for job creation projects in country Victoria. I also have
available funding for councils and community groups for infrastructure programs, because of course
livability in country Victoria is not just about job creation but also about quality schools, hospitals and
community infrastructure that we all deserve in country areas.
Mr Grimley would also be aware that we have lower payroll tax in country Victoria, and I am pleased
to report that as a member for Northern Victoria I have approaches from New South Wales businesses
regularly considering coming over the border to Victoria to benefit from the support that the Victorian
government provides as well as the payroll tax deductions, and there have been some that have come,
and I am hoping to entice more. I am more than happy to pull some from South Australia or Tasmania
as well for that matter. I am more than happy to speak to Mr Grimley at length, but I think everyone
wants to go home tonight.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, Acting President, as the minister is in the house, I thought I would
take this opportunity. Minister, yesterday in the Building Amendment (Cladding Rectification)
Bill 2019 debate, you were assisting with the number of hospitals in relation to cladding and the
rectification and removal of that. I provided a list of hospitals to the advisers box. I am wondering if
you would mind updating me on where that list is.
Ms SYMES: Thanks, Ms Crozier. I have not been furnished with it, but I will make inquiries after
the adjournment of the house.
I also have written responses to five adjournment debate matters that I would like to table.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.18 pm.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.
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MURRAY-DARLING BASIN PLAN
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15 October 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
I thank the Member for her adjournment matter relating to the Victorian Farm Modernisation Project (VFMP)
Options Review and additional water recovery under the Murray-Darling Basin Plan.
The VFMP Options Review, published in July 2018, found it was not possible to identify options to fund onfarm works that transfer water to the Commonwealth that avoid negative social and economic impacts to local
communities and can deliver significant volumes of water in time for the roll out of the Basin Plan.
As the VFMP Options Review only looked at on-farm works, its findings do not provide a basis for ruling
out contributing to the 450 gigalitres (GL) of additional water recovery through other actions, such as
irrigation district scale infrastructure efficiency projects. The Victorian Northern Infrastructure Prospectus
identifies up to 9 GL of water savings projects for Commonwealth investment that target water supply
infrastructure efficiency works that don’t impact the water market or create the risk of stranded assets.
The additional 450 GL is subject to our strict socio-economic criteria test. And I note that the Basin Plan was
signed by the previous Coalition Government. We are on track to meet what is our legal commitment of
1075 GL of water recovery under the Basin Plan. Any additional water recovery above the 2,750 GL target
will only occur if it can be proven that the projects provide positive socio-economic outcomes for Victorian
communities.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION POWER POLES
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (15 October 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
I thank the Member for raising her concerns regarding the pole replacement program of Powercor. The
Victorian Government is unwavering in our commitment to deliver a safer Victoria and ensuring the safety
of Victorians is our highest priority. The Government will continue to work with Energy Safe Victoria (ESV)
to ensure that it has the right systems, processes and capabilities in place to adequately hold distribution
businesses to account on electrical asset safety matters.
In July 2019 ESV released its Final Report: Condition of Power Poles in South West Victoria after ESV
inspected 1,200 poles and reviewed Powercor’s inspection results of 19,000 poles. The report found that
98 per cent of the 19,000 poles in the South West exceed the required residual strength necessary to remain
in service, Powercor’s pole inspection and maintenance processes are fit for purpose and there is no immediate
risk of pole failures in South West Victoria.
ESV continues to investigate Powercor’s asset management practices to ensure long term, sustainable safety
outcomes for the community. ESV is on track to release the next south west poles report by the end of the
year. The report will cover such issues as power pole replacement rates, pole degradation rates, data usage
and decision-making. Similar audits and inspections of the pole management practices of the other
distribution businesses will commence in 2020.
I have been advised that the incident you refer to at Geelong on 3 October 2019, was the result of a high
voltage cable attached to a pole faulting. The fault caused sparks, smoke and electrical flashover however the
pole did not catch fire. Regretfully, power was temporarily lost in several surrounding streets and buildings.
The faulting wire was replaced and power was restored quickly.
With regard to power pole suppliers that distribution businesses may engage, that is a matter for the private
commercial entities involved. Regardless of the type of pole installed, the Victorian Government expects
distribution businesses to ensure the poles are safe and sets standards accordingly.
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DELBURN WIND FARM
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15 October 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
I thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for his question and for raising the concerns of his constituents.
A planning permit application for the proposed Delburn wind farm has not yet been lodged with me for
consideration. The Member expresses concern about the impacts of the proposal on the local community and
environment, including noise and birdlife impacts. Under the requirements of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987, these matters, among others, will be carefully considered during the planning permit process.
If an application is lodged, it must be supported by a predictive noise assessment report and an environmental
audit of the predictive report. This information ensures noise impacts are comprehensively assessed. I am
advised that the developer of the Delburn wind farm has engaged independent experts to ensure that the
project is designed to comply with the applicable noise limits and requirements. Health impacts of wind farms
have been considered by the Victorian Department of Health and Human Services in its ‘Wind farms, sound
and health’ publication, which concludes that wind farm generated noise does not have negative effects on
most people’s health.
In terms of impacts on birdlife, the Victorian Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning is
currently undertaking work to better understand and assess the impacts of wind farms on birds and bats. The
aim is to ensure that species at potential risk are protected by regulations that are clear, proportionate and
effective.
After a permit application for the Delburn wind farm is lodged, public notice will be given to the community
under the requirements of the legislation. I strongly encourage any member of the community who has
concerns to participate in the planning process by raising their concerns in writing, and I will consider these
views as part of the assessment.
While I am advised that the Delburn wind farm is proposed to have turbines up to 250 metres in height, this
is not confirmed until a formal application is made. I can assure the Member that a planning permit for a wind
farm generally specifies the maximum permitted height of turbines. A permit holder for a new wind farm
would not be able to exceed the maximum height specified in a planning permit or endorsed plans without
further consent.

MEDICINAL CANNABIS
In reply to Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (16 October 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
Thank you for your adjournment matter of 16 October 2019 in relation to medicinal cannabis.
Victoria continues to be a national leader for medicinal cannabis, with over 2,500 Victorian patients now
accessing these products and a flourishing local industry taking hold.
There is now clear research evidence confirming the benefits of medicinal cannabis for children with severe,
intractable epilepsy. For many such children accessing medicinal cannabis through the Victorian
compassionate access scheme, this medication has led to a reduction in seizures and made an important
difference in their daily lives and in the lives of their families.
Our government’s decision to expand the scheme from 60 to 90 places means more Victorian children will
now be given the opportunity to access this potentially life-changing treatment. But until medicinal cannabis
is listed on the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, the affordability of these products will remain an issue.
The subsidisation of pharmaceuticals via the PBS remains a Commonwealth responsibility in Australia.
I can assure the Member that the Andrews Labor Government has been, and will continue, to advocate for
the Commonwealth Government to add medicinal cannabis products to the PBS, so that this life changing
medicine is affordable and in-reach for all Australian patients for whom it may provide benefit.
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ELECTRICITY SUPPLY
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17 October 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Andrews Labor Government continues to work with the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO)
and industry to ensure secure and reliable energy supply. I have written to and met with alt generators,
including those with extended outages, to seek their assurance that they are proactively preparing for summer.
Victorians should be rightly disappointed that privately-owned, ageing coal-fired power stations were not up
to the task on 25 January this year. AEMO–which is responsible for ensuring sufficient supply to meet
demand in each State–was forced to take action and reduce demand on 25 January through load-shedding.
This was because demand was greater than supply, due to the failure of coal-fired generators. Load shedding,
for a controlled period of time, prevents potentially much more serious and lengthier outages. Any loss of
power, however brief, is a worry, and it’s something we would alt rather avoid.
Victoria’s privately-owned, ageing coal-fired power stations are becoming less unreliable, especially during
periods of extreme heat and high demand. AEMO has reported that on 25 January 2019 approximately
1,600 megawatts (MW) of coal generation was unavailable. This represents almost 20 per cent of the State’s
capacify being offline on a day when we needed it most. Currently, there are extended unplanned outages at
Loy Yang A and Mortlake Power Stations.
AEMO will be acting to address the risks of unserved energy over summer 2019-20, including through
procurement of emergency reserves through the Reliability and Emergency Reserve Trader (RERT) scheme.
The RERT scheme allows AEMO to contract for additional electricity reserves ahead of a period where there
is a risk that existing reserves may be insufficient to meet the required level of reliability.
While AEMO has forecast that Victoria’s huge renewable energy push will greatly improve energy supply in
the coming years, the existing privatised coal generators can’t be relied upon not to break down during
prolonged periods of hot weather. This is why the Andrews Labor Government has taken action, requesting
an exemption from the Australian Energy Market Commission to allow AEMO the option of negotiating
longer RERT contracts, where it’s cheaper to do so.

