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Wednesday, 27 November 2019
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.35 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:36): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Petitions
Following petitions presented to house:
PUBLIC LAND MANAGEMENT
To the Legislative Council of Victoria
The Petition of these residents of Victoria requests that the House establish a Parliamentary Inquiry into public
land management.
Terms of Reference for this Inquiry should include:
1.

Investigate why the policy of changing public land into Parks and Reserves has failed to deliver the
promised environmental improvement, economic benefits and social outcomes.

2.

Investigate why several recommendations of the Bushfires Royal Commission and the Parliamentary
Inquiry into Public Land Management have not been implemented, especially those in relation to the
lack of adequate fuel reduction burning.

3.

Make recommendations on the establishment of a new public land advisory body, which includes
representation of recreational and commercial users of public land and the Country Fire Authority, to
replace the narrow focus of the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council.

4.

Investigate the role of current public land management policies on the extent and severity of bush fires,
on the environment and on adjoining private property.

5.

Make recommendations to create a modern land management system that allows for recreational and
resource use of public land whilst maintaining environmental safeguards.

By Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (135 signatures).
Laid on table.
PUBLIC LAND MANAGEMENT
To the Legislative Council of Victoria
Grievance
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
need to establish a Parliamentary inquiry into public land management.
The inquiry should investigate—
(1) why the policy of changing public land into parks and reserves has failed to deliver the promised
environmental improvement, economic benefits and social outcomes; and
(2) why several recommendations of the Bushfires Royal Commission and the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee’s Inquiry into Public Land Management Practices on Bushfires in Victoria have
not been implemented, especially those that relate to the lack of adequate fuel reduction burning; and
(3) the effects of current public land management policies on the extent and severity of bushfires, on the
environment and adjoining private property.

PAPERS
4314

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 27 November 2019

The Committee should make recommendations to the Government, which should include the:
(1) establishment of a new public land advisory body to replace the narrow focus of the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council. The new advisory body would include representation of
recreational and commercial users of public land and the Country Fire Authority; and
(2) the creation of a modern management system that allows for recreational and resource use of public land
whilst maintaining environmental safeguards.
Action
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council establish an inquiry into public land
management and provide recommendations to the Government in a final report.

By Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (274 signatures).
Laid on table.
BENDIGO HEALTH SERVICES
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
need for more staff at the Bendigo Hospital. The Government needs to fund and open emergency departments
at surrounding hospitals in order to improve the health care system and the lives of local Victorians because
currently it is a major problem. In addition, the current running of Bendigo Hospital needs to be investigated
and improved.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to provide funding to
improve the management of Bendigo Hospital, including the appointment of more staff, and fund emergency
departments at surrounding hospitals in order to control the high volume of people requiring healthcare in and
around Bendigo.

By Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (46 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ms LOVELL: I move:
That the petition be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Papers
VICTORIAN LAW REFORM COMMISSION
Neighbourhood Tree Disputes: Report
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (09:38): I move, by leave:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s Neighbourhood Tree
Disputes: Report, July 2019.

Motion agreed to.
Committees
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (09:39): Pursuant to standing order 23.29, I lay on the
table the final report from the Environment and Planning Committee on the inquiry into recycling and
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waste management, including appendices, extracts of proceedings and a minority report. I further
present transcripts of evidence, and I move:
That the transcripts of evidence lie on the table and the report be published.

Motion agreed to.
Mr MELHEM: I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so, I would like to say a few words. This has been a very complex and important inquiry. As
can be seen from the more than 700 submissions, the issue of recycling and waste management is one
that matters to Victorians. During the course of the inquiry the committee held 14 days of public
hearings, hearing from 135 witnesses in addition to the submissions, and had input from the recycling
and waste management industry, state and local government agencies and authorities, environmental
groups and industry bodies as well as individual community members and community groups. In this
report the committee made 33 findings as well as 46 recommendations on a range of issues.
The committee has provided an overview of the Victorian recycling and waste management system,
including some description of the cause and effect of what has become known as the recycling crisis.
In addition the committee has considered a number of issues, including the need to reduce waste, in
particular the sending of waste to landfill, with all the environmental and public health and amenity
problems landfill generates.
The inquiry heard about a number of issues that impact on landfill, including the fact that Victoria’s
waste levy is the lowest in Australia and that this provides no disincentive to sending material to
landfill and sees material transported to Victorian landfills from states with a higher landfill levy. In
New South Wales it costs $141, versus Victoria’s $64. Issues include the long-term as well as shortterm costs of landfill, particularly for local government, and the impact of food organics and garden
organics on landfill. Forty per cent of the waste in municipal landfill bins is organic waste, and it
causes leachate in landfill and is a contributor to greenhouse gases, including methane.
The committee heard of a number of solutions that are available to reduce the amount of material
going to landfill, including increasing the landfill levy, better separation of recycling materials, the
establishment of energy-from-waste options and the need for investment in developing markets for
recycled materials, including through government procurement policies.
The issue of contamination of recycling material was a key issue, and it has affected not only the
capacity to export recyclable materials but the capacity of the materials to be recycled in Australia.
One of the key solutions for managing this contamination suggested during the inquiry is the
establishment of glass-only recycling bins for all Victorian households and businesses.
There is clearly a need for education as to what is recyclable and how it needs to be sorted, and the
committee has recommended that an education campaign is a priority. One thing that comes to mind
to make sure that people are putting the waste in the right bins is to have a single, standard colour bin,
for example, for recycling, whereas now different colour bins exist in different city councils. There
was also a substantial discussion about a container deposit scheme both in the submissions and in
public hearings, and the committee has recommended that the government consider the introduction
of a CDS.
The committee heard about solutions to reduce the amount of material also going to landfill, including
the landfill levy increase, which I have covered, and the committee has recommended the use of
energy-from-waste options in Victoria. In considering its options, the government should be open to
the need for strong public health and environmental regulations to be put in place. Also there is the
issue about the committee recommending that the government seriously consider declaring waste as
an essential service.
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I would like to conclude by thanking my fellow committee members, who come from a range of
political parties and philosophical positions, for the professional and collegiate way they approached
this inquiry from the outset. We had many disagreements, but I think a lot of time was put in to make
sure that we could put together a quality report based on evidence. I want to thank my fellow
committee members for the good work that they have done. But also, more importantly, I would like
to thank the staff of the committee, in particular committee manager Michael Baker, inquiry officer
Kieran Crowe and research assistant Alice Petrie. These professional staff members have worked long
hours and have assisted the committee by managing a significant amount of data and a large number
of public hearings, and the inquiry and final report would not be of the high standard that it is without
their skill and dedication. On behalf of the committee I sincerely thank them for their efforts. I would
also like to thank the committee’s administrative staff—Justine Donohue and the rest of the committee
secretariat—for the administrative work, which has been done to a high standard throughout the inquiry.
Finally, I hope that the government will look at this report and its recommendations and expectations,
and I hope sincerely that the government will accept the recommendations and the findings of this
report. With these few words, I commend the report to the house.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (09:44): I would like to just make a few comments in relation to the
report that the Environment and Planning Committee has deposited on our shelves today, and in doing
so I would like to echo the chair of the committee in terms of thanking the secretariat—Michael Baker,
Alice Petrie and Kieran Crowe, in particular—for their absolute professionalism, their patience and,
at times I am sure, their forbearance in coping with us and our deliberations. I also want to
acknowledge the committee members. It has been a very fulsome discussion with a wide range of
views. I also thank people for the submissions they presented and their attendance at the hearings.
The particular people that I would like to thank are the rural and regional councils and people that
made an effort to come to our rural hearings, in particular East Gippsland, Baw Baw, Bass Coast,
Wellington and Latrobe City councils, who are individually and also collectively through the
Gippsland Waste and Resource Recovery Group doing some very professional and good initiatives in
relation to waste recovery and also acceptance and procurement policies around recycled material. I
would also like to mention Wendy Bezzina, who is the CEO of Latrobe Valley Enterprises, an
exemplary social enterprise group doing great initiatives in terms of waste recycling.
I also point out that I was really pleased to see that the committee looked very favourably at energy
from waste and in particular in my patch at the Australian Paper group. This can certainly be part of a
solution. If you look over to Europe, you see that the top 10 European countries of those with the
lowest municipal waste sent to landfill certainly have energy from waste as part of their solutions, and
I think this is a very good adoption.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:46): I rise briefly to speak on the recycling inquiry
report. Of course, I was a member of the committee. It has been a very good exercise for me, being a
new member of Parliament, to sit on this inquiry as my first committee inquiry. I was very impressed
by the amount of submissions that community members made in regard to the inquiry but also the
level of investment and involvement by the community generally and the care and concern that people
generally have in Victoria to make sure that we as a community do our utmost to recycle and to make
sure we care for our planet.
There were also, as Mr Melhem said, a lot of government departments that gave evidence, unions,
community groups—a whole range of people, who gave an impressive array of evidence. It was a very
revealing inquiry. Also, what I found to be quite telling was that recycling actually can be quite
complex. Our recycling system, which we have had for some time—the commingled recycling bins—
has been our system of recycling for 25 years-plus, and so this inquiry actually gave a perfect
opportunity to in fact do a root-and-branch review not only of recycling but of the primary importance
of not creating waste when it is not necessary to do so. It also then gave us the ability to look at how
we can reduce waste and then ultimately, as we get down to the bottom end of the inverse pyramid,
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how we can manage waste. It is about looking at new technologies around waste to energy and those
sorts of things, which also then creates opportunities for less emissions and those sorts of things.
Mr Finn: That is a good idea.
Ms TERPSTRA: Yes, it is an interesting thing where that came from, isn’t it? Just in closing, what
I would like to do is also thank the committee staff for assisting us on this inquiry. As I indicated, there
were a lot of submissions that were made. We had a lot of hearing days. We also travelled interstate.
I just want to thank the committee for their very professional assistance in putting together this report.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (09:48): I rise to speak to the recycling and waste inquiry
report. I just want to thank the committee members that took part in working on this report. There was
a lot of hard work done, especially by the staff and our erstwhile secretary, Michael Baker. I also thank
the submitters, who gave some very high quality submissions. I really learned a lot about waste and
recycling, being on this committee, and I want to wholeheartedly support most of the fantastic report’s
recommendations.
As I said, I learned a lot. I think the main thing that I learned was we really need to support a recycling
industry in Victoria, and I think we need a public education campaign—and all these issues are brought
up in the report—to educate the public on how to better sort our waste into the right waste streams.
This is something I learned a lot about. I also think that it signals the end of the consume-and-dispose
society.
Waste to energy is much discussed in the report, and here the report touches on it. I mention too the
caution with which we must go about this, because if a consume-and-dispose economy, which shortcircuits all our circular economy plans and recycling industries that could come out of this, is replaced
by a consume-and-burn society we are not really achieving very much. We need to get single-use
plastics out of the rubbish and waste stream altogether, because they end up being a problem whether
they go to landfill or to waste to energy. But there is more to say, and hopefully I will talk to that later
on today.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:51): I would like to start by thanking my fellow
committee members. It was wonderful working with you. As Mr Melhem said, they are a very diverse
group of people. I would also especially like to thank the parliamentary staff, who had to put up with
that very large and diverse group of people, and they made a fantastic effort. In particular I would like
to thank the public for their submissions. As Mr Hayes said, many of them were of a very high quality.
I learned a lot about recycling during this inquiry, and in particular I learned about some of the issues
around that are affecting real people. We heard some very heart-wrenching stories about people who
were affected by pollution from fires. We heard about people that lost their businesses through no fault
of their own due to fires. We learned about some of the possible solutions to this, and we have made
some good recommendations in the report, I think. Some of these issues became very apparent, and I
think one that we all agreed on was that separation of glass in our bins needs to be prioritised. Another
issue which was controversial but I think does play a role in this is waste to energy. It is a very
interesting technology, with lots of promise for ending landfills, so I think it is something we should
definitely be looking into.
We also heard about lots of regional issues. We learned that some councils do not have green bins in
rural areas and that they are reluctant to introduce those because of costs to ratepayers. I think we have
to be very mindful about any solutions that we do come up with that we also consider the costs and
that we have appropriate cost-benefit analysis before rushing ahead and doing things, because these
solutions do have costs and we need to consider those before making any decisions about actions.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:53): I would also like to thank the staff for their
patience, persistence and diligence in handling, I think, what has rightly been said were divergent
opinions—as they should be; that is the democratic process. So thank you once again. It is very much
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appreciated. I think fundamentally what I learned through this process is that there are some
fundamentals that just need fixing—that is, the intersect between glass shards and cardboard can be a
major contaminant and a major barrier to the best recycling outcomes—and I am absolutely confident
that we as a community can overcome these issues. These are doable things, and I am buoyed by that,
because when you see these simple solutions—and I am not trying to oversimplify the outcomes but
they are fundamentally not overly complex matters—it really gives you hope that we can make a much
cleaner future for everyone.
I will put in a little note of caution. I am a little more cautious with waste to energy. There is a spectrum.
You have the very toxic end of incineration, which can create very toxic chemicals such as dioxins,
and they then have to be disposed of. So I am not a strong advocate for that. I think it is second only
to landfill. I think it has a place, and we can possibly find a place for it. But there are strata and a
spectrum of waste-to-energy mechanisms, and we have to be very, very careful and monitor the
environmental consequences so we do not create more problems for the future.
I also think that there is much more potential, and our government is already investing in food and
waste organics. There is heavy investment in these mechanisms in Europe, and we can certainly go
down that path as well—even more so than we already are—because you can divert often up to 40 per
cent to 50 per cent of waste that is currently going into landfill and therefore you can also reduce your
methane emissions significantly.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:55): I would also like to make comment on the
committee report, and I would like to congratulate my co-committee members on the work they have
done on this report. I was a participatory member, so I did not attend as many of the hearings as others
did, but I would like to also acknowledge the secretariat—Michael Baker, Kieran Crowe, Alice Petrie
and Justine Donohue—and all the work that they have done in putting this very important inquiry
together.
This issue is very substantial and on the minds of so many Victorians, and we know that. Sadly, the
government has sat on its hands for far too long in dealing with this issue, and what we have seen is
an inept minister dealing with the recycling crisis. Quite literally we have seen a whole range of issues,
and as Mr Finn knows, in the area of Western Metropolitan Region the community is very concerned
about what is happening around landfill in the area and how much waste is going into landfill.
There are many recommendations in this report and a lot of work was done. I congratulate all those
individuals and organisations that provided submissions and gave evidence to the inquiry. I would like
to also congratulate Michael O’Brien. I was there on Sunday when he made the announcement which
is really to overhaul our recycling.
Mr Finn: It is exciting.
Ms CROZIER: It is a very exciting announcement. Having a statewide standard of recycling
policy will really make a huge difference to households, industry and business. I was very interested
to hear the comments from both Ms Taylor and Ms Terpstra, who seem to be at odds in terms of waste
to energy. The policy that was announced on the weekend will assist with a lot of the issues that the
community is very concerned about. More will be said about this, but again I would like to
acknowledge all the work that has been done on this important inquiry.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (09:57): I am pleased to speak to the Environment and
Planning Committee’s report into waste and recycling, and I thank everyone, firstly, for supporting
my motion earlier this year to establish the inquiry. I would like to thank all members of the committee
and the staff who worked so hard to corral this wideranging committee, which actually brought
together a whole range of good ideas as well. We had over 700 submissions and, I believe, the highest
number of hearings that we have had in a committee inquiry, so that required a lot of work. I commend
all the work that has gone into producing this report.
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While the report is a fair representation of the evidence, I have submitted a minority report because
there were a number of areas where I felt the committee did not go far enough. Those areas were,
firstly, the area of food and organic waste. I have made a recommendation that the state establish in
partnership with councils a statewide kerbside recycling service for food and organic waste. We need
to reduce waste further by promptly extending the ban on single-use plastic bags to other unnecessary
single-use plastics, starting with cutlery, plates, straws, stirrers, cotton buds and polystyrene takeaway
containers and cups.
We need to ensure that we heed the broad support in the community—overwhelming support—and
submissions to the inquiry about the container deposit scheme and introduce a container refund scheme
in Victoria immediately, without hesitation. And in regard to waste energy, we must exercise caution
when we start to consider incinerating Victoria’s waste. I have made a recommendation that the
government implement a moratorium on new waste incineration plants until 2030 to ensure that full
environment and public health impacts are properly investigated. We must ensure and make a
commitment that no recyclables and no food and organic waste are incinerated in Victoria.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:59): I rise extremely excited about this inquiry, seeing
that this was one of my main goals when I made my inaugural speech after 20 years of being in local
government and knowing that waste is a major issue and that government upon government have
actually sat on their hands and not taken a statewide approach to waste. So I am very happy to hear
that the government will be taking an organic, statewide approach. I am very pleased that last week
they announced $425 000 for Maribyrnong, but it needs to be all local governments. They need to
spend the levy.
It is great to see that we are going to take a statewide approach on a paper bin, as well as looking at all
bins actually having the same lids in the same colours. So right across the state that will occur. I am
also very pleased to hear that there is going to be waste to energy, and I will not allow the Greens or
others to actually muddy the waters, knowing that dioxides get burnt up in the process and scaring the
community that somehow a waste-to-energy facility is bad for the environment. It is not. Many, many
places across the world have done it for a long time. I am also very pleased that we wish to have singleuse plastic banned, not just plastic bags. That has to occur across the state.
I also would like to thank the many people in my community who came out and spoke, such as the
Anti-Toxic Waste Alliance, Stop the Tip and the many people from Broadmeadows. I felt on one of
the days of inquiry it was just my community in the west that came out, seeing that they have been
exposed to fires and some of the worst things that could happen when you ignore waste. I will stay in
this Parliament until everything is done— (Time expired)
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (10:01): I am pleased to rise and
make a contribution on this report tabled for the inquiry into recycling and waste management in
Victoria, the final report of the Environment and Planning Committee. I want to put on record my
thanks to my fellow committee members and in particular to the staff, who carried a very heavy load
through some of those adoption days. I think it is important to put on record their heroic efforts to
make sure that this report was tabled, and tabled in a timely and reasonable way.
I also want to note the waste-to-energy findings. I am very pleased to see that the inquiry has
recommended significant support for waste to energy. That is the coalition’s policy. Michael O’Brien,
our leader, has made a clear statement about our policy. We will cut household waste to zero by 2035
and we will use waste to energy. It is used around the world. It is a constructive way of managing our
waste challenges.
That stands in stark contrast to the current government, where there is a scandalous approach that has
seen chaos and confusion reigning—duelling agencies; ministers who appear not to accept
responsibility; the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, a department that does not
appear to accept responsibility; the mismanagement of the Sustainability Fund; and a hopeless
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Sustainability Victoria that has lost all sense of direction. I do think that old-fashioned ministerial
responsibility would be good in this area—our minority report makes this point quite clear—and the
department should accept responsibility. It is not enough to be pointing at different agencies all over
the countryside. They need to—
Dr Cumming: Don’t blame the councils.
Mr DAVIS: I am not blaming the councils. I say that councils have got a very critical role, but they
need to work with government, and government needs to show leadership.
Finally, I want to put on record that the chair ought not to be the chair of this committee given the
recent findings of the Federal Court.
Motion agreed to.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on—
Market-led Proposals, November 2019 (Ordered to be published).
Results of 2018–19 Audits: Local Government, November 2019 (Ordered to be published).
Commission for Children and Young People—In our own words: Systemic inquiry into the lived experience
of children and young people in the Victorian out-of-home care system, November 2019 (Ordered to be
published).
Emergency Services Superannuation Board (ESSSuper)—Report, 2018–19 (in lieu of that tabled 17 October
2019).
Fisheries Act 1995—Report on the Disbursement of Recreational Fishing Licence Revenue from the
Recreational Fishing Licence Trust Account, 2018–19.
Port of Hastings Development Authority—Report, 2018–19.
Victorian Inspectorate—Report 1 January to 30 June 2019, pursuant to section 30Q(3) of the Surveillance
Devices Act 1999 in relation to agencies authorised to use surveillance devices.

Production of documents
WEST GATE TUNNEL
The Clerk: In relation to the West Gate Tunnel Project, I lay on the table 29 documents in full,
13 documents in part and a schedule of the 43 documents identified in response to the resolution of
the Council of 20 February 2019 relating to the West Gate Tunnel Project. I also lay on the table a
letter from the Attorney-General dated 26 November 2019 making a claim of executive privilege in
relation to nine documents in full.
TOORAK ROAD, KOOYONG, LEVEL CROSSING
The Clerk: In relation to the Toorak Road, Kooyong, level crossing removal project, I lay on the
table 10 documents in full, five documents in part and a schedule of the 22 documents identified in
response to the resolution of the Council of 20 February 2019 relating to the Toorak Road, Kooyong,
level crossing removal project. I also lay on the table a letter from the Attorney-General dated
26 November 2019 making a claim of executive privilege in relation to seven documents in full.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice given.
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NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS
Notices given.
Members statements
SOLWAY PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (10:09): I had the great pleasure of attending Solway
Primary School last week—a lovely, lovely school. I was so pleased to see their oval returfed courtesy
of the maintenance boost, which is in addition to record funding into schools in Victoria from our
government. What was as delightful a surprise was to learn that this is a sustainability accredited
school. They even have captains for each of the various forms of waste—isn’t that fantastic? And what
is lovely is that in order to keep that sustainability accreditation up they have to keep striving further
and harder to create better ways of managing waste in the school. For example, I do not know what
you call the little things you put around bread—bread ties, that is it—that are made of plastic. Well,
there is not much you could do with those ties, or so I thought—but actually you can. They collect the
bread ties and send them to South Africa, and then they are used and remoulded into wheelchairs. How
wonderful is that? And that is what is happening in a Victorian primary school. This is what we can
do. When we are talking on the topic of waste, it just shows that waste does not have to be the enemy;
it can be actually something very productive and useful for society. I was very inspired by that visit
for all the right reasons.
ELIZABETH CROWTHER
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:11): I rise to acknowledge a leader in mental
health policy and services, Elizabeth Crowther, as she retires from Wellways in December. Liz
commenced as CEO of what was then the Mental Illness Fellowship of Victoria in 1995 and has
overseen the development and growth of the organisation from a small Victorian advocacy body to a
large, dynamic and innovative community-managed mental health and disability service provider and
advocate across Australia. She has innovated with groundbreaking programs now delivering to over
7000 mental health and disability clients. She has motivated her team of thousands of staff and
volunteers, many of whom have lived experience. She has meaningfully contributed to the statewide
and national policy debates and persistently sought out funding to deliver this vitally important work.
Liz has consistently promoted the participation of people with a mental illness in the development and
management of services, in self-management of their illness and as full members of the community.
She has described her objective as having a ‘consumer intimate organisation’.
I have had the honour of working with Liz in many capacities over the years: on the rewrite of the
Mental Health Act; funding for Doorways, which helps people with severe mental illness into the
private rental market; delivering and developing new parks; and the Community Sector Reform
Council. I have also had the honour of inducting her into the Victorian Honour Roll of Women. Liz
has shared her knowledge, time and skills with every person and community she supports and has also
been an active participant in peak bodies, including serving as the president of Vicserv. She has always
worked hard and been dedicated and passionate, and this contribution is very well worth
acknowledging. Thank you, Liz, for your many years of impact and the difference you and your
leadership have made to the lives of so many Australians.
ZEN LUCAS
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:13): Today I rise with much sadness to make a
contribution celebrating the life of Zen Lucas. Ninety seconds does not seem enough to pay tribute to
Zen, as there is much to commemorate. Zen was a much-loved member of our small Banyule
community which formed around many of us sending our kids to our local primary school.
Unfortunately Zen passed away unexpectedly earlier this month. Zen was a talented graffiti artist in
his early years, having no doubt inherited his artistic talent from his father, Mike Brown, an avant-
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garde artist during those bohemian days of the 1960s and 70s when John and Sunday resided at Heide,
which is where Zen’s mother, Jan, and father, Mike, first met.
Zen made such a valuable contribution to our community and in ways which are not often recognised.
The organisation of getting his own kids to footy and cricket practice or matches as well as others was
often a precision effort. There were the bike rides, the swimming lessons, the dog walking, the fixing
of bikes and the legendary finds of the best hard rubbish bikes in Banyule. Zen played a central part
in our community. Always open and optimistic and up for a chat, he was an ever-present part of his
children’s lives.
The sudden and unexpected loss of Zen at just 48 has left an indelible mark on our community and of
course his family. Zen was a devoted and loving husband of 29 years to Catherine and a dedicated and
loving father to Finn, Oli and Sophie. He was a much-loved brother to Clay as well as a brother-inlaw, an uncle and of course a dear friend to many in our community. Zen, you will be sadly missed.
Our grief is immense, and your passing will take much time to recover from. Vale, Zen Lucas.
WEST OF MELBOURNE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ALLIANCE
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (10:14): I rise to acknowledge the West of Melbourne
Economic Development Alliance, also known as WoMEDA. The alliance formed after discussions
between Victoria University, the state government, local government and the business community. A
need was revealed to view the western region through an economic lens. Formally established in early
2016—the year the Bulldogs won the grand final—the primary focus of WoMEDA is to strengthen
economic development in the west by building on our existing strengths and supporting new
opportunities. WoMEDA focuses on the area that includes six councils that work together through
LeadWest, which are Brimbank, Hobsons Bay, Maribyrnong, Melton, Moonee Valley and
Wyndham—and I would love to hopefully see Hume in there one day.
WoMEDA recognises there is significant catch-up required in relation to economic growth in the west
and has identified three main priorities in WoMEDA’s economic development agenda: one, improved
community health and wellbeing; two, smarter transport connectivity; and, three, providing local jobs
for local people. On Monday evening the Honourable Steve Bracks, AC, and Professor Peter Dawkins,
AO, launched the economic development and jobs strategy for the Sunshine gateway precinct. The
plan is to create more jobs in the precinct and capitalise on this extraordinary opportunity. I look
forward to seeing how this develops, and I hope that we also focus on the Wyndham community.
ADULT COMMUNITY EDUCATION
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:16): On Thursday, 14 November, I attended at
Parliament House the launch by Minister Tierney of The Future of Adult Community Education in
Victoria 2020–25. The minister put forward an exciting and important vision of Victorian education
that will invigorate and challenge adults by offering a wide range of educational opportunities. I look
forward to seeing the outcomes of this enlightening and critically important project.
FELICITATIONS
Mr ELASMAR: On another matter, this is my last members statement of the year, so my closing
words are to express my appreciation and gratitude to all the staff at the Department of Parliamentary
Services for their care and professional assistance over this past year; to the men and women at
Parliament House, in particular the Clerk, the Deputy Clerk and their staff for their invaluable support
and friendship; and to my electorate office staff, who have enabled me to carry out my duties at
parliamentary meetings and community forums without any worries or misgivings about my electorate
office. Finally, I wish all my colleagues and everyone a wonderful, safe and happy festive season with
their families and loved ones.
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REBECCA ALEXANDER
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (10:17): I rise to congratulate Rebecca Alexander on her
election to the council of the Law Institute for Victoria (LIV). Rebecca works for a great country law
firm, SLM Law, who have served the Colac Otway region for more than a century. With offices in
Colac, Camperdown, Cobden and Apollo Bay, they pride themselves on being locals serving locals. I
am confident that Rebecca will be a strong voice for country Victoria within the institute. LIV has a
proud history, but I know that Rebecca wants it to focus once again on the interests common to all of
its over-regulated members, not on taking political positions on niche issues far beyond their
professional concerns. It is good to know that her view has found support from her fellow members. I
congratulate her on her election and wish Rebecca the very best in guiding the institute forward.
POLITICAL DONATIONS
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (10:18): During the last sitting week government MPs voted
against my local democracy private members bill, the Planning and Environment Amendment (Local
Democracy) Bill 2019, which would have given more say in planning matters to local residents and
communities. Their arguments against my bill were lame and unconvincing, but we have since got
plenty of insights into why they support property developers rather than local residents. We have
learned that property developer John Woodman has donated $20 000 to Labor MP Pauline Richards,
$10 000 to Labor MP Mary-Anne Thomas, $5000 to Labor MP Dustin Halse, $5000 to Labor
candidate Julie Buxton and $4000 to Labor minister James Merlino. For Labor MPs and candidates to
be accepting these donations is shameful and improper. Both the Labor and Liberal parties need to
stop doing dirty deals with dodgy developers and restore public confidence in the integrity of our
political planning system by banning campaign and personal donations by property developers, as
Queensland and New South Wales have already done.
YLAB
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (10:20): Last week I attended the presentation of a report
by YLab at a meeting chaired by the Speaker, Colin Brooks. YLab is the social enterprise arm of the
Foundation for Young Australians. Since 2016 it has partnered with the Parliament of Victoria to
engage young people across the state to better understand the barriers and opportunities to engaging
in parliamentary processes. The project entitled ‘State of the Future’ was the result of consulting with
more than 500 young people aged 18 to 30 across Victoria. Important region-based issues were
identified and highlighted, with important topics discussed such as public transport, cost of living and
housing, employment, public and online safety, family violence and youth groups at risk of
disengagement. Overwhelmingly the issue that young people most care about is mental health.
It is great to see the participation of our young people in social issues. To create a better future we
must enable those that will lead it. Many of the issues raised have been recognised by the Andrews
Labor government and are being addressed through initiatives into family violence, health and
community support funding. The government has also established Australia’s first-ever royal
commission into mental health and commits to implementing all of its recommendations.
GEORGIA BISHOP AND NAKSHI MEHTA
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:21): I rise today to congratulate two young women who
participated in this year’s parliamentary internship program and worked with my team to produce
outstanding reports on pressing transport issues within my community.
Georgia Bishop from the Australian Catholic University wrote a business case for including Doncaster
in stage 1 of the Suburban Rail Loop. She presents a solid case to add the link between Box Hill and
Doncaster, and I was proud to pass her work to the Suburban Rail Loop Authority and Minister Allan’s
team following a recent briefing. Georgia was presented with the Presiding Officers’ Prize for the most
outstanding intern report. The runner-up report this year was created by our semester 1 intern, Nakshi
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Mehta. Her report investigated the competing light rail and heavy rail options sponsored by the state
and federal governments respectively and provided solid recommendations on how to move forward
with this long-awaited and much-needed piece of infrastructure.
I am very proud of the work done by these ladies: two very useful pieces of research and
recommendations that will help me lobby the transport infrastructure projects in my electorate. It was
a joy working with these young interns. They were a welcome addition to our team during their time
with us.
UBER
Mr BARTON: I would also like to note that Transport for London has decided against renewing
Uber’s licence to operate. It found that Uber was not fit and proper as a licence-holder and had a pattern
of failures that compromised passenger safety. It found that Uber’s poor driver identification processes
meant over 14 000 rides were given by drivers who had been dismissed or suspended. Unlicensed
drivers are uninsured drivers. They are unsafe drivers.
MISS AND MRS PUNJABAN AUSTRALIA
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (10:23): On 16 November I attended the Miss and
Mrs Punjaban Australia event. The event was a showcase of the Punjabi and Indian culture and also a
showcase of the wonderful talents of women participants. It is through events such as these that our
unique cultural identity, history, beauty and traditions are preserved, taught to our younger generations
and showcased to the broader community. The thing about the event that resonated with me the most
was the removal of judging based solely on the appearance of the contestant, instead focusing on the
inner beauty of the women. True beauty lies within. I want to thank Shama Bhangu, Navneet Kaur
and Sanjhi Awaaz radio for hosting me at the event and for the fabulous work they do for our
community. I want to congratulate Avninder Kaur and Harpreet Kaur for receiving the crowns for
Miss and Mrs Punjaban respectively.
AFROSHINE AUSTRALIA AWARDS
Ms VAGHELA: On another note, I was delighted to represent the Premier, Daniel Andrews, and
the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Richard Wynne, at the seventh annual Afroshine Australia
Awards 2019. The Afroshine Australia Awards are an annual event hosted by Africa Media Australia,
which acknowledges the achievements of African-Australian communities and individuals from
around Australia. Victoria’s African communities have contributed in all spheres of Victorian life and
bettered our multicultural identity. Congratulations to all the Afroshine award recipients. I would like
to thank Africa Media Australia for hosting me. I commend their hard work and dedication in
supporting the community.
FELICITATIONS
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (10:24): As it is the final sitting week for the year and
we are approaching the holiday season, I would like to take this opportunity to wish everyone in
Southern Metropolitan Region and all Victorians a merry Christmas and happy end to the year.
However you will be celebrating, I hope you all have a safe holiday season and a very happy new year.
I would also like to acknowledge those Victorians who will be working through the holidays so that
the rest of us can enjoy a break. As the shops get busier at this time of year, so does the pressure on
retail and fast-food workers. I encourage everyone to always remember to treat these hardworking
people with the respect and courtesy they deserve. And of course, a special thank you to our emergency
services personnel who will be working through the break to keep us safe and secure.
Although I was a late arrival to this Parliament, it has been an honour to represent my constituency
and to make a contribution in this place. I look forward to seeing you all in 2020.
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FOODBANK
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:25): At this time of the year it is important to reflect on all
those Victorians who are doing it tough. Last week I had the opportunity to visit Foodbank in
Yarraville and take a tour of the warehouse there and talk to the CEO, Dave McNamara, about the
work that Foodbank does right across our state. Foodbank as an organisation has actually been
operating since the 1930s. It is the largest provider of vital food and groceries and food relief to
charities right around the country. It employs approximately 60 staff, with approximately 60 to
80 additional volunteers per day. Every year there are almost 25 000 hours donated by generous
individuals and corporate groups. One in five Victorians has experienced food insecurity in the last
12 months. Charities are struggling to meet the rising need for food relief in our country, with a 25 per
cent increase in the number of individuals seeking emergency food relief, which is a shocking statistic.
I also got the opportunity to have a look at the fantastic work that Foodbank are doing to deliver our
Andrews government school breakfast clubs initiative, which is something that we are incredibly
proud of. You cannot learn on an empty stomach, and Foodbank are making sure that our kids get the
very best start they can before the school day.
GRAEME EDWARDS
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:27): I rise today to pay tribute to the life of a wonderful man.
Graeme Edwards was a unit controller at Yallourn. After moving from Melbourne he spent 30 years
working at the Yallourn power plant, living in Warragul and making an enormous contribution to his
community. Graeme is remembered as a man who was decent, diligent, devoted to his family, a
genuinely lovely guy and someone who was a pleasure to be around. His workmates found him to be
an absolutely wonderful colleague, and he was someone who always put safety and procedure first. It
was therefore a complete devastation when Graeme was killed at the Yallourn power plant on
13 November 2018. His life must and should be measured by the contribution he made and not defined
simply by the way in which he died. To his wife, Janine, to his siblings, to his family, including his
mum, Elizabeth, and to all of his friends and colleagues, I am so sorry about the loss of your beloved
Graeme. I hope that you will find consolation in the Graeme Edwards memorial garden, which was
unveiled at the Yallourn viewing area on Saturday, and I look forward to continuing discussions about
how to improve workplace safety, particularly in the power and mining industries.
BUSHFIRES
Ms SHING: On another matter, I wish to say thank you and congratulations and to express our
most heartfelt wish for the safe return of all of our firefighters who are working to combat fires in East
Gippsland, New South Wales and further afield. You do us so proud. Thank you to your families for
letting you go. Please return home safely, and please know that you go with our best, best hopes for a
good recovery.
Bills
CRIMES AMENDMENT (ABOLITION OF BLASPHEMY) BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:29): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility with
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I
make this statement of compatibility with respect to the Crimes Amendment (Abolition of Blasphemy)
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Bill, 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 of bill
The purpose of the Crimes Amendment (Abolition of Blasphemy) Bill 2019 is to abolish the common law
offences of blasphemy and blasphemous libel, to the extent that they form part of the common law of Victoria.
Human rights issues
The Crimes Amendment (Abolition of Blasphemy) Bill 2019 does not limit any human right, rather it engages
and promotes the right to equality before the law set out in section 8 of the charter and the right to freedom of
expression as set out in section 15 of the charter.
The Bill implements recommendations of the United Nations Human Rights Committee.
As the Bill does not limit any human rights, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the Bill is compatible with the charter because it does not raise any human rights issues.
Fiona Patten MLC
Leader of the Reason Party

Second reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:29): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Blasphemy is still a crime in Victoria—and it shouldn’t be.
Queensland has abolished it. Western Australia has abolished it. New Zealand has abolished it. Canada
has abolished it. Even the United Kingdom, from whom we inherited the offence in the first place, has
abolished it.
The recent Religious Freedom Review, chaired by Philip Ruddock, recommend that we abolish it.
The United Nations recommend that we abolish it.
This bill acts on that advice.
Blasphemy is not a vilification law; it is not a discrimination law. It makes a crime of offending
Christian sensibilities or, more specifically, protecting Christian doctrine from ‘scurrilous
commentary’.
As our Federal Court has described:
The essence of the crime of blasphemy is to publish words concerning the Christian religion which are so
scurrilous and offensive as to pass the limits of decent controversy and to be calculated to outrage the feelings
of any sympathiser with or believer in Christianity.

The fundamental issue with blasphemy laws is that they give preferential treatment to Christianity
over other religions. In doing so they cut across the human right to freedom of thought, conscience
and religion, as interpreted by the United Nations and enshrined in the Victorian Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities.
In Victoria we have sufficient anti-vilification and anti-discrimination laws to protect against the harms
that ‘blasphemous’ conduct might cause a person or class of persons.
We do not need this archaic relic that in itself is a vehicle for prejudice.
Blasphemy has not been prosecuted in Australia since 1919. However, in 1997 George Pell did seek
an injunction against the National Gallery of Victoria on the basis of blasphemous libel, in relation to
the display of the contentious Piss Christ artwork.
Irrespective of its infrequent application, inactive or unused blasphemy laws in one country still lend
legitimacy to more severe and more actively used blasphemy laws in other countries. For example,
the blasphemy laws in Ireland have been openly used to justify their continued existence in
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Indonesia—where people have been sentenced to jail terms simply for posting about atheism on
Facebook.
In recent years a Pakistani man was jailed for a Facebook post containing derogatory remarks about
the prophet Mohammed and a Mauritian ‘blasphemer’ was jailed for two years, after spending four
years on remand.
Prosecutions are on the rise internationally, and we should not be sending signals of support from
Victoria.
Our blasphemy laws violate the human right to freedom of expression. They protect Christian
institutions and leaders from legitimate and often necessary criticism. They are intrinsically bad,
subjective and inconsistent laws. Internationally, they have been demonstrated to legitimise
vigilantism, mob violence and the persecution of minorities.
We can be better.
Turning to the specifics of the bill:
Its purpose is to abolish the common-law offences of blasphemy and blasphemous libel to the extent
that they form part of the common law of Victoria.
The bill would come into operation on the day after it receives royal assent.
The bill in its totality inserts new section 322AB into the Crimes Act 1958 titled ‘Offences of
blasphemy and blasphemous libel abolished’.
That new section reads: ‘Any distinct offences under the common law of blasphemy and blasphemous
libel are abolished.’
The bill also provides for the automatic repeal of the amending act.
This bill is a simple one, but it sends an important signal that we will treat all Victorians equally.
I commend this bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:34): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
Committees
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (10:34): I move:
That this house:
(1) requires the Economy and Infrastructure Committee to inquire into, consider and report at least every
September on public sector infrastructure and public works projects, including current and past
infrastructure projects and proposals, and in particular:
(a) projects relating to the removal of railway level crossings;
(b) the Melbourne Metro rail project;
(c) the West Gate Tunnel Project;
(d) the North East Link Project;
(e) the Murray Basin rail project;
(f)

the Suburban Rail Loop project;
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(g) the regional rail revival project;
(h) other public sector infrastructure or public works projects the committee determines appropriate;
(2) requires the committee to consult where appropriate with Infrastructure Victoria and examine and report
on the adherence or otherwise of projects to their respective business cases and the strengths and
weaknesses of project business cases, and for the purposes of this inquiry:
(a) ‘public sector infrastructure’ and ‘public works projects’ mean work:
(i)

exceeding $10 million in present value which are carried out by or on behalf of or under
contract to the Crown, any government department or any public authority;

(ii) for or towards the carrying out of which money is provided by the state; and
(b) the committee shall, insofar as it is consistent with the standing orders and powers of the Legislative
Council and its committees, have the same powers as conferred upon the Public Works Committee
by the Public Works Committee Act 1958 as it was in force on 1 August 1982.

This is actually a very straightforward motion. Victoria has a significant weakness in its oversight of
major public works. Around Australia there are proper public works committees—usually joint
committees between the chambers. Victoria had one until the 1980s, and New South Wales has
recently recreated a public works committee.
If you think about the big periods of construction in Victoria’s history—the 1960s and 70s, when there
were major transport and dam projects, for example, and when the city loop was created—there was
a public works committee that had major oversight. It was able to look at all of these projects in detail,
and in fact there were specific powers that that committee had to go onto project sites and to examine
the books, as it were, of these projects. Now, we have not had that oversight since the 1980s, and that
is a weakness; it is a problem for Victoria.
We have seen a significant uptick in major projects, and I know the complexity of these, having been
a health minister and having managed projects like Bendigo Hospital, the Royal Children’s Hospital,
the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, Box Hill and a long list of others. They were very large
and complex projects in themselves, but they are smaller projects than some of the big transport
projects that we are seeing at the moment. We know that the business case process has not been good
and that the state government promised that it would engage with Infrastructure Victoria, which it has
simply not done. Let me just say, I want to make the point that Infrastructure Victoria should have
some significant role there, and indeed the state government is now proceeding with the Suburban Rail
Loop without a business case. The Premier has said, in his own words, ‘There will not be a business
case’, and that would not be, in my view, a prudent way to go forward.
At the same time, we have seen things like the level crossing removals start at $5 billion. We know
from the Auditor-General’s work—and I pay tribute to the work of the Auditor, who is in this sense
and in this state the one last bastion who has the ability to dig in and find out the details of these major
projects, because certainly the Parliament cannot get this material easily; we have had enormous
trouble. He does a very good job, but the scale of this is very large. We actually need proper
democratic, parliamentary oversight of these projects, and we do not at this point have such a
mechanism, so this motion will seek to establish that. It recognises that having a public works-type
committee, in this case the Economy and Infrastructure Committee, is the appropriate approach. It
should have the ability to bring ministers forward and others.
We know that the problems with the Murray Basin rail project could have been averted if there was
better scrutiny. We know that the government has botched that project: two-fifths of the project has
been done and the money has run out, and the actual completion of the project has now been put on
hold indefinitely. The quality of the work has been very poor, with old rails from as early as 1913
being recycled, re-used and re-welded in a bizarre episode. The failure to lay ballast properly on that
has meant that in many cases there are significant sections of the line where the axle loads are not able
to be met and the speeds are not able to be met. So that project, which was a very important project
for freight movement in this state, is in fact now at significant risk in the sense that usage will not be
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there because the speed is not sufficient. A lot of that freight we wanted to move off roads is now
moving back onto roads because the axle weights and the speeds on those sections that were so-called
‘completed’ are not up to scratch. So that is a very poor outcome. How does the business case look on
a project of that nature when two-fifths of the project has been completed, but completed in a shoddy
way, and the other three-fifths is left hanging into the future? That is the sort of thing that this
committee ought to be looking at.
If you think about where we are with level crossings, the state government say in the budget that they
have completed 29. And they say more since then; 30 level crossings have been completed. But when
you ask the minister in this chamber, ‘What is the cost of each of those level crossings that you say in
your own budget papers have been completed?’, he will not tell you. If you ask the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, Minister Allan, who is responsible for these, at public accounts and estimates
hearings, ‘What is the cost for each of these level crossings that you say in your budget papers have
been completed?’, she will not tell you. The reason is quite simple. The reason is that the costs have
gone off the Richter scale, and the community has every right to know. The community has every
right to know how its money—taxpayers money—is being spent and what value has been got for that.
A business case that looks good at $5 billion does not look good at $8.5 billion or more. It starts to
look like a very different proposition from where the government started. Now, cost control and proper
scoping are critical. We have seen with the Metro Tunnel project that the early works package has
been a disaster, and I again pay tribute to the Auditor there, who was able to show that the early works
package blew out by 30 per cent.
Indeed that early works package sucked away almost the entire contingency of the Metro project. Now
the major construction process has begun, and we know that the lack of denials by the minister show
that that project is at least $3 billion over budget. So an $11 billion project is now a $14 billion-plus
project. I think the community are entitled to ask questions. They are entitled to get value for money.
A $3 billion blowout is a huge hit on the state budget. It is no wonder that funds in hospitals are tight.
It is no wonder that funds are tight in many other sectors of the state apparatus where service delivery
is at the forefront, because the state government is blowing a lot of money through mismanagement,
poor scoping and the inability to control the costs of these projects. Three billion dollars over budget
on the Metro to date is three Royal Children’s Hospitals. That inability to deliver those additional
infrastructure projects that would have been deliverable if the state government had scoped this
properly and run the project properly is a huge loss to the community. I say the state government will
deliver better projects—any state government will deliver better projects—with better oversight. That
is a role for this committee, and that is what I am proposing for this committee.
Today we have seen the Auditor’s report on market-led proposals, and again I pay tribute to the work
of the Auditor because he is the only one who can get to those details. There is no other scrutiny
mechanism that is operational in Victoria that could get to these details of the market-led proposals,
particularly around the West Gate Tunnel. It is a damning report. That is one of the projects that should
be closely oversighted because there is nearly $2 billion of taxpayers money in the project. There is a
huge amount of toll revenue, and a special deal has been done with the tenderers to jack up the toll
year by year, 4.25 per cent every year—and it has already started. People are paying on current
CityLink roads now for a project that will not be delivered until well into the future—2022 is their
target; we will see whether they get there.
There are problems with this project too. The PFOS problems are very clear on the West Gate Tunnel.
They do not have a solution for where the contaminated soil will go; they do not have a solution as
yet. There are similar problems on the Metro Tunnel. Where will that soil go? How will they manage
the enormous numbers of truckloads of contaminated soil? Could you have foreseen this? Yes, you
could have. The environment effects statement actually pointed to the risk. There were some papers
in the EES process on the West Gate Tunnel that said it was likely in that inner west area that there
would be contaminated soil from earlier industrial activity. People know that area through Footscray.
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You would not be surprised that early industrial activity could have left a significant footprint. You
would want, if you were managing these projects properly, to have scoped this at the start, to have
actually understood what you were going to encounter. That is the sort of problem we are seeing with
the Metro Tunnel too: failure to scope the station boxes properly and a failure to actually scope the
vents. They have run into all sorts of trouble with the vents because they did not do the work ahead of
time. Again, more scrutiny by a parliamentary committee would actually assist.
Some of these projects may ultimately need much more than a parliamentary committee, but let us
take steps that will give us better oversight of these projects—of taxpayers money, of the scoping of
the projects, of the business cases of the projects—and hold them to account for their proposed planned
outcomes. This is a very reasonable approach. New South Wales has such a committee; most
Australian states have such a committee. In the last Parliament Mr Finn played that role, looking at
some of the major projects with this exact committee, and in my view it should play that role again.
Do I think this committee is the ultimate vehicle to do this? No, I do not. I think there should be a
proper old-fashioned joint chamber public works committee. That is actually how it should be
oversighted. There should be the ability for that committee to use many of the old powers that were
available under the Public Works Act 1928, but that does not exist in Victoria now. We are where we
are. We can only do what is achievable here today, and the opposition thinks that this is a very
important step.
We know that Labor governments cannot manage money and they cannot manage major projects.
This government has all the feel of the 1980s about it. Major projects have been signed off. They are
careering ahead and then, bingo, we discover that the costs estimates are wrong, the scoping is wrong,
the cost control is awry and insufficient. The outcome is that taxpayers money is gobbled up. We have
seen the budget in this last quarter go into deficit for the first time in many years. This is a true Labor
government. They are back to their old tricks, and we need to put some greater scrutiny around them.
It is not my proposal today to bring this motion to a final vote. I am going to ask for it to be adjourned
off and seek to bring on the next motion listed on the notice paper, which is about bushfire maps.
Clearly at this point in the cycle before summer those bushfire maps are very important. That is the
reason we will seek to use some of our time for that motion but most of the time for this motion. I urge
the chamber to think carefully about this and the fact that we owe a duty to taxpayers to put in place
proper scrutiny measures. We do not have those at the moment. This motion is carefully framed. It
seeks to replicate some of the oversight that is available in other states.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:49): I rise today to talk to Mr Davis’s motion. What a wild ride
it has been listening to Mr Davis embark upon the thrill of the chase as far as his peaks and troughs of
reasoning go and the positions that he has taken. The contradictions in what Mr Davis has just said
are, if nothing else, absolutely consistent with what Mr Davis does in opposition on the one hand and
then, when given the opportunity in government, on the other to completely resile from earlier
positions. He does exactly that. So we should definitely put this in the Book of Davis as another exhibit
showing the opposition’s absolute incapacity as far as being able to develop arguments and discussions
around scrutiny goes. This is in fact an opposition that has done everything possible to avoid scrutiny
when it has been in government. In fact what we have seen are unprecedented steps, resources and
effort being put into the circumnavigation of the sorts of processes which Mr Davis is only too happy
to come here today and laud as being important to enable confidence from the taxpayer that public
money is being spent well, efficiently, effectively and for proper purposes.
Now, with the time that I have available to me today I want to talk in some detail about the nature of
the motion which has been proposed by Mr Davis. I want to go through some of the context within
which Mr Davis is, on behalf of his coalition colleagues, seeking to open up a vast line of inquiry for
the Economy and Infrastructure Committee in the way in which this particular motion has been
drafted. But before I do that I just want to illuminate a number of things that Mr Davis has said which
go directly to why it is the case that this motion should not be supported. Mr Davis himself has just
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said that he does not think that this committee should be the vehicle to effect more scrutiny by
parliamentary committee.
Mr Davis: No, that’s not what I said. I said there are even better vehicles. I don’t want to be
verballed.
Ms SHING: Mr Davis is not moving to his place to seek that he not be verballed because he has
no alternative but to agree to the fact that he has not moved for a public works committee; he has not
moved for the sort of scrutiny and transparency that he says would in fact do a better job than referring
matters such as these to the Economy and Infrastructure Committee, because that is in fact the only
thing that he has done. He has created a vast line of inquiry for this particular committee—and we
look at the wording of the motion:
… to inquire into, consider and report at least every September …

That could be once a year; it could be once every six months, which was the case with the rolling
review into rate capping which Mr Davis was the chair of in the last Parliament. Gee, that was a
success, wasn’t it—after the coalition in fact voted for rate capping legislation, to then turn around and
to conduct an ad nauseam public discussion about the efficacy and the implementation of those rate
cuts. I cannot see that as having been of particular benefit to taxpayers, ratepayers associations or those
peak bodies who were directly concerned with the role of the Essential Services Commission in
undertaking those sorts of reviews when exemptions to the cap were being sought. But Mr Davis has
in fact now come back for another go by having another crack at referring another set of matters to the
Economy and Infrastructure Committee, which—and I am going to put it out there—to me constitutes
no more than using the parliamentary committee resources as a vehicle to undertake the opposition’s
work.
We have seen this time and time again. In fact it is telling, isn’t it, that on the very day we have a report
from an Environment and Planning Committee inquiry into recycling we see—quelle surprise!—a
number of startling similarities between the work undertaken in that committee and a certain meme
that was issued by the current Leader of the Opposition, Michael O’Brien, when he stood in front of a
vast pile of garbage and decided that he was going to actually come out with a policy. The opposition
has a policy! It is not the garbage itself, but it is in fact something that bears a curious resemblance to
a lot of the work being undertaken in this particular committee.
I do not want to be a cynic about this. I do not want to doubt that confidentiality is held up as sacrosanct
in this institution. I do not want to doubt that leaks do not occur, because I think that everybody here
has the best possible motives and intentions and would never deign to seek to misuse resources,
engagement, materials and information from a parliamentary inquiry for the purposes of policy
development—well, to the extent that it could be considered policy, of course. I mean it is a picture of
a man in front of a giant pile of rubbish, so technically speaking it may fall well short of what is
required in order to constitute a policy offering that Victorians might take seriously.
When we look at this particular confluence of circumstances, whereby the opposition comes out with
a policy that, again, a couple of days later is replicated very closely in a parliamentary inquiry report,
I wonder whether in fact this is the first time that that has occurred, that in fact there has been public
discussion of matters which bear a curious resemblance to the work of a parliamentary inquiry. And
then I think back on what occurred in the last Parliament—
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, I have been listening for the last almost 7 minutes
to Ms Shing. She has made a fleeting reference to the motion, and she has gone on to speak about
something that is totally unrelated to this motion. I ask you to bring her back to the substance of the
matter that we should be debating.
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Ms SHING: On the point of order, Acting President, this is a motion seeking an inquiry by a
parliamentary committee, and I am talking directly to the work function and purpose of the
parliamentary committee structure in the context of the motion as put by Mr Davis.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Thank you, Mr Finn. I do not uphold the point of
order.
Ms SHING: Thank you, Acting President. It is an interesting turn of events, isn’t it? You know
you are getting somewhere when the objections and interjections and points of order begin to be raised
in relation to issues such as relevance. Because when we look at the purpose for which parliamentary
inquiries are established, and we look at the curious turns of event that have occurred in relation to
matters such as puppy farms in the last Parliament and recycling in this Parliament, we see that, again,
there is a level of consistency. Now, I myself do not want to be disappointed in the capacity of
members of committees to maintain confidentiality and to maintain the privilege that sits around the
conduct of parliamentary inquiries. But, geez, I would be entitled to make a number of conclusions
around the fact that these parliamentary inquiries appear to be serving something other than providing
the sorts of levels of comfort, information, efficiency and transparency that Mr Davis held up as being
the rationale and the starting point for conducting this vast, wideranging inquiry.
I want to suspend my disbelief, much like one does when one watches a John Woo movie. Face/Off—
what a time that was, with Nicolas Cage. You cannot really do a facial transplant, but we were all
prepared to put that to one side so that John Travolta and Nicolas Cage could get on with the job of
creating drama. But onto the motion itself.
Public infrastructure and public works projects are listed in this particular motion, and they include
current and past infrastructure projects and proposals. But just in case it was not broad enough already,
wait, there is more:
… in particular—

and then we have a list of seven. Let us go through those:
projects relating to the removal of railway level crossings …

I want to interject upon myself at this point in time because these are the very same level crossings
that Mr Davis repeatedly called ‘monstrous’, ‘atrocious’, ‘disastrous’. Anything that could fit within
the nomenclature of a teenage fiction describing an apocalyptic community ripped asunder by a
terrible draconian government he was there for. If we do a careful search of Hansard from the last
Parliament we will see that Mr Davis fair whipped himself into a frenzy talking about the way in which
communities would be devastated by the monstrous—the heinous—sky rail proposal, which in fact
did nothing more than win awards; improve and increase property values; create better connections
for communities; provide better capacity for large numbers of people to commute to and from working
spaces, including the CBD on a daily basis; and to overall make sure that we were continuing to
accommodate population growth.
Notwithstanding that, Mr Davis still cannot bring himself to actually acknowledge that the level
crossing removal program and the work being undertaken at a breakneck pace in Victoria’s record
investment in infrastructure has not only been working and has not only been creating jobs but has in
fact led to a significant level of confidence in the consumer and jobs market such that we have created
500 000 new positions of employment since we were elected in 2014. No, Mr Davis wants to actually
keep going, to keep worrying at that sore that he has that he cannot quite give the space and time to
heal about level crossing removals in fact achieving good things across our communities.
The Melbourne Metro rail project is another favourite. This is the second item in the inquiry proposal,
followed by the West Gate Tunnel project, the North East Link project, the Murray Basin rail project,
the Suburban Rail Loop project and the regional rail revival project. Let us have a think about the scale
and the scope of these particular projects. Mr Davis, with all of his worldly expertise, his engineering
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nous and his genius when it comes to modelling and to understanding the intricacies of public
infrastructure from a very hands-on and technical perspective, will obviously be in a good position to
analyse and to oversight all of these projects in the course of an inquiry such as this in a way that
enables light, transparency and accountability to be shed for the benefit of the Victorian taxpayer.
No, that does not sound right at all. What actually will be the case is that if an inquiry like this goes
ahead, we will see an inundation of information and resources of this Parliament, of members who are
part of that committee, of the community of stakeholders, of various peak bodies and of anybody who
is interested, from this or any other jurisdiction for that matter, being in a position to contribute to an
inquiry which will in fact assist Mr Davis’s understanding of various matters, including as they might
relate to the development and release of various policies or positions in the same way that occurred
earlier this week when the current Leader of the Opposition stood in front of that giant pile of rubbish.
What we see, though, is that it is not just the seven projects listed (a) to (g), as massive as they are. If
we look at the regional rail revival project just on the Gippsland line alone, it is $530 million worth of
infrastructure. I cannot understand how it is that Mr Davis, in all of his genius, would be in a position
to be able to accommodate and understand the detail and the intricacy of just that line, let alone the
entire investment that is taking place around regional Victoria to make sure that regional rail is
upgraded and that services and frequency are improved now and into the future. But Mr Davis then
goes on to point (h):
other public sector infrastructure or public works projects the committee determines appropriate …

Now, I do not know who drafted this motion, but I suspect they were under some pretty clear
instructions to make it as broad as humanly possible, so broad as to become almost useless when
defining the scope and the terms of the way in which such an inquiry might operate at a committee
level. I have sat on a number of parliamentary inquiries, and the terms of reference for those inquiries
have never been as broad as the scope of this particular inquiry that I am looking at now. And the way
in which those inquiries have been conducted has often been the subject of intensive discussion about
where and how best to allocate parliamentary resources and where and how best to conduct hearings,
to consider information and evidence and to rely upon expert understanding of matters such as
engineering expertise, academic research, comparative jurisdictions and other legal and regulatory
frameworks. So when I look at these seven subsets of paragraph (1), naming as they do specific
infrastructure projects, and then I look at the eighth one:
other public sector infrastructure or public works projects the committee determines appropriate …

I wonder how it is possibly, even vaguely remotely able to be accepted that this committee should
provide a report at least every September to consider these projects and any others—and not just that,
but also current and past infrastructure projects and proposals, so anything that may not in fact already
be part of the agenda and the delivery program of the government but anything that might be
contemplated. So let us just chuck commercial-in-confidence out the window. Let us just chuck any
idea about propriety and process and due diligence out the window when it comes to market-led
proposals, sure, because Mr Davis wants to have a bit of a conversation that may or may not then result
in another meme in front of another rubbish dump. Part (2) of the motion then:
requires the committee to consult where appropriate—

again, how broad is that? It could be as broad as anything; it could be as narrow as anything—
with Infrastructure Victoria and examine and report on the adherence or otherwise of projects to their
respective business cases—

now we get to the nub of it and start to understand what might be driving this particular set of criteria
as it relates to the motion and the particular projects outlined in part (1)—
and the strengths and weaknesses of project business cases, and for the purposes of this inquiry:
(a) ‘public sector infrastructure’ and ‘public works projects’ mean work:
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exceeding $10 million … carried out by or on behalf of or under contract to the Crown, any
government department or any public authority;

(ii) for or towards the carrying out of which money is provided by the state; and
(b) the committee shall, insofar as it is consistent with the standing orders and powers of the Legislative
Council and its committees, have the same powers as conferred upon the Public Works Committee by
the Public Works Committee Act 1958 as it was in force on 1 August 1982.

So here we have yet another contradiction, because on the one hand Mr Davis said when he got to his
feet that these issues do require more scrutiny but that he does not think that this committee should be
the vehicle to do this. He then raised the comparison point of a public works committee, but in fact
that is also referred to at (2)(b) in a way which forms part of the motion, and yet Mr Davis does not
actually think that it does the right job. So it is a little hard to accept him at his word that this will be a
fit-for-purpose process to understand and interrogate public works projects in the way that he suggests
it will.
What I think, avid follower—those reading Hansard or listening along at home or enjoying all of the
travails of democracy here on a Wednesday morning—is that in fact Mr Davis’s opposition is looking
for a way to access business cases, models, project business cases and the way in which business is
being done to deliver infrastructure in this state without actually being the government. They are doing
so not just for an improper purpose; they are doing so in a way that would undermine and seriously
jeopardise the nature of numerous discussions on market-led proposals that are contributing to an
infrastructure program which is three times the volume of anything contemplated or delivered when
their great former leader Jeffrey Kennett was the Premier of this state.
What we see is that this opposition, including the guy standing in front of a large pile of rubbish, have
been left behind as Victoria, under the Andrews government since 2014, has led the way in getting on
with delivering projects that make a fundamental difference to the amenity, to the equity and to the
community of this entire state. Mr Davis has drafted a motion—or someone has drafted a motion
which he has been able to talk to this morning—and it is so important for him that he wanted to call it
on before a bushfire documents motion, so therefore I think that we should be giving it all of the time
that it deserves in order to bring it to a head today. Mr Davis wants to conduct this inquiry in a way
which will present a significant investment, perhaps an unprecedented investment, in parliamentary
resources for a committee to undertake an enormously comprehensive review and analysis of seven
projects at least—that is before we even get to anything else as outlined in point (h) of part (1) of the
motion—for the purposes of enabling reports to be released at least every September.
Let us have a look at how that distils into value for taxpayers money, shall we? It may lead to a report,
a minority report and a range of findings and conclusions which may or may not be properly based
upon the evidence which the committee receives and considers. It may or may not lead to various calls
for change, potentially from the same guy who stood in front of a big old pile of rubbish or potentially
from someone else in the opposition. Who knows what goes on there these days when recycling
appears to occur internally for them as much as it does in relation to the content of policies that it might
develop potentially with the assistance of a parliamentary inquiry.
What we will see are a series of very angry tweets and lots of exclamation marks, parroting and
imitating other leaders around the world who love to be just as effusive, just as condemning, just as
trigger-happy in the use of their thumbs on that phone late at night or early in the morning. What we
will see potentially is a bit of a media conference. You might get people from the opposition standing
outside in the gardens of Parliament talking about travesties and waste and talking about how they
think that the Andrews government cannot deliver on major projects, cannot deliver on infrastructure,
cannot deliver on jobs, cannot manage money et cetera. It is a pretty tired refrain. They are entitled to
make it, they are entitled to speak to all of these issues in the Parliament if they so choose. But when
it comes to using the resources of this Parliament and the committee structures that have previously
served in my view much more worthy causes as they relate to a range of different matters that all

COMMITTEES
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Council

4335

parties have considered and brought over the years, when we look at the work that parliamentary
committees can do and are able to achieve and the way in which this has manifested in significant
reform and change for the betterment of Victoria as a whole, there is no comparison.
This particular inquiry does nothing more than provide ample fodder to an opposition that has no idea
about developing its own policies, that is incapable of leading in any sort of innovative fashion, that is
yet to show any credentials as they relate to its own proposed public infrastructure program, that is
consistently condemning the government on the one hand for investing money in infrastructure and
on the other hand for not managing money, that is curiously silent on the question of jobs creation in
Victoria and yet on the other hand is very, very happy to clap old mate Prime Minister up in Canberra
on the back and congratulate him on all of the work that is going on in this state. What we see here is
evidence that betrays the coalition’s inability to constitute a viable alternative government, and that is
pretty unfortunate. But do you know what? This Parliament is not here to help the opposition do a less
bad job. This Parliament’s resources are not here to be directed toward the opposition having a
mountain of paperwork that they can then work their way through in order to send out a tweet, call a
media conference, develop their own proposed policies or memes or whatever you want to call them
and to then trumpet them to Victorian public communities as a good use of taxpayer money.
This motion, as I outlined at the beginning of my contribution, requires not just an examination of
what it contains and what it is seeking to achieve but, to my mind, also a very careful consideration of
why. Why is it that the opposition is seeking to use the vehicle of parliamentary committees? One
might point to their numbers, diminished as they are. One might point to the fact that they are riven by
internal instability, infighting, disagreement and contest. One might point to the fact that they are
aimless when it comes to deciding and defining who they are and what they stand for. And when one
gets to the detail of this particular motion and looks at what is intended to be achieved for the benefit
of Victorians, when you peel back those layers of why, you start to see that in fact there is not much
benefit for taxpayers at all. Mr Davis talked in his contribution about how—to paraphrase him—we
owe a duty to taxpayers to provide proper scrutiny. This, as much as Mr Davis might want to couch it
as proper scrutiny, fails that test abysmally.
We have consistently delivered on getting the work done. We have consistently delivered on making
sure that there is a considered and committed investment into the way in which taxpayer funds are
spent. We have done this with extensive community consultation and engagement. When we think
about what happened last term in relation to level crossing removals, it is important to note that the
Liberal opposition in fact attempted to use this very committee as a vehicle to promote their opposition
to projects such as the level crossing removals and to the Metro Tunnel and the West Gate Tunnel. So,
reader, listener, observer of parliamentary process, we have arrived here again. Everything old is new
again when it comes to the way in which the opposition does business.
It is obviously something that they want to have another crack at, and Mr Davis is to be commended
for at least his consistency in that regard. But what we have also seen is that as a result of parliamentary
processes in the last term, opposition members used committee structures to also call for delays to
major transport infrastructure projects. In fact they were at odds with what the government was given
a mandate and an imprimatur to deliver—for us to get on with it. Victorians want a government that
gets on with it, and they have received that government. They have voted with their feet, and it remains
the case that the Andrews government continues to invest and continues to deliver.
Our legacy is already well underway. We have continued to work against that, I would say, somewhat
lame tide—but for some it was locally a very concerted effort—of Mr Davis’s talking down of the
project of level crossing removals in particular. They have worked hard from the opposition benches
to come in here with revocation motions and to seek to delay, to prevaricate, to insert any
administrative or parliamentary step or procedure into the order of project delivery in order to stall it,
in order to call for more information, in order to delay it. It is telling that in fact Mr Davis did not even
want to put this motion to a vote today. He did not even want to proceed to the resolution of this
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particular referral. He wants to leave it hanging on the notice paper while he moves on to something
else, and yet he says that it is still so important that it should be up and debated first.
On the Metro Tunnel, the opposition called for the contract to be renegotiated and delayed by two
years, and despite the election result, they still oppose this project. On the West Gate Tunnel, they still
oppose this project and are trying to stop it. On the Suburban Rail Loop, they still refuse to support
this project, despite the fact that this $50 billion-odd investment will provide additional assistance for
commuters to access a radial loop and to remove the need to travel into the city before travelling out
again. With every one of these projects the opposition claims on the one hand that we are spending
too much and on the other hand that we should be spending more. And if that is not enough to
characterise in a nutshell the contradiction that sits like a vein through this motion, then Mr Davis
probably needs to go back and rewrite it again. It is fraught with ambiguity. It achieves nothing by
way of taxpayer value, and there is no reason why this motion should be supported in the form
addressed.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (11:19): I would normally begin a speech on a motion such as
this by rebutting some of the finer points of the previous speaker’s comments. Unfortunately there are
none, and I will move right along. Needless to say, that is half an hour we will not get back, which is
rather sad.
Is this motion that is being put forward to the house today by Mr Davis anything new? Well, no, it is
not anything new. This is a continuation of a practice that was established in the previous Parliament
and, I think, from memory, the one before. This has been going on for quite some time, so this is
nothing new; this is just a matter of the Parliament actually having oversight of a number of important
projects that the government of the day is undertaking.
I have just been given a note that tells me exactly why this motion must be supported and why the
Economy and Infrastructure Committee must continue to do the job that it has been doing now for
some years, and that is that the business case has been tabled by the government for the level crossing
project. It is a 284-page report on the business case, 283 pages of which are redacted—a 284-page
business case, 283 pages of which are redacted.
Mr Ondarchie: It was just the cover page.
Mr FINN: Well, it must have been the front page—just the cover, yes. I think that is about it. This
is unfortunately all too typical of a government that reeks of arrogance and thinks it can do anything
at all to anybody at any time with anything. A classic example of the arrogance we are talking about
is Minister Mikakos. Why Minister Mikakos would need to be arrogant I do not know; she has not
done anything.
Ms Mikakos: On a point of order, Acting President, I make the point to Mr Finn that he should
withdraw. I do not typically make an issue of these things, but there were quite a few of his colleagues
who did so yesterday, so I will ask him to withdraw that comment. I did not get up and make a
comment about Mr Davis’s failure to have a business case on the Royal Victorian Eye and Ear
Hospital that—
Mr Ondarchie: What’s the point of order?
Ms Mikakos: I am asking him to withdraw his comment.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms Mikakos: No, you started an eye and ear hospital project with no business case, Mr Davis. You
are not in your place.
Mr FINN: On the point of order, Acting President, I am keen to know exactly what Minister
Mikakos would like me to withdraw, because I did not say she was arrogant. I could have—I would

COMMITTEES
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Council

4337

be justified in doing so—but I said she is an example of the government’s arrogance. Now, there is a
very big difference between saying she is arrogant, which as I say would have been fully justified, and
saying she is an example of the government’s arrogance. I do not believe that there is anything to
withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Ms Mikakos, are you happy with the explanation?
Ms Mikakos: Yes, I would be happy for Mr Finn to continue.
Mr FINN: Thank you, Acting President. Now, is there a need for this motion? My very word there
is, and I have just outlined it. That level crossing business case is in itself a reason for this motion to
be passed. But with what we have going on in this state—yes, we do have a lot of work being done;
yes, we do have a lot of major projects happening around the place—we also do not have the sort of
oversight that is needed for taxpayers to be satisfied that things are being done in a reasonable or indeed
an honest manner.
I refer to the West Gate Tunnel Project. When I was the chairman of the Economy and Infrastructure
Committee, I came away with the very strong view that the West Gate Tunnel Project stinks to high
heaven, and it stank to high heaven right from day one, when Transurban led the government by the
nose. We have got to remember that this is a project of which the Premier said before the 2014 election
that it was shovel-ready and ready to go—that it was a $500 million project and it was shovel-ready.
This $500 million project that was shovel-ready in 2014 was put into the Transurban machine. The
Transurban machine spat it out, and it is a multibillion-dollar project that is nothing like the Premier
had originally suggested. What we see as a result of that proposal that was led by Transurban is
Transurban getting a windfall for many, many years to come. Transurban are getting billions and
billions and billions of dollars out of this that they in my view should not be getting.
I have to say that it is my very strong view that at some stage in the time ahead there will be an IBAC
investigation into this entire project. I think that there are significant questions that still surround this
project. Certainly we in the Economy and Infrastructure Committee in the last Parliament uncovered
certain aspects of that, but there is much, much more that needs to be uncovered. I can understand why
the government is actually terrified that this motion might get up—because transparency and oversight
are something that this government is absolutely terrified of. When we have got to the stage where
projects blow out to the tune of $3 billion even before the digging starts—a $3 billion blowout—we
have got a major issue, and I think the state has got a major issue.
This motion is an extremely important one. It is a matter of great importance to the future of this state
that we have proper oversight of these multibillion-dollar projects. We need somebody independent
to stand back and make judgements on whether these projects are going ahead as they should, so I
urge members to support this motion. It is, as I said, nothing new. This is just a continuation of the
practice of the previous Parliament, and I urge the house to take that on board. It is something that I
believe is crucial to good governance. It is crucial to making sure not only that the taxpayer gets a fair
go but also that the government is doing its job properly, and I urge all members to support this motion.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:27): I will be brief. Capital works spending in Victoria totals
about $107 billion, according to the Treasurer. Programs of this scope have greater risk of
mismanagement. Programs that are tied to legacies and political fortunes have additional barriers to
transparency, since nobody wants their legacy tarnished by evidence of graft or mismanagement
coming to light. I sit on the committee that would become responsible for providing this oversight.
This motion would significantly increase our workload. It may even crowd out the opportunity for
other referrals, which would be unfortunate. I would much prefer it if this went to a separate committee
established for this purpose—a public works oversight committee. If this chamber were serious about
holding the government to account, that is what we would establish. And here I am looking not just at
the coalition with this motion but also at the crossbenchers, who talk a good game about increasing
transparency. Where is our public works oversight committee?
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We have heard the government objecting to this motion on the grounds that it will waste the
committee’s time and resources, doing the opposition’s homework for them and letting the opposition
copy committee work as policy. Well, news flash, that is what committees are for; that is how they are
meant to work. If the government would adopt the committees’ reports as policy, the system would be
working. That is why we meet. That is why we get together and come up with policy suggestions.
Ms Shing: What about when committees differ? That’s not how they work.
Mr QUILTY: That is how they are meant to work. And when you look at $106 billion of taxpayers
money being mishandled, a few hundred thousand dollars for a committee to do oversight would not
even be a drop in the bucket. Massive cost overruns on projects in Melbourne mean no money for the
regions, no money for Northern Victoria, no money for Bendigo—Mr Gepp—no money for Wodonga
or Wangaratta and no money for Mildura. It is vital that this scrutiny takes place when we consider
the sums of money are so great and the potential blowouts are so extensive. It is a disgrace that this
Parliament could have so much infrastructure spending going on with no parliamentary oversight.
We have previously seen tremendous cost overruns in projects like the desalination plant. That single
plant, which we do not use, cost more than all the tax that the state government collects each year. It
cost so much not because desalination plants are inherently expensive or complex to build but because
of mismanagement, particularly poor controls on the project’s wages budget. This sort of
mismanagement is completely avoidable with adequate oversight and controls. We have heard in the
last few weeks about massive cost overruns on the West Gate Tunnel, and then there are the billions
of dollars in cost blowouts in the cross-city rail tunnel—blowouts the government is apparently trying
to keep off the books, pushing into the out years to hide the size of the budget deficit blowout.
This motion will mean more late nights for me and the committee and a lot less ability to have other
important issues referred to the committee, but I think it is too important not to fight for. The Liberal
Democrats will always push for and support any measure that increases transparency regarding
government actions and spending. It is important that governments are held to account for their actions
and their spending. Taxpayers need value for money. Regional Victoria needs value for money.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (11:31): In relation to the motion that Mr Davis has brought to
the Council today, my friend and colleague Ms Shing has very eloquently outlined why the
government is opposed to this motion. It is nothing more than a fishing expedition. When one lands
on Planet Davis, one learns quickly that the world is full of wild assertions—so apparently our major
projects are full of shoddy work—about whether or not the government can deliver its major projects.
Let us just go through the facts. We like to deal in facts. The government is delivering the major
projects that the Victorian people voted in record numbers for: the Metro Tunnel; the West Gate
Tunnel; removing 75 of our most dangerous level crossings; the North East Link, which will be a vital
piece of infrastructure for the state’s freeway network; the airport rail link, from Sunshine in my own
Western Metropolitan Region through to the airport; the regional rail revival, which is also going to
hub out of Sunshine; the Cranbourne line and Hurstbridge line duplications; and the list goes on—
hundreds of rail and road projects across the state, $70 billion worth of major transport projects. Of
course all major projects have challenges from time to time, but rather than dealing with those
challenges in the esoteric world of Planet Davis, we seek to actually get on and deliver those projects,
not make excuses about why we cannot.
In relation to the Metro Tunnel, it is important to understand some facts about how that project is being
delivered. It is being delivered by four separate contracts. Each one of these projects is a major project
in itself. They all have their complexities and their challenges, and they are all different in terms of the
contractual arrangements placed on them. There was the early works package—so the tunnels and
stations, which are a PPP, and the rail infrastructure alliance and the rail system alliance, both of which
are alliance contracts. Both alliance contracts and PPPs are designed as procurement and contractual
arrangements where the government works collaboratively with the private sector consortiums to
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deliver major projects, with detailed obligations on working together to manage risk as the project
continues, as you would expect, and that is exactly what has been occurring. The Auditor-General will
scrutinise each of the contracts, and Mr Davis knows this very well. They have already done so in
relation to the early works package.
My colleague Ms Shing has already talked about level crossings. I will not go into or repeat what she
has already covered. But let us just have a little bit of a think about the Liberal Party and what might
really be going on here, because on the one hand we have Mr Davis asserting that everything is a mess,
that everything requires scrutiny and that there needs to be a committee referral at least once a year
but leaving the door open for that to occur on a more regular basis. Let us have a little think about what
the Prime Minister of Australia, also a member of the Liberal Party, has to say about some of Victoria’s
most significant infrastructure projects.
Ms Shing: He loves hanging out with the Premier. What a bromance!
Ms STITT: He does indeed, Ms Shing. So let us have a little read of some quotes from the Prime
Minister of Australia, Scott Morrison, when he stood beside the Premier of Victoria, Daniel Andrews,
on the Monash Freeway on 4 September 2019. The Prime Minister said, and I quote:
We’re seeing those cost pressures in other projects around the country.
…
And you know so what do you do when you’re confronted with the reality of a material impact in the price
of this project, well you face it. You deal with it. You’re committed to actually getting the outcome … You
know, when you’re building big projects, you’re coming up against this stuff all the time.

He went on to say:
Now you could just shrug your shoulders and walk away if you like, but I don’t think anyone who lives here
would thank either of us for doing that …

Who does he refer to when he says ‘either of us’? He and the Premier of Victoria, Daniel Andrews:
… they’d expect us to sort it out and we have.

The Prime Minister, Scott Morrison, does like to come to Victoria. He was back here again on
22 November 2019 on the Neil Mitchell program, and he said:
… I think your listeners, Victorians, would be pleased that the Premier and I, we’re from different sides of
politics. But we’ve just got to get these projects done. And that’s what we’re doing …

We can sit here and debate the world according to Planet Davis about tying up important committees
of this Parliament for a fishing expedition and as a quasi-policy unit for Mr Davis as much as we like,
but we do not think that is an appropriate use of the Parliament’s committee resources.
I would like to think I am a reasonably practical and helpful person when I can be, and so I would like
to just point out for the benefit of the Council members listening today that there is actually a process
in place that would satisfy all of the concerns, real or otherwise, of Mr Davis. It is through the annual
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) budget estimates inquiry. I will just recap for the
benefit of Mr Davis that every year around May the government tables the budget papers and the
appropriation bills in the Parliament. The budget papers include estimated projections of government
revenue over the forward estimates and expenditure for the next financial year. They also outline the
fiscal outlook for the state’s economy and the government’s proposed major initiatives.
On behalf of the Parliament, the committee conducts detailed scrutiny of the government’s annual
spending and revenue—the budget estimates.
Ms Shing: It’s a privilege to be on that.
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Ms STITT: It is an absolute privilege to be on that committee, and I will point out that there are
three opposition members on PAEC who are very capable of acquitting their obligations on that
committee in my experience, in my observations so far. The objectives of PAEC are instructive:
The Committee’s budget estimates inquiry aims to benefit the Parliament and the community by:
•

promoting the accountability, transparency and integrity of the executive and the public sector

•

encouraging effective and efficient delivery of public services and assets

•

enhancing the understanding of the budget estimates and the wider economic environment and

•

assisting members of Parliament in their deliberation on the appropriation bills.

These are very important points to make in response to this strategy, because I do not actually think
that it is anything more than a tactic and a strategy by Mr Davis, as outlined in his motion which he
seeks to put before the Council today.
The process by which the committee, PAEC, scrutinises the budget estimates includes the following
stages. A general questionnaire is sent out to each government department and includes questions
around how the budget allocations are connected to service delivery, infrastructure—wait for it—
projects and assets and other key economic, financial management and emerging issues. There are a
series of public hearings that PAEC undertakes, usually around May. The committee holds two weeks
of public hearings with all ministers and parliamentary Presiding Officers. At those public hearings,
as Mr Davis is well aware, there is ample opportunity for the opposition, and the minor parties for that
matter, to scrutinise ministers and hold them to account in relation to the budget estimates. There is
also the opportunity for PAEC to carry out further information gathering. After public hearings, the
committee may send a witness or a department follow-up questions regarding matters. In around
September each year PAEC reports, and that is actually tabled in the Parliament, and the government
response must be delivered within six months.
That is the appropriate place for Mr Davis and his opposition colleagues on PAEC to do what he says
so urgently needs to be done in terms of scrutiny of major projects in this state. I would like to point
out to Mr Davis that this information is readily available on the Parliament website at
www.parliament.vic.gov.au/paec. Mr Davis’s motion is nothing more than a political stunt.
I believe that our committees have incredibly important work to do and there is no question, and it has
been said in this place many times in the previous 12 months, that some of the most powerful work of
this Parliament is done through our committee process—but not this kind of political misuse of that
committee process. We believe that the committees have very important work to do and there will be
far more compelling inquiries that this Parliament may seek to refer to the committees and far more
important referrals that warrant the parliamentary committee resources being allocated.
I would like to point out that the particular committee that Mr Davis is seeking to have his motion
referred to, which of course is the Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee of the Council,
has already been doing some very important work. They are looking at things that are in the public
interest such as road safety. They are inquiring into trams and particular routes and whether those
should be reviewed. They have just handed down an important report in relation to the taxi industry.
These are the appropriate uses for the parliamentary committees—not, as Mr Davis seeks to do, an
opportunity for him to politically pointscore, to harvest vast amounts of paperwork and turn them into
political speaking notes and then, dare I say it, on occasion dress them up as policy.
There are many, many very important infrastructure projects which this government is committed to
continuing to deliver, and we will not be distracted by this kind of nonsense that Mr Davis is asking
us to indulge in. We are getting on with delivering the important projects that Victorians voted for: the
Metro Tunnel, the West Gate Tunnel, removing 75 level crossings, the North East Link, the airport
rail, the regional rail revival, the Cranbourne and Hurstbridge line duplications—and the list goes on.
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And I cannot conclude my contribution without pointing out that there are some extremely important
health infrastructure projects that are also either already delivered by this government or in the process
of being delivered by this government. The Victorian government has committed over $7 billion since
2014 to important hospital infrastructure projects, which are going to deliver first-class health
outcomes for Victorians regardless of where they live. In the 2019 budget alone we had the $1.5 billion
Footscray Hospital, the $59.5 million Bendigo Hospital and the $31.4 million expansion of the Royal
Children’s Hospital. And of course in my own region we had a major upgrade of the Sunshine
emergency department and the delivery of the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital, which
is something that we are incredibly proud to be a part of delivering. So I say to the chamber that this
motion should not be supported. I will leave my comments there.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (11:46): I move:
That debate on this motion be adjourned to the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until next day of meeting.
Production of documents
BUSHFIRE FUEL LOAD MAPS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:46): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes that for many years the Victorian government publicly released bushfire fuel load maps;
(2) further notes that the government has failed in recent years to publicly release these important maps;
and, in accordance with standing order 11.01, requires that the fuel load maps produced by the Victorian
government in the last three financial years, including the most recently produced maps, be tabled in the
Legislative Council on or before Wednesday, 11 December 2019.

This is an important motion. This is in a period leading up to summer. It is a risky season; we
understand that. These maps, which were very important over the years, are maps that should be in the
public domain. This is a matter of community safety. It is also a matter of good sense that these be in
the public domain. I am happy to provide an example to people of a 2018 map provided to the
opposition for one particular region, the East Central bushfire risk landscape map that modelled fuel
hazards in 2018.
There is no reason why these maps cannot be in the public domain; they should be in the public
domain. I think this is a straightforward motion and a perfectly sensible use of the documents power
of this chamber to put those documents into the public domain ahead of this summer, hence the date
in December when I have asked for those maps to be provided. They are already produced. We know
they exist—we know this map exists—and those maps, for each region, for each of the last three years,
as directed by the motion, should be provided. I think it is only a reasonable approach, and I would
seek the chamber’s support for this. In the small amount of time that is left in the opposition’s period
here I would seek to see those maps produced by the government by that period in December.
Motion agreed to.
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Motions
FUR INDUSTRY
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (11:49): I will read through the actual motion itself, because
the time I have available may mean that we do not get through the substantive part of the speech, and
I would like to make sure that that happens in some sort of way that has continuity within the chamber.
I move:
That this house:
(1) condemns:
(a) the sale of real fur from raccoons or raccoon dogs that are illegally labelled as faux at markets
across Melbourne;
(b) the sale of illegally mislabelled rabbit fur proven to be raccoon or raccoon dog fur at markets across
Melbourne;
(2) notes that:
(a) animals suffer tremendously in the fur trade;
(b) Queen Elizabeth recently rid her wardrobe of fur in light of the growing fur-free movement;
(c) countries, states and cities around the world are passing laws to ban the sale of fur;
(d) a growing number of fashion labels have opted to stop using real fur in their collections, citing
animal cruelty for the decision;
(3) calls on the government to:
(a) investigate markets and stores flouting labelling laws across Victoria; and
(b) consider banning the sale of new furs in Victoria.

Last week we saw again reports of extreme animal cruelty happening overseas in order to produce fur
sold in Victorian shops and markets. On the front page of the Age on Friday was the headline, ‘Real
fur from tortured dogs being sold as fake in Melbourne’s markets’. Watching the footage of animals
beaten, electrocuted and skinned alive is not easy. But do you know what is easy? Stopping it—right
here, right now.
We all need to clothe ourselves against the elements. Primitive hunter-gatherers wrapped themselves
in the skins of animals that died on the points of their spears. This is not the way we now live. We live
in an advanced economy with access to myriad cloths and textiles in which to wrap ourselves. We
have learned how to spin, weave, knit and braid, how to die, stain, bleach and print. Our science and
technology continues to deliver new, efficient, beautiful and clean fabrics that perform to protect us
from the heat and cold. Wood pulp, seaweed fibre, fibre from soybean processing, coconut fibre and
pineapple skin are just some of the newest advancements in sustainable textile manufacturing, not to
mention the old stand-bys: organic cotton, hemp and linen.
Even synthetic materials are making improvements—recycling acrylics and repurposing household
plastics. Just this year Ecopell launched its first ever bio-based faux fur, offering a 63 per cent
greenhouse gas emission reduction on ordinary synthetic fibres. Great factories and mills produce
these products not just by the bolt but in quantities that are, for all intents and purposes, unlimited.
These points are important because an argument in favour of fur is often that it is natural, but fur is
intensely energy consumptive and toxic. Pelts are dipped in chemicals known to contain carcinogens
such as formaldehyde and chromium. Intensive animal management pollutes air, soil and waterways.
If we can clothe ourselves perfectly well without causing extreme animal cruelty, why don’t we?
Global demand for ethical fashion has seen many well-known brands ditch fur: Gucci, Calvin Klein,
Versace, Hugo Boss and, most recently, the Prada Group in a move they described as ‘social
responsibility’. Only weeks ago US retail giants Macy’s and Bloomingdale’s announced that they
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would also stop selling real fur products. Working closely with the Humane Society in making the
announcement, they said:
Over the past two years, we have been closely following consumer and brand trends, listening to our
customers and researching alternatives to fur …We remain committed to providing great fashion and value
to our customers, and we will continue to offer high-quality and fashionable faux fur alternatives.

This is the natural next step. In Australia, David Jones, Kmart and Myer are among the department
stores cancelling fur. Myer’s general manager of corporate affairs commented on the decision:
… we took on board the feedback of customers …

adding that:
Community views on the use of fur in merchandise have changed, regardless of the source of that fur.

Melbourne’s very own fashion week now has a fur-free policy, with participating designers creating
beautiful garments to put on show with an added bonus: they involve no animal cruelty.
Even Buckingham Palace recently announced that any new fur garments designed for the Queen will
be made using faux fur only. A rapid shift in attitudes towards fur can be seen in her almost 70 years
as monarch, including the UK ban on fur farming two decades ago. This powerful message from our
head of state is clear: fur is officially out of fashion.
Over in the United States, California recently became the first state to ban the sale of fur. It came after
the lead of a number of its own municipalities, including Los Angeles, San Francisco, Hollywood and
Berkeley all individually banning the sale of fur. Similar bills banning fur sales have now been
introduced in New York City and Hawaii.
A variety of countries have also banned fur farming, including Serbia, Luxembourg, Belgium,
Norway, Germany and the Czech Republic. All of these examples are all for one reason: consumers
have voted with their dollars and feet, avoiding stores that sell real fur items. It has driven a
fundamental shift away from real fur being seen as glamorous, but rather for what it really is: a product
of extreme cruelty and suffering.
We know this shift is true from research done by our friends at Four Paws in Australia. A recent
YouGov opinion poll found that 88 per cent of Australians who are aware of animal cruelty issues in
fashion are concerned about the welfare and treatment of animals in the fur industry. It is time for
Australian laws to reflect our societal values. But despite this trend turning against fur over the years,
each year around 100 million animals still suffer and die as innocent victims of the fur trade.
The industry, turning to new tactics to sell their products, are decorating coats and fashion items with
a fur trim that is sometimes labelled as faux. It is not just animals that the fur industry traps; it is
trapping unwitting customers too. This was proven just last week after Four Paws and the Animal
Justice Party recently conducted a joint investigation of fur products in Victorian shops and markets.
The investigators purchased a number of items that appeared to contain fur. Of the samples tested,
over half were incorrectly labelled. Raccoon or raccoon dog was mislabelled as 100 per cent acrylic,
polyester and rabbit. I do not know how widespread the illegal labelling problem is or if it is across
the entire retail sector, but I do know that investigators did not have to look far to find illegally labelled
fur products. That is why we need an urgent investigation into retailers breaking fur labelling laws.
But further, we need to ban fur completely.
We know from previous investigations—from undercover investigators, I might add—that the factory
farming of animals like raccoon dogs causes extraordinary suffering to these helpless and innocent
animals. Animals are kept in infernal conditions. The housing and husbandry fall dramatically short
of anything that would be allowed under Australian legislation. They are often transported over large
distances while confined in terrible conditions. While being slaughtered, they are often subject to
repeated blows to the head or being swung by their tail against the ground. They are skinned with

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
4344

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 27 November 2019

knives starting at the rear of the belly whilst the animal is lying down or hung upside down from a
hook. Many remain fully conscious during this process. Abandoned and helpless, they writhe and
struggle to free themselves. Many remain alive for many minutes after skinning—breathing, blinking
and struggling with the pain.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:00): My question is to the
Leader of the Government. The Auditor-General’s report today is damning of the Andrews Labor
government’s management of market-led proposals in general but specifically of the West Gate
Tunnel application. The Department of Treasury and Finance is castigated with respect to the guideline
on uniqueness, providing no detail on the materiality of unique characteristics. The Auditor said:
… DTF did not transparently assess the value of this source of uniqueness to the state compared to the next
best alternative available to government such as a competitive process with additional government guarantees.

Therefore I ask: Minister, isn’t it a fact that DTF went soft and gave Transurban the inside running
because of Treasurer Pallas’s corrupt links with Transurban?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:01): I thank Mr Davis for
his question. The most simple answer that I can give to your specific allegation at the end of your
question is: no. Beyond that, I am happy to engage in the content that goes into what was your
preamble to the question, which was the Auditor-General’s commentary in relation to those projects
and the response that has been provided by the Department of Treasury and Finance to the Auditor’s
assessment. What Treasury and Finance do rely on is in terms of not only their advice in relation to
this project but how their advice was augmented by the considerations of a number of major leading
advisory groups not only across Australia but across the world in relation to Macquarie Bank, PwC
and EY and their advice in terms of the financial modelling and the appropriateness of the
recommendations that came to government.
In terms of the implied criticism of the Auditor of the decision-making process, those advisory
companies who have been providing advice to Treasury on these matters are also roped into that
criticism. In fact we have competing advice in relation to the appropriate financial structure and
benefits of this project to the state of Victoria. That is the nature of different assessments that have
been provided. So any imputation that you make that in fact this is not contestable and rigorous advice
and anything that was driven by other motives, I categorically reject.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:03): I thank the minister for
his response, but he also joins, in a more moderate way, I concede, the attack launched by the Treasurer
in the other place on the AG—the extraordinary attack on the independent umpire.
Mr Jennings: I didn’t attack the Auditor-General at all.
Mr DAVIS: No, you do not want to accept the independent umpire’s outcome. I have read the
Treasury note at the back, and I understand the strengths and weaknesses of it. The fact is it is an attack
on the independent umpire. I therefore ask: isn’t it a fact, Minister, that Tim Pallas’s former staffer
Tim Salathiel crookedly slunk across to Transurban, ensuring that Treasurer Pallas gave Transurban a
rails run with this multibillion-dollar contract but commuters will be slugged for decades to come?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:04): Well, members of the
chamber will know that Mr Davis had a great deal of difficulty with the surname of the individual
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in question. But have no doubt about it, in terms of my answer, your supposition is salacious and I
reject it.
NORTH RICHMOND SUPERVISED INJECTING FACILITY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:05): My question is for Ms Patten actually,
regarding notice 170 on the notice paper about medically supervised injecting rooms.
Mr Jennings: It is a red-letter day.
Mr LIMBRICK: Yes. I would like to get some clarification on point (3), which:
urges the Andrews Labor Government to examine whatever options are available to them to continue to
support and possibly expand the operation of the service.

I am not exactly sure what this means, and I would like Ms Patten to clarify her intentions.
The PRESIDENT: Unfortunately, Mr Limbrick, you can ask Ms Patten about a notice on the
notice paper but only pertaining to a procedural matter, as in when Ms Patten may be intending to
actually debate this notice or if she is prepared to modify it. Mr Limbrick, I know you were a late callup. I might give you another go last.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BOATING VIC APP
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:06): Last week it was my great pleasure to join the member for
Carrum at the Patterson River boat ramp to launch the new Boating Vic app. The app was developed
by Maritime Safety Victoria and provides targeted information for over 450 boat ramps and launching
locations across Victoria. This is part of our work to make it easier, cheaper and safer for boaters and
fishers to be out on the water. The app includes ramp and car park vision at a number of locations—
indeed a number of locations that will be expanding—along with localised information such as marine
weather forecasts, warnings, notifications, facility information and safety advice from a range of
agencies.
Alongside the app, Maritime Safety Victoria’s new safety campaign Know the Weather—Get Boating
Vic calls on all boaters and paddlers to think about trip preparation and weather changes to ensure they
get home safely. Now, while most boaters check the weather before they head out, they often do not
check the weather during the course of their trip. Maritime Safety Victoria research indicates that
around 50 per cent of boaters and a staggering 85 per cent of paddlers do not check the conditions
while they are out on the water. The new app makes it much easier to do just that.
This has been a wonderful partnership between many agencies, and indeed some great cooperation
and work with the Bureau of Meteorology as well, and I thank all of the partners for their great work
in its development. This is part of our government’s unprecedented investment in boating and fishing
that will also ensure that every dollar of licence and registration revenue from boating goes towards
improving boating facilities and safety. Not only can Victorians now get out on the water fee-free;
they can do it with all the information they need to get home nice and safe.
ROYAL COMMISSION INTO THE MANAGEMENT OF POLICE INFORMANTS
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:08): My question is to the Leader of the Government.
Minister, I refer you to the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants and
revelations that former Brumby government police minister the Honourable Bob Cameron signed off
on a $2.88 million payment to Nicola Gobbo in late 2010. His then chief of staff became the chief of
staff to Daniel Andrews as opposition leader and is now the chief of staff to the Chief Commissioner
of Police, Commander Brett Curran. Minister, noting your close relationship with both the Premier
and Commander Curran, when were you first briefed and by whom regarding Nicola Gobbo, her
police informing activities and the payment of $2.88 million to her by taxpayers?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
4346

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:09): Thank you, President,
for your careful consideration about whether you were going to give me the call and on what basis I
might answer this question. Let me make the first and simplest answer to the chamber in relation to
the series of questions that Mr O’Donohue has asked me. I became aware of the $2.8 million payment
when I saw it printed in the newspaper within the last few weeks. That was the first time I had ever
heard of this payment. I had heard commentary and speculation at various points in time that a payment
had been made previously, although I was not aware of any of the circumstances or the quantum or
the decision-making process or the timing of it until it appeared in the newspaper a week or so ago.
In relation to my relationship with Commander Curran, it is well-known that I actually worked with
him both in terms of when he was the chief of staff to the minister for police in the last term of the
Brumby government and indeed in the time that he worked in the opposition. At no stage did I have
any conversation with him in relation to these matters.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:10): Minister, I thank you for your answer. Minister, in
relation to the red shirts rort affair it was said that Labor members would cooperate with Victoria
Police. Noting that a former Labor police minister has now been implicated in the police informants
royal commission, will you on behalf of the government give a guarantee that if requested you and
current or former Labor members of Parliament will fully cooperate with the royal commission so that
the full truth can be revealed about the links between the government and these activities of Nicola
Gobbo and the questions before the royal commission?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:11): President, I am
absolutely amazed that you have actually allowed that supplementary question to be asked. I am
amazed because in fact it had no correlation at all—it was a very, very tenuous and spurious
connection—to the substantive question. I can assure you of that—very, very spurious. But what I can
tell you is: if the royal commission want to talk to me, I will talk to them.
GOVERNMENT BANKING
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:12): My question is to the minister representing the
Assistant Treasurer. The money laundering scandal that has been engulfing Westpac Banking
Corporation has now forced its CEO, Brian Hartzer, and chairman, Lindsey Maxsted, to resign. The
bank has been accused by the financial intelligence agency AUSTRAC of breaching Australia’s
money laundering and counterterrorism financing legislation over 23 million times. Some of these
transactions have been shown to involve those involved in child exploitation and sex slavery all over
the world. My question to the minister is: does the Victorian government hold any accounts with
Westpac, and if so, will the government cut ties with the bank following these disturbing revelations?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:13): Today is a fascinating
day for me to cover the range of responsibilities that I have in representing other ministers in this place
or speaking on my own behalf, or speaking on my connections with other people. Nonetheless, in this
answer I can confirm that in fact Westpac has an agreement to provide financial services to the state
of Victoria. In fact it has had those relationships with the state of Victoria for a number of years. I can
confirm that the Victorian government does expect any supplier of services to comply with the code
of conduct that has been in place since 2017—that was ratified in 2017 in its current form—that does
have obligations that relate to ethical practice and compliance with the various regulations and other
legal requirements and corporate responsibilities of any entity that does business with the state of
Victoria. Westpac is subject to those standards.
In relation to the particular matter that you have drawn the chamber’s attention to, the Victorian
government is concerned about these matters but in fact will not at this point in time take any premature
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action until two things occur. One is whether the federal regulator and the courts deal with these
matters and make determinations. That will be clearly a factor about whether the code of conduct has
not been complied with. But we are not necessarily waiting for that, and the Assistant Treasurer has
written this week to Westpac to ask them to explain their circumstances, the actions that they have
taken and whether they have complied with the expectations of the code. The government is awaiting
their response and will take actions accordingly.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: MOBILE STROKE UNIT
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:15): I rise to inform the house on the success of the Andrews Labor government’s dedicated stroke
ambulance, the first of its kind in Australia. Earlier this month I joined paramedics, stroke nurses and
radiographers at the Royal Melbourne Hospital to mark two years since the cutting-edge stroke
ambulance first hit the road. The purpose-built 5.3-tonne ambulance has a CT scanner on board
capable of imaging a patient’s brain on the spot so that treatment can begin straightaway, even before
arriving at hospital. In just two years the stroke ambulance has been dispatched to more than
2500 suspected stroke cases, with more than 1000 patients assessed and treated. It has performed
478 cutting-edge CT scans and administered 108 patients with clot-dissolving medication for
thrombolysis.
Stroke is the leading cause of disability in Australia and causes more deaths than breast cancer in
women and prostate cancer amongst men. This is why the stroke ambulance is so important. For one
in 12 patients it would have been too late for treatment if it was not for the stroke ambulance. One of
those patients who I met recently was saved by the stroke ambulance, and that was 56-year-old father
of three Warren, who suffered a stroke earlier this year. Thanks to the quick-thinking actions of his
son, Warren was attended to by the stroke ambulance and treated within an hour. Three months on,
Warren is back at work and fully recovered, much to the delight of his wife and family, and I wish
him the very best of health.
The revolutionary stroke ambulance is thanks to a $7.5 million investment by our government in
collaboration with Melbourne Health, Ambulance Victoria, the Stroke Foundation, the Florey Institute
and the University of Melbourne. It is part of our record $1 billion investment in ambulance services
that has rebuilt the system after the coalition went to war with paramedics, causing ambulance response
times to become the worst on the mainland. I also congratulate Ambulance Victoria on being designated
the Premier’s major health service of the year at last week’s Victorian Public Healthcare Awards.
COMMUNITY CHEF
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, I have in my possession Community Chef’s board papers dated 15 April 2019. Under the
heading ‘Hospitals’, the board papers report that, and I quote, ‘Western Health provided confirmation
that Community Chef had been awarded the’ contract. Minister, previous board papers of Regional
Kitchen Pty Ltd, also known as Community Chef, state, and I quote:
Pitcher partners can see no easy wins in terms of future opportunities.
… DHHS finance team … has been scheduled for next week to determine what the DHHS want to achieve
from the review.
… three main stakeholders—ANZ, DHHS, VAGO—we need to keep all 3 happy!
… The model should ensure that CC is able to operate without going back to DHHS for support.

So I ask: did you or your department direct or otherwise indicate to Western Health that Community
Chef be given the contract at the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:18): Wow, that was a very long preamble, and the grassy knoll conspiracy theory continues to
manifest itself when it comes to this issue. I make the point to the member that I have already addressed
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this exact question just in the last sitting week. I have given a very clear response to the member and
to the house that Western Health undertook a tender process and Community Chef was successful as
a result of that tender process. My department was not involved in directing Western Health or being
involved in that tender at all.
The other point that I would make to the member is that she is aware now that successive
governments—and this includes the previous coalition government—have provided financial support
to Community Chef. This is because this service provides important Meals on Wheels services to
vulnerable Victorians and provides services to nursing homes and other services in the community.
Despite this, it is in fact only Ms Crozier who has come in here and actually advocated for a cut to this
service. She comes in here and peddles misinformation each and every sitting day in each and every
sitting week, claiming cuts to health services. She is the only member in this house to date to actively
call for a cut to a health program. She has actually advocated for this program to be cut loose—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, my question was fairly simple, and I know the minister
believes that she has answered this. I am asking her whether she or somebody in her department
directed that—
Ms MIKAKOS: Are your ears painted on?
Ms Crozier: No, because—
Ms MIKAKOS: I answered it in the first minute.
Ms Crozier: If you didn’t, just say no.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Ms Crozier, if there is no more to your point of order, I actually did
hear the minister say in answer to the question that the department did not direct Western Health.
Ms Crozier: Did the minister or the department?
The PRESIDENT: I am sure the minister answered the question, but I will call the minister further.
Ms MIKAKOS: This is absolute nonsense from the member. I do not involve myself in
procurement processes. I have made it very clear that Western Health undertook this process
themselves. You come in here and advocate for a cut to this service. I have explained the work that
Community Chef undertakes in the community. Because my department has provided financial
support, as I said, through successive governments for a number of years now, you would expect then
that my department would take an active interest in the financial viability of Community Chef. That
is to be expected because of course both ANZ and the department have provided significant financial
support to this organisation, so that is absolutely appropriate.
We want to make sure that people continue to get access to these services, but its future is of course a
matter for them in terms of their board. They have a number of shareholders involved in this
organisation. Its financial future ultimately will be a matter for them in terms of future directions. But
I make the point to the member that she cannot come in here and claim cuts at every opportunity while
she herself is advocating for a cut to the financial assistance to this organisation.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:22): Another extraordinary answer from the minister.
Minister, for full transparency and if you have nothing to fear, will you release in full the Pitcher
Partners report provided to your government?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:22): The work that was undertaken predates my time as minister in terms of the consultants that
were put in place to examine the financial viability of Community Chef. This occurred before I became
the minister. But the point that I make to the member is that this is an ongoing business; it does contain
commercially sensitive information. It is an ongoing commercial business, so therefore it would be
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inappropriate for the department to disclose matters relating to the internal operations of an
organisation that is not run by my department.
POLITICAL DONATIONS
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:23): My question is to the Minister for Local
Government. I refer to Casey councillor Sam Aziz being paid by property developer John Woodman
$600 000 to provide advice on so-called smart cities. Mr Woodman has now conceded the payments
were ‘just an excuse to pay money that he was insisting on getting because of his role as a councillor’.
What action does the government intend to take to stop property developers paying money to
councillors or council officers of councils for whatever purpose?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:24): I would like to thank the member for his question. In June as part of the Local
Government Bill 2019 we introduced six areas of reform. One of those areas of reform was donation
and disclosure reforms. What we brought forward was a very robust regime of donations and
disclosure. After hearing that IBAC was about to start its public inquiry into matters to deal with
donations, disclosure and property developers, we thought it was prudent to wait and to see what IBAC
comes back with. It would be a folly not to listen and not to give due consideration to an integrity body
like IBAC when it is doing its business. So what we are doing at the moment is waiting to see what
the outcome of the IBAC inquiry is, and we will take into consideration their findings or
recommendations.
Ideally, in a perfect world, had council elections not been due in October next year, we might have sat
on the bill and not introduced it this month. However, we have got council elections coming up in
October next year, so we have had to introduce the bill. But we will be waiting for the IBAC inquiry
to see what findings and recommendations come from that. Again, it would have been a folly to have
introduced the bill, disseminated information to the sector and educated the sector on the new donation
and disclosure regime only to come back and say, ‘Sorry, we take that all back because IBAC has
come up with other recommendations which we now want to incorporate’.
On the other part of the member’s question, there is natural justice in this country. We will be waiting
to see what IBAC actually comes back with, and we will not be running a commentary on the various
personalities, the councillors, the MPs or whoever has been named by IBAC. Yes, on the face of it, it
looks very concerning at this stage, but we will wait to see what the final outcome of IBAC is before
we make any decisions.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:27): I thank the minister for his answer. My
supplementary is: in the meantime will the minister at least act to require councillors and council
officers to publicly disclose in real time any payments they receive from property developers with
dealings with their councils?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:27): I think I sort of answered that question when I was talking about waiting for
the outcome of IBAC. I understand where the member is coming from with respect to property
developers. Other jurisdictions do put an outright ban on donations from property developers.
However, I had the fortune of chairing the Electoral Matters Committee in 2008 and subsequently
being the deputy chair of the Electoral Matters Committee, and what you will find is that the
constitution does not like outright bans. That is an issue because of freedom of expression, which is
implied in our constitution. Outright bans may fall foul of the constitution if they are tested in the
courts. However, we reserve the right to come back to the donation and disclosure issue and respond
to IBAC, and that is exactly what we will be doing.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: AUSTRALIAN TRAINING AWARDS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:28): Last Thursday I had the opportunity to attend the Australian Training Awards.
The Australian Training Awards are the peak national awards for the vocational education and training
sector, and again this year Victorian TAFEs did not disappoint. For the fourth year in a row a Victorian
TAFE won the national Large Training Provider of the Year award, with SuniTAFE taking out the
award this year. What an incredible achievement for Mildura and the Sunraysia region.
SuniTAFE won this award because they are innovative and responsive to local needs. SuniTAFE have
been recognised for their outstanding completion rate of 95 per cent and the strong job outcomes of
graduates. They are responsive to local needs, having launched a certificate III in transport and
logistics in response to an urgent need for freight drivers. SuniTAFE makes an incredible difference
to the local community, and this award is very much deserved.
Holmesglen Institute has also been recognised for its outstanding focus on building industry
collaboration, winning the industry collaboration award for its partnership with the Royal Children’s
Hospital. This partnership is focused on creating pathways to employment for young people with a
disability. Students undertake three nine-week rotations across different departments of the Royal
Children’s Hospital, with many employed by the hospital at the end of the course. Victoria winning
this award is a testament to how our TAFEs are working closely with industry to train a pipeline of
workers for the jobs in demand across the state. Well done to each of this year’s winners, and we look
forward to hosting the Australian Training Awards in Melbourne next year.
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:30): My question is for the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
since the Andrews government came to power the total plantation area in Victoria has decreased from
433 000 hectares in 2013–14 to 420 000 hectares in 2017–18. This fact makes the 500 hectares your
government has planted very insignificant. Can you explain to the house how you propose to turn
around this decline over the next decade?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:31): I thank Ms Bath for her question in relation to plantations. It
obviously carries on from the significant announcement that the government has made in recent weeks
in relation to the Victorian forestry plan. It is all about transitioning out of native timber into plantation
timber. We have a $110 million investment that is already planting trees in Gippsland. We want to
attract private investment to ensure that we grow these plantations. It is actually 84 per cent of the
timber industry that relies on plantation timber. It is a very busy industry, and we are going to grow it
even more through our forestry plan. I would welcome any of your constituents who are interested in
finding out more about the plantation program, because I think there are lots of opportunities for people
to get involved in this exciting program.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:32): I thank the minister for her response. Minister, more
concerning is the fact that since the Andrews government came into power only 100 hectares of new
plantation has been established privately. Even including the 500 hectares you took two years to get
in the ground, this equals a rate of 150 hectares per year, meaning it would take more than 300 years
to establish the 50 000 hectares some have suggested are required to replace the native forest resource.
How many hectares of new plantations, Minister, are you aiming to establish by 2022?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:33): Thank you, Ms Bath, for your supplementary question. As I have
outlined, we have $110 million on the table. We want to attract private investment; we want to
encourage farm forestry. We have got 250 hectares of Crown land that has been planted, and we have
another 300 hectares scheduled for 2020.
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Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The minister is answering the question.
Ms SYMES: And we are developing a plantation investment strategy to provide a long-term
approach to investment and plantation establishment. So whilst we are getting on with increasing our
plantations, we will be developing investment strategies to keep growing it year on year.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:33): My question is to the Minister for Local
Government, Mr Somyurek. It is about the status of the councils and emergencies project overseen by
Local Government Victoria, especially as it relates to bushfire management and prevention activity in
regional areas of the state. I believe work on that project started back in 2016, with a view to enhancing
the capability and capacity of local councils in emergency management. However, I understand there
may recently have been slippage in the scheduled time lines for the project. Given this apparent delay
to its completion date, can the minister indicate the new date and whether in the interim the government
will be increasing resourcing specifically to improve councils’ preparedness for emergency situations?
I ask this especially in relation to the current bushfire season.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:34): I would like to thank the member for her question. Whilst the responsibility
of emergency management sits with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, as the Minister
for Local Government I do, however, have a very narrow responsibility which is restricted to the
following two programs: the program that the member just mentioned, the councils and emergencies
project; and also MERP, the municipal emergency resourcing program.
The councils and emergency project is a three-phase project, and the member is right that it
commenced in 2016. The project has three phases. Phase 1 is about clarifying the responsibilities of
councils with respect to emergency management, and that phase has been completed. Phase 2 is about
the evaluation of each council’s emergency capability and capacities. I am informed that phase 2 was
due to be completed in September. However, due to the complex nature of the data gathering and then
the analysis of the data, that has been pushed back to December this year, so phase 2 should be
completed by December this year. Phase 3, which is about the development of strategies to address
the areas of improvement identified in the first two phases, I am informed that is due to commence
next year. However, the member can rest assured and the house and the people of Victoria can rest
assured that this does not compromise our capabilities to fight bushfires.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:36): Thank you, Minister. Minister, many of my
constituents believe councils are not sufficiently resourced, particularly to be able to upgrade a range
of ageing fire-related infrastructure. This includes fireplugs, community standpipes, tanks and bores,
fire access trucks and CFA water tanks, as well as roadsides, which they believe frequently require
very costly fire prevention and mitigation work left unfinished by VicRoads. There is also frustration
at the lack of full public transparency surrounding emergency management funding to local
government bodies. Minister, given that context, will you commit to making publicly available a
detailed breakdown of the emergency management funding provided to each Victorian council,
including through the fire services levy, the municipal emergency resourcing program and ultimately
the councils and emergencies project?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:37): I would like to thank the member for her question. The fire services levy is
a matter for the Treasurer. I am happy to pass that question on to the Treasurer. He may well be able
to break that down for you. In terms of the councils and emergencies project, the funding for that is
going through the various phases that I just previously outlined. With respect to the municipal
emergency resourcing program, there is $4.6 million ongoing funding for that. To break that down to
64 projects, I do not have the figures in front of me at the moment, and even if I did, it would be a long
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and laborious process to break it down. I would have furnished you with those details offline, and I
am happy to do that in this instance.
NORTH RICHMOND SUPERVISED INJECTING FACILITY
The PRESIDENT: We will go back to Mr Limbrick with his question.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:38): Thank you, President. I appreciate your
patience in allowing me to have another go at this unusual process. My question is for Ms Patten,
regarding item 170 on the notice paper. This refers to her motion concerning the medically supervised
injecting room. Given that this has been quite topical in the media recently and in the news a lot, I was
wondering if Ms Patten could please inform the house of when she wants to bring this motion forward
for debate.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:39): I thank Mr Limbrick for his question. It was an
unexpected question that just came up today, due to Mr Bourman not being here today.
Dr Cumming interjected.
Ms PATTEN: I do appreciate this. I think that Mr Limbrick is absolutely right that there is a sense
of urgency around the North Richmond supervised injecting room. We have seen the huge success of
the supervised injecting room in saving lives and putting people back onto a pathway for treatment.
I was in Richmond meeting with some of the people who are opposed to the centre on Wednesday. I
spent 2 hours with them, walking around the precinct and talking to other residents in the area, and
I can tell you that we need to continue this trial.
However, back to Mr Limbrick’s question, it was about when we would bring this motion on. There
is more to be done down there; there is a lot more to be done. The amenity of the area can definitely
be improved. The supervised injecting room was never meant to be a silver bullet. There are more
things that we can do to assist in that area. I am certainly aware of the run-down nature of some of the
area there that should be improved, and I would urge the government to do this. Also, we should be
looking at other opioid replacement therapy trials there, such as hydromorphone, which is proving to
be very successful in other supervised injecting rooms.
In answer to the question, we have just got the sitting dates for next year. As many members of this
chamber understand, we on the crossbench get two spots a year to lead debate, to call these motions
on. I understand that we are just finalising the roster for the crossbenchers’ opportunities to lead debate,
and I will be bringing this on in the first instance.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SMALL BUSINESS FORUM
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:41): I am pleased to update the house about the recent forum I was pleased to host
with my colleague Minister Kairouz, the Minister for Suburban Development, to hear from business
owners, traders, industry experts and councils on the challenges and opportunities for our retail
shopping strips. This forum was part of our broader statewide program to provide small business
support through initiatives such as the removal of red tape and the reduction in payroll tax rates and
thresholds.
The forum heard from a wide variety of speakers on the challenges and opportunities facing retail
small businesses. Mr Bruce Mills from Sydney’s Parramatta City Council spoke about the importance
of encouraging and attracting festivals and local community events, while representatives from the
City of Greater Dandenong in my electorate discussed the use of data to better understand the
complexities of the local retail market. Dr Steve Millington from the UK’s Institute of Place
Management emphasised how retail strips can create a sense of belonging for locals and workers and
help to meet their needs. I would like to thank all who attended this very valuable event.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:42): Minister Somyurek has offered Ms Maxwell some further information
on her supplementary question. Thank you very much. Other than that, I would ask Ms Patten to
supply Mr Limbrick—no!
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: A bit of last-week levity, sorry.
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:43): There are 32 written
responses to questions on notice: 124, 424, 718–19, 724, 731–3, 740, 809, 867–81, 900, 1043–8.
Constituency questions
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:43): My constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. Last night I received complaints from constituents in Wyndham that they had yesterday
received rate notices from the council. None of us like paying rates, but it is even worse when
ratepayers are given just four days to pay. Extraordinary as it might be, it seems the rate notices that
arrived yesterday are due for payment this Saturday. I cannot begin to imagine how such a thing has
occurred, but I think it is important that ratepayers know exactly why they have been placed in this
situation. Minister, will you direct your office to inquire of Wyndham council exactly what has
occurred on this occasion?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:44): My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Since the 2012–13 financial year, patronage on the Geelong line has increased by 97 per
cent. During the recent May election, both the federal and state governments made a commitment to
funding a feasibility study into high-speed rail for Geelong, which would see more frequent trains
operating at up to 300 kilometres per hour. This would provide a reliable and safe transport option for
those who are in the Greater Geelong area, something newly elected mayor Stephanie Asher is also a
huge supporter of. Detailed planning work and technical investigations will determine a preferred
option for fast rail between Melbourne and Geelong as part of the Western Rail Plan. The preferred
option will maximise the benefits of a future high-speed rail link by integrating it with the existing
network and unlocking capacity in Melbourne’s booming outer west. In recent weeks the federal
government has made numerous funding commitments to create greater economic growth outside of
the major cities. Can the minister provide any insight into what steps she has taken to lobby the federal
government to ensure funding for the project is brought forward, so that Victorians can feel confident
that the project will be delivered on time and on budget?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:45): My constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and it concerns poor conditions on trains that run between Shepparton and Melbourne. I
was contacted by a constituent who recently travelled on a train from Southern Cross to Shepparton
via Seymour and who highlighted the disgraceful condition of the carriages that Shepparton rail
passengers are forced to endure every single day. On the carriage transporting my constituent, the
curtains were in such poor condition that they were falling apart. I have seen a photo of the curtains
and their condition is just disgraceful. My constituent could not use the public water facility as there
were no cups supplied for passengers to use. Will the minister ensure that carriages used on the
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Shepparton line are equipped with basic amenities for the comfort of passengers, such as drinking
cups, and that the curtains actually block out light?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:46): My constituency question is directed to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Education, the Honourable James Merlino. The Andrews Labor
government is making it easier for Victorian families to secure a place in kindergarten for their child
by supporting councils to provide a one-stop shop for kindergarten enrolments. Across the state,
47 local government areas have been awarded central enrolment administrative support grants, thanks
to a $5.5 million budget commitment made by the Andrews Labor government. Central enrolment
systems allow parents to register their interest in enrolling their child in more than one kindergarten
service in one place without having to work through the different processes used by individual service
providers. My question to the minister is: can he advise what impact this important initiative will have
for parents of young children in the Western Metropolitan Region?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:47): My question is to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. It is my understanding that as part of the government’s ‘Be a force for good’
campaign 10 new police officers have recently been recruited to what is known as Eastern Region
Division 4 within north-east Victoria in my electorate. It has also been suggested to me that these
10 officers have been recruited to work predominantly on family violence matters in the area. Whilst
we are grateful for these extra resources, I ask the minister if she could clarify the specific reasons for
the assignment of those 10 new officers to that region and, if it has indeed been to address family
violence, whether it means there has been a rise in these offences or an increased risk of these offences
in the area recently.
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:48): I have a question from Mr Hugo Pringle from
Forest Hill in regard to bus routes that run through Forest Hill shopping centre. Mr Pringle notes that
bus routes 735, 736 and 765, which go to the Forest Hill shopping centre, presently run at a frequency
of 20 to 30 minutes on peak and 1 hour off-peak. Presently, according to Mr Pringle, Forest Hill
shopping centre has low bus patronage due to low frequency. It is noted that all these routes also
connect up with major railway stations, including Mitcham, Nunawading, Blackburn and Box Hill,
and that therefore the ability for these bus services to connect with train services could be enhanced.
So my question to the minister is: what measures can be taken to improve bus frequency and patronage
on buses that travel to the Forest Hill shopping centre, and in particular on bus routes 735, 736 and
765, to improve connectivity with train services at major railway stations such as Mitcham,
Nunawading, Blackburn and Box Hill?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:48): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Higher Education and concerns the cutting of courses at regional TAFEs. Current fashion design
students at the Gordon Institute of TAFE in Geelong have been told the diploma of fashion design and
merchandising has been cut, ending 117 years of textile studies at this famous Geelong institute.
Students must now commute to Richmond, requiring some students to commute up to 4 hours a day—
unviable if you live in Anglesea or Bannockburn. As a result, many have abandoned their studies. I
ask the minister: why she is allowing 117-year-old TAFE courses to be cut in Geelong and, further,
why is the minister directing her own local constituent to deal through a ministerial office instead of
her local electorate office?
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NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (12:49): My constituency question is for the Minister for Education
in regard to the latest round of funding for the inclusive schools program. Tyrrell College is a
significant local education provider in Sea Lake and surrounds and is hoping to build a new sensory
garden. The college has close relationships with local community groups and currently hosts the
Buloke shire community library and local playgroup services. As I recently announced, the local
kindergarten along with maternal and child health services will be co-located at the college, making
the success of its funding application all the more vital as Tyrrell College becomes a key community
hub for families with children from birth to school age. With over 150 students, including those with
learning difficulties and special needs, a sensory garden would significantly add to the quality of
learning outcomes for the students and would support inclusion and cohesiveness within the
community. Can the minister advise the house when Tyrell College and the Sea Lake community will
be notified of their application outcome?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:51): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Public Transport. What is the minister’s plan to improve access to bus routes for the residents of
Tarneit travelling to train stations and community services? I understand that additional buses were
added to existing routes and there are plans to extend the Tarneit station car park. However, residents’
experience is that these fall short of the demand and that as the population increases at a rate of 9 per
cent per year they are unlikely to meet future needs. Residents desperately need an alternative to cars
and believe that additional bus routes are the best short and long-term solutions for travel to and from
their homes. I thank members of the Tarneit and Wyndham community for being on the steps of
Parliament this morning.
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:51): My question is for the Minister for Local Government. With
mounting financial pressures on Victorian households, one of my constituents is concerned that
council rates and charges will increase in accordance with the delegation of state government revenue
collection to municipal councils. Will you explain to my constituent the role of councils with regard
to exercising the functions of the government of Victoria? Specifically, Minister, he seeks to
understand whether the government has delegated the state taxing power to Victorian councils and
whether councils exercise this power on behalf of the state or under separate jurisdiction.
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:52): My constituency question is for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. I was recently approached by a Wodonga resident who had called the police
assistance line—the new number you should call when your police matter is not urgent. You may not
be aware of this, but Wodonga has an 02 area code—a New South Wales code. It is a border anomaly.
A lot of border towns do share codes on either side of the border. This constituent was connected to a
New South Wales call centre, where they were told that as a Victorian they could not be helped, they
could not be switched through and they would need to dial another number to contact the right centre.
Those of us living on the border learn to put up with such anomalies. Life on the border is a challenge
of threading our way through two bureaucracies that love to force their way into our lives with poorly
thought-out policies and regulations. My question is: will the minister ensure that in future calls made
in Victoria to the 131 444 police assistance line are answered by, or at the very least transferred to, the
Victorian contact centre in Ballarat?
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EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:53): My constituency question is to the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Victoria is already in the fire season, and the ongoing
situation in New South Wales and Queensland stresses how important it is that we are prepared for
the worst-case scenario as much as we can be. In Victoria there are few places that are rated for as
high a fire danger as Eltham and the Nillumbik shire. Early projections on Black Saturday had the East
Kilmore fires heading south into Eltham which, without a wind change, would have wrought untold
devastation beyond what was already experienced from those fires. The 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission stressed the importance of prescribed burning in seven recommendations for land
and fuel management. The joint fuel management program 2018/19–2020/21, obviously out of date
but the latest available, identifies the amount or scale of planned burning for CFA district 14 as still to
be determined. My question is: what was the planned burning area for CFA district 14 for 2019–20,
particularly for the Nillumbik shire section, and have they been achieved?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:54): My constituency
question is for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. A documents motion has been returned to the
chamber today—in fact two documents motions have—but the one I want to focus on is the one
relating to the Toorak Road level crossing. Months and months and months after those documents
motions were passed by this chamber, after the government knocked over the trees, after they turned
the lives of people upside down and after they began the crossing, they finally released a set of
documents. However, the key documents—the business case for the Toorak Road level crossing—
have massive redactions. In the huge number of pages there is frankly almost nothing of value; it is
blank, blank, blank, blank, blank. So I ask the Minister for Transport Infrastructure: will she release
that business case in the interests of transparency?
Sitting suspended 12.56 pm until 2.05 pm.
Motions
FUR INDUSTRY
Debate resumed.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (14:05): It is not just animals that are factory farmed and
trapped that suffer in the fur trade; around 2 million domestic dogs and cats are taken from the streets,
even from family homes, and killed for their fur overseas. They are squeezed into tiny cages,
transported without food or water and killed, many with their collars still on showing they were once
someone’s beloved companion. That someone is probably still looking for them. Australia, like the
EU and the US, has banned the import of dog and cat fur. But international investigations by Humane
Society International show that Chinese dog and cat fur is frequently mislabelled, allowing it to enter
our country. Even accessories, trinkets and children’s toys have been found decorated with dog and
cat fur, and those products could be being sold right here in Victoria too. That is why we need an
urgent investigation.
The faint of heart and milquetoasts in the Parliament might argue against bans, crying ‘Freedom of
choice’ for consumers. Faced with the appalling reality of factory-farmed animals with no freedom at
all to escape their situation, they say, ‘No, the lives of animals do not matter. They do not have any
rights, not even to be spared from being skinned alive and thrown onto a pile of dead and dying
animals, still blinking and crying from the pain of having their pelt peeled from their bodies’. They
will not spare a minute to stop this torture because of ‘freedom’—freedom for some, torture for others;
all perfectly acceptable under their philosophy; freedom, not so much for Victorians to choose, but for
others to torture animals and to attempt to deceive Victorian consumers.
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Last week someone called Michael O’Brien—I am sorry, my notes are not clear here; I think he might
be the Leader of the Opposition—said to the Age:
If true, these reports are horrifying. Nobody should profit from the barbaric illegal fur trade. The Andrews
government must explain if this trade has occurred in any of Victoria’s markets and, if so, how it will be shut
down immediately.

Yet I am hearing that the opposition will be defying their leader and opposing this motion today, a
motion that would result in the very thing Mr O’Brien called for just last week. I should not be
surprised. No matter what depths of depravity we see happening to animals, what torture, what cruelty,
what suffering, the Liberals and The Nationals always find a way to support it. It seems that there is
no level of animal cruelty they will not support. The justification for continuing these practices is
always, ‘They don’t think like us; they don’t suffer like us; it will ruin the economy’. Do not forget
that this flawed argument has been used to continue other injustices over the years. What modern
science tells us increasingly is that they are like us, they do suffer like us. These cruel industries
contribute nothing to our economy.
In the modern world we have the information to know what is happening, the science to know it is
wrong and the industry potential to replace fur for every use. So who can fix this problem? The animals
cannot help themselves. They suffer at the hands of humans and desperately need our help. We cannot
stop the perpetrators of this violence at the source, because it happens overseas every day and beyond
the reach of Australian or Victorian laws. Individual consumers often try to do the right thing. They
shop for alternative products and would be horrified to know that they have been deceived and were
complicit in this shameful process. They are being lied to by the fur industry, with mislabelling of
products rife, a sign of the industry’s desperation.
Retailers and distributors can also be deceived. Some of our favourite local markets in Victoria have
made efforts to ensure that unethical fur products are not sold, seeking certification from stallholders.
Clearly these efforts are not enough. We know from similar investigations carried out by Humane
Society International in 2011 that it is entirely possible for domestic dog and cat fur to also end up in
Victorian markets despite the import laws against it.
Clearly there is no pragmatic solution that guarantees fur sales are genuine, ethical or even lawful.
Some items are so heavily chemically treated and dyed that DNA becomes damaged to the extent that
identification may not be possible, even with sophisticated laboratory tools. If markets cannot deliver
products without extreme animal cruelty being involved, this market failure must be solved by the
regulator. The government must step in and reform the marketplace. Only the government with the
support of others here in this Parliament can clean up this mess by banning the sale of fur in Victoria
completely. I hope this motion receives broad support from this house today. Countless innocent
animals are relying on us.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:12): I rise to speak in support of the motion that has
been moved by Mr Meddick, and in doing so I just wish to place on record some of the advances that
have been made in this area. Before I do that I note that it is very concerning to hear of some of the
reports around the sale of fur and the treatment of animals in that trade. It is indeed very disturbing to
hear about the treatment of some of the animals when fur is being collected. It is unnecessary, and it
is distressing to hear some of the pain that animals can be placed in in these circumstances. Having
said that—and I will detail in a moment a bit more about what the government has done and will be
doing—of course we will be recognising the sentience of animals as underpinning for any new laws,
and that is an important step in advancing the recognition of animals and their treatment and that they
can and do feel pain.
The welfare of animals in Victoria is protected under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
The keeping of fur species in Victoria other than rabbits would require a permit under the Catchment
and Land Protection Act 1994 and would not be granted for keeping for fur production. Species farmed
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for their fur in other parts of the world such as mink and raccoon dogs are not permitted to be imported
or kept in Victoria. The Australian live import list made under the commonwealth Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 does not list mink, raccoon dogs or raccoons,
thereby preventing the importation of these species into Australia. The importation of cat and dog fur
is also prohibited under commonwealth law—namely, the Customs (Prohibited Exports)
Regulations 1958—except with the permission of the federal Minister for Home Affairs.
There are significant animal welfare issues associated with fur production overseas, and it is
concerning that consumers here are not able to make an informed choice due to mislabelling of real
fur products as fake fur. Globally each year more than 100 million animals are killed for their fur.
Around 85 per cent of fur sold is from fur farming, with the remainder from trapping and hunting wild
animals. Most of the animals farmed for their fur are mink, foxes, raccoon dogs, rabbits and
chinchillas. The caged housing of animals on fur farms overseas appears highly restrictive and does
not appear to meet the biological and behavioural needs of the species farmed.
The Andrews Labor government is proud to have made significant improvements to animal welfare,
with plans for further reform well advanced. The track record of this government speaks for itself. We
legislated to ban puppy farms and provided $500 million to the RSPCA to investigate and shut down
illegal puppy farms through a special investigations team. We passed laws that enshrined tenants’
rights to keep pets. Animal cruelty charges have been increased, including the doubling of some
penalties. We have removed the requirement for pet greyhounds to be muzzled and have delivered a
new welfare code for racing greyhounds. We have developed Victoria’s first Animal Welfare Action
Plan. The plan was the result of an 18-month engagement with industry, stakeholder groups and
individuals to reflect the community’s expectations around animal welfare. We established Animal
Welfare Victoria, a dedicated unit within the department. Animal Welfare Victoria has brought
together domestic animal and animal welfare research, policy, legislation, education and compliance
functions. We also reformed the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee to ensure government receives
expert evidence to support our busy animal welfare agenda.
All of this was on top of an amendment to the Code of Practice for the Operation of Breeding and
Rearing Businesses within our first six months of being elected to require dog breeders to obtain a
veterinary health check for all female dogs prior to each mating cycle. In 2015 we strengthened
ministerial powers for the immediate seizure of animals in current or imminent animal welfare
emergencies. We also toughened penalties for those who are found guilty of animal cruelty offences,
introducing the ability for courts to ban someone from owning or being in charge of animals for life.
The Labor government has delivered a $3 million boost to animal welfare grants in this year’s budget,
and we are working on what will be important reforms to our welfare laws. Labor is committed to
modernising Victoria’s animal welfare laws to support better harm prevention, improved education, a
more effective regulatory response and effective penalties for deterrence. As part of the consultation,
as I mentioned earlier, Labor will consider which animal welfare codes are to be mandatory and which
are to be advisory. We will recognise the sentience of animals as underpinning the new laws because
we know and need to recognise that animals feel pain.
In regard to some of the specific points that have been raised around the importation of what appeared
to be fake fur but in effect actually is real fur, these are dealt with under the Australian Consumer Law,
which came into force on 1 January 2011. It is a national law that is being applied in Victoria under
state legislation. The Australian Consumer Law prohibits false or misleading representations from
businesses about the standard, quality, value or grade of products or services; the composition, style,
model or history of products; whether the products are new; whether a particular person agreed to
acquire the products or services; testimonials by any person relating to products or services; the
sponsorship, approval, performance characteristics, accessories, benefits and uses of products or
services; the price of products or services; the availability of repair facilities or spare parts; the place
of origin of a product—for example, where it was made or assembled; and any guarantee, warranty or
condition on the products or services.
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In addition, the Australian Consumer Law prohibits misleading or deceptive conduct by businesses,
and this is a broader prohibition that covers not only statements but all types of conduct. In certain
circumstances the prohibition can cover omissions or silence.
The Victorian government is aware of consumer concerns about products that are alleged to have been
made overseas from raccoon or dog fur. The government is also aware of the calls to ban the sale of
real fur. I just detailed what the Australian Consumer Law does regulate, but the Australian Consumer
Law does not regulate the availability of any product. So the only powers that the state or territory
ministers have under Australian Consumer Law to restrict the supply of any product are in relation to
safety issues that a product may pose to consumers.
Again, under the Australian Consumer Law it is unlawful to make false or misleading representations
about products or services when supplying, offering to supply or promoting products under those
provisions that I outlined just a moment ago. So the product labels must be accurate, regardless of a
business’s intention, and a representation can be misleading even if it is partly true. Making false or
misleading representations is an offence under the consumer law, and the maximum criminal penalty
is $500 000 for individuals and for companies the maximum penalty is the greater of $10 million or
three times the value of the benefit gained from the offence, or 10 per cent of annual turnover if the
benefit gained from the offence cannot be determined. Additionally, civil penalties for the same
amounts apply along with injunctions, damages, compensation and disqualification orders. Consumers
with concerns about possible false or misleading representations should contact Consumer Affairs
Victoria for advice and inform them of what they have been made aware of or what they have seen.
The import of fur products is also an issue regulated under federal laws; however, notwithstanding
this, Consumer Affairs Victoria does have the power to deal with false or misleading product labels,
and in response to consumer concerns the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation has requested that CAV conduct inquiries into the labelling of fur. The minister has also
asked CAV to liaise with Mr Andy Meddick of the Animal Justice Party to obtain any relevant
intelligence, testing results and information to inform those investigations. Following consideration of
this information, Consumer Affairs Victoria will undertake marketplace inspections where required to
ensure that traders adhere to their labelling obligations under the Australian Consumer Law.
As can be seen from that contribution, there are indeed two aspects to this. One is that obviously under
the consumer law there are penalties and provisions that deal with false and misleading
representations, but of course the other side of that coin does relate to animal welfare concerns, and
the government is keen to ensure that sentience is at the centre of or is part of the cornerstone of our
approach to informing our response to any concerns in regard to animal welfare. I might leave my
contribution there at this point.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:23): I rise to speak on the motion put forward
by Mr Meddick regarding fur items being sold in Victoria. I see this motion as two separate issues,
one of which I have sympathy with and one which I find reprehensible.
First, there is the issue of some fur products having labels that say they are rabbit fur but that in fact
are sourced from a different species. It has been alleged that some of these products are made from
raccoon dog fur in China. If this turns out to be true, then it is appropriate for the state to sanction this
type of activity, as mislabelling a product is a form of fraud. Where this mislabelling has occurred
should also be investigated, as it does not follow that the person selling the product necessarily knew
what type of fur was in the product they were selling. The people who will be caught up in this are
likely to be stallholders in markets. Very often these people do not speak English, and they probably
have little idea about consumer law in Australia or the origins of their products. The animal rights
movement in Australia will also likely be alien to them. The reality of having an immigrant stallholder
charged by police is troubling. There is an inherent power imbalance here that is paternalistic at best
and bordering on xenophobia. They may have also been deceived by mislabelling. Most of these cases
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involve small businesses, and I would hope that they would be given some benefit of the doubt before
they are demonised and prosecuted.
I note that the motion talks about Queen Elizabeth ridding her wardrobe of fur. After checking this, I
have discovered that it is actually not true. A statement from the palace when this was announced
stated, and I quote:
The Queen will continue to re-wear existing outfits in her wardrobe.

It is ironic that a motion that calls out mislabelling would itself mislabel the actions of none other than
Buckingham Palace.
The second and more serious issue is around the banning of the sale of new furs. In order to understand
this, we must look at the bigger agenda here. There are many in our society who, for environmental,
health or ethical reasons, choose to adopt a plant-based diet and choose not to purchase products made
from animals. Some of these people choose to advocate that others adopt these policies and choices
through reason and persuasion. They may engage in protests or possibly distribute material showing
what they feel are unethical practices in order to try to convince other people. Those who uphold the
principles of liberty have no problem with this as it does not breach the principle that we should not
initiate force against others, and I am talking about other humans here. In fact many members of the
Liberal Democrats have made these personal consumption choices and advocate for others to make
them.
This is altogether different to the goals of the Animal Justice Party. They are not seeking to use the
voluntary means of reason and persuasion to bring about their goals, but rather they are seeking to use
state force. And what is their goal exactly? Their greater policy agenda is to end the use of animals in
agriculture, including fur. The underlying idea here is that there are superior cultural ethics and that it
is right to engage the force of the state to suppress those whose culture they perceive as barbaric or
unethical. Mr Meddick himself in his speech referred to hunter-gatherer cultures as if they are
something in the past that humanity should be ashamed of and turn its back on. He presents the idea
that somehow these are lesser people because they subscribe to a different version of ethics and they
must be civilised. Of course we have seen this attitude many times in the history of the world, and
regrettably this has happened far too often in the colonial history of Australia. This is what cultural
supremacy looks like. It is totally at odds with the idea of a multicultural society founded on the
voluntary interactions of people. It is worth pausing for a moment to think about what that means.
The motion calls for the banning of the sale of new furs in Victoria. Furs have been produced and
traded in Victoria for thousands of years. I am not an expert in Aboriginal affairs, but a discussion of
banning hunting and fur production whilst in the middle of the treaty process sounds like a bad idea.
The Liberal Democrats will always oppose state intervention in the voluntary interactions of people,
and we will oppose this motion.
Mr Meddick: That is appalling.
Mr LIMBRICK: It is true.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (14:27): I rise also to speak on Mr Meddick’s motion. The
coalition are not supporting Mr Meddick’s motion. My colleague over here, Ms Terpstra, has clearly
enunciated why there is no need for this motion. There are copious federal and state rules and
regulations, which she has clearly enunciated, to cover the aspects of Mr Meddick’s major concern. If
there are aspects of cruelty that Mr Meddick and his colleagues have identified, then they are obligated
to report them to the responsible authorities for them to take action. This whole business of identifying
some act of cruelty and then doing nothing about it except making a whole lot of noise but not reporting
it to the responsible authorities, whether it is covered under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986 or whether it is covered under consumer law, is in itself a breach of how we should operate
in a civilised society. So I would urge Mr Meddick and his supporters that if they see and identify
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cruelty, as he is reporting, then they should immediately report it to the responsible authorities. If the
authorities are not up to managing their regulations properly, then we need to do something about the
regulating authorities.
Mr Meddick: And that is what the motion is.
Mrs McARTHUR: Well, then Mr Meddick is clearly not helpful to his Labor Party friends, who
he supports all the time. If they are not doing their job, this is an indictment on this current government.
I also would like to comment on Mr Meddick’s new-found interest in royalty. I am looking forward
to him championing the monarchist cause. I have no doubt he avidly watches The Crown. He is
obviously so interested in Her Majesty’s wardrobe he is making assumptions about what she is going
to keep or not going to purchase in the future. I find that most curious, to say the least. I am sure Her
Majesty in her 90th year can work out what she needs to keep in her wardrobe or what she does not
need to keep. As I understand it, there was no reference to buying new fur. She was not going to
purchase more; she was going to use what she had. Anyway, I am really looking forward to
Mr Meddick’s support for Her Majesty, a wonderful person who has led the monarchy in the
commonwealth and is actually a shining example to many leaders. They could all take a leaf out of
her book as to how she operates.
I note that Mr Meddick does not subscribe to any fur being used. I suppose he would have us all walk
around in some sort of plastic outfit. I hope he is not wearing leather shoes made from kangaroo hide
or something like that—that would be terrible. We do have a famous hat in Australia that is made from
rabbit fur, the akubra. I am sure he would like that banned too.
We are here to say that there are existing regulations and rules and government departments at both a
federal and state level that clearly manage what comes into this country, or they should, and what is
sold. I take Mr Limbrick’s point that what we are doing here is trying to catch out some people in a
market. Well, that is appropriate: they ought not to be selling products that are illegal and labelled
incorrectly. But again, that is a job for our regulators—I am sure we have got a lot of them and we pay
them a lot of money. They should be doing their job. As for ‘investigate markets and stores flouting
labelling laws’, well, surely the regulators are doing that. If they are not, I say again: they ought to be.
Mr Meddick is the king of banning and condemning and stopping everybody doing everything. The
consumer clearly has a right to choose what they want to wear if it is a product that is legally allowed
to be in this country and if it is properly labelled. If it is not, it should be. So on banning the sale of
new furs in Victoria, if they are a legal product able to be brought into this country, why should we be
in the business of banning things? He seems to be wanting to tell other jurisdictions how they should
operate. I do not think we should be in the business of telling other countries how they should manage
their legislation. I do not think we would take too kindly if anybody were to tell us how to run the
show. I am certainly not in the business of directing how other countries should manage their policies,
and I do not think Mr Meddick should be either.
The problem with banning is that we often create a black market as well, and the one thing that is not
good in an economy is a black market. We have certainly done that in the puppy industry. We have
got a black market that is appalling: puppies being bred in backyards and garages, advertised on the
internet or delivered to a McDonald’s car park. I think that is appalling, and I hope Mr Meddick is
doing something about that. Anyway, the coalition is not supporting Mr Meddick’s motion because it
is clearly unnecessary, as outlined by Ms Terpstra.
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (14:33): I too rise to speak on motion 217 moved by
Mr Meddick in relation to the sale of real fur from raccoon and raccoon dogs labelled as fake fur.
The Victorian government is aware of consumer concerns about products that are alleged to have
been made overseas from raccoon or raccoon dog fur. The government is also aware of calls to ban
the sale of real fur. The welfare of all animals in Victoria is protected under the Prevention of Cruelty
to Animals Act 1986. The keeping of fur species in Victoria other than rabbits requires a permit
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under the Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 and would not be granted for fur production.
Species farmed for their fur in other parts of the world, such as minks and raccoon dogs, are not
permitted to be imported or kept in Victoria. The Australian live import list, made under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, does not list minks, raccoon dogs
or raccoons, thereby preventing the import of these species into Australia. The importation of cat and
dog fur is also prohibited under commonwealth law—namely, the Customs (Prohibited Exports)
Regulations 1958—except with the permission of the federal Minister for Home Affairs.
I must agree that there are significant animal welfare issues associated with fur production overseas.
It is a very serious matter that consumers are being misled by the mislabelling of real fur products as
fake fur. Globally each year more than 100 million animals are killed for their fur. Most of the animals
farmed for their fur are minks, foxes, raccoon dogs, rabbits and chinchillas. The caged housing of
animals on fur farms overseas appears to be restrictive and it appears that these cages do not meet the
biological and behavioural needs of the species farmed. As Mr Meddick said, many global fashion
brands have decided to stop using fur for their designs.
The Andrews Labor government has been a very progressive government when it comes to the welfare
of animals. We are proud to have made significant improvements to animal welfare, with plans for
further reforms well advanced. We legislated to ban puppy farms and provided $5 million to the
RSPCA to investigate and shut down illegal puppy farms through a special investigations team. We
passed laws that enshrined tenants’ rights to keep pets. Animal cruelty charges have been increased,
including doubling of some penalties. We removed the requirement for pet greyhounds to be muzzled
and have delivered a new welfare code for racing greyhounds. We have developed Victoria’s first
Animal Welfare Action Plan. The plan was the result of an 18-month engagement with industry,
stakeholder groups and individuals to reflect the community’s expectations for animal welfare. We
established Animal Welfare Victoria, a dedicated unit within the department. Animal Welfare Victoria
has brought together domestic animal and animal welfare research, policy, legislation, education and
compliance functions. We reformed the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee to ensure government
receives expert advice to support our busy animal welfare agenda.
This was all on top of an amendment, within our first six months of being elected, to the Code of
Practice for the Operation of Breeding and Rearing Businesses to require dog breeders to obtain a
veterinary health check for all female dogs prior to each mating cycle. In 2015 we strengthened
ministerial powers for the immediate seizure of animals in current or imminent animal welfare
emergencies. We have also put in place stricter penalties for those who are found guilty of animal
cruelty offences, introducing the ability for the courts to ban someone from owning or being in charge
of animals for life.
The Andrews Labor government has also delivered a promised $3 million boost to animal welfare
grants in this year’s budget, and we are working on what will be important reforms to our animal
welfare laws. Labor is committed to modernising Victoria’s animal welfare laws to support better
harm prevention, improved education, a more effective regulatory response and effective penalties.
As part of the consultation Labor will consider which animal welfare codes are to be mandatory and
which are to be advisory. We will recognise the sentience of animals as underpinning the new laws,
because we know and need to recognise that animals feel pain.
The Australian Consumer Law is applied to protect consumers across Australia. The Australian
Consumer Law came into force on 1 January 2011 and is a national law applied in Victoria under state
legislation. The ACL provides consumers with a set of guarantees for the goods they buy, one of which
is that they will be of ‘acceptable quality’. However, the national ACL does not regulate the availability
of any product. The only powers that state or territory ministers have under the ACL to restrict the
supply of any product are in relation to safety issues that a product may pose to consumers.
Under the Australian Consumer Law it is unlawful to make false or misleading representations about
products and services when supplying, offering to supply or promoting products and services. This
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includes representations made on product labels about what a product is made of; its quality, history
or price; or its place of origin. Product labels must be accurate, regardless of the intention of the
business, and a representation can be misleading even if it is partly true. Making false or misleading
representations is an offence. The maximum criminal penalty is $500 000 for individuals. For
companies the maximum penalty is the greater of one, $10 million; two, three times the value of the
benefit gained from the offence; or three, 10 per cent of annual turnover if the benefit gained from the
offence cannot be determined.
Civil penalties for the same amounts apply, along with injunctions, damages, compensation and
disqualification orders. Consumers with concerns about possible false or misleading representations
should contact Consumer Affairs Victoria for advice. Consumer Affairs Victoria has power to deal
with false or misleading product labels, and in response to consumer concerns the minister has
requested that Consumer Affairs Victoria conduct inquiries into the labelling of fur. I have been
informed that the Honourable Marlene Kairouz, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation, has also asked Consumer Affairs Victoria to liaise with Mr Meddick of the Animal
Justice Party to obtain any relevant intelligence and testing results. Further, we have been advised that
Consumer Affairs Victoria has contacted Mr Meddick to obtain further information. Following
consideration of this information, Consumer Affairs Victoria will undertake marketplace inspections
where required to ensure that traders adhere to their labelling obligations under the Australian
Consumer Law. I would like to conclude by saying thanks to Mr Meddick for bringing this motion to
the house.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:43): I rise to speak in support of this motion. Like
many, I was appalled to read last week that vendors at Melbourne’s markets are selling real fur
products illegally marketed as faux fur. The Four Paws investigation found instances of ‘faux fur’ on
products like beanies and jacket hoods sold at the Queen Victoria and South Melbourne markets,
which were actually fur from raccoons or raccoon dogs. There were also instances of fur labelled as
‘rabbit blend’ that again were raccoon fur.
Raccoon dogs are a common victim of the fur trade in China. Each year millions of animals around
the world are bred on intensive fur farms and then slaughtered to provide the fashion industry with fur.
Fur farming has been banned in a number of countries around the world, including many European
countries, but is still permitted in China, where there are few regulations on fur farming and few animal
welfare protections. Raccoon dogs are kept in battery cages for months, where they suffer from
significant psychological stress and anxiety, disease, injury and exposure. They are subject to horrific
abuse, including being beaten to death, gassed, electrocuted or skinned alive.
While raccoon fur is not a prohibited import item in Australia, it is illegal to label real fur as fake fur.
We support stronger measures to investigate the prevalence of mislabelled real fur on products in
Victoria, such as the task force proposed in this motion, and appropriate penalties applied to those who
are doing the wrong thing. We also support a move to ban the sale of fur in Victoria completely. The
international fur trade is a horrific industry that allows fur traders to profit off the suffering and
slaughter of animals. It is also harmful to our environment, polluting soil and water and using harmful
chemicals to process raw fur skins.
Victorians are increasingly acknowledging the inherent cruelty of fur as fashion and choosing to avoid
animal fur products. Fur sales have dropped significantly in recent years, and more retailers, fashion
brands and designers are going fur-free. Last month California announced plans to ban the sale and
manufacture of new fur products in the state from 2023—the first US state to do so. Victoria could
follow this lead and become the first Australian state to do the same. The Greens have always been
fierce advocates for animal welfare and have always condemned animal cruelty in all its forms. We
support this motion and encourage the government to both crack down on wrongly labelled fur
products and seriously consider banning the sale of fur completely.
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Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (14:45): I will be brief. The crux of this motion is to establish a
task force to hunt down false labelling across Victoria and to ban the sale of furs. I would caution
Mr Meddick against his proposed label-hunting task force. Vegans are already struggling against a
non-vegan majority to hold on to phrases like ‘almond milk’ and ‘meat-free chicken’. A labelling
crackdown might leave Mr Meddick with egg on his face—though perhaps he would have to check
the label to work out if it was real egg.
While I think a task force is excessive, I can at least agree that intentionally misleading consumers
should be, and indeed is, illegal. However, I cannot agree with the proposal for a blanket ban on fur.
If you do not want to buy animal textiles, do not buy them, but do not force these views on others.
Using animal hides for clothing is a tradition as old as clothing itself. Mr Meddick aims to strip us of
this tradition. He would take the shirt right off your back if it was a wool derivative.
Australia has a thriving animal textiles industry. Most of this comes from wool and leather, but some
comes from fur. Furs also provide an incentive to control pest animals, such as rabbits and foxes. A
reason many people dislike fur is that it comes from fluffy animals and fluffy animals are cute. That
is an argument based on emotion not on reason. We should apply the same animal welfare standards
to animals farmed for textiles as we do to animals farmed for meat. We should not ban meat, so we
should not ban wool, fur or leather.
We have heard terrible stories about animals being skinned alive. I do not know how or why that
works. It is incomprehensible to me that anyone would do that. Even from a practical perspective, how
do you skin a live animal? It is insane. Extremists put up the worst-case scenarios—something that
has happened once, somewhere—and pretend that it is the norm. It baffles me. Anyone who has tried
to skin a dead animal would never talk about skinning live animals.
Mr Meddick talks about freedom being the problem—that liberty should not be allowed when it results
in an outcome the Animal Justice Party do not like. And here you see the totalitarian agenda laid bare.
We need to check the labels on this party, because under the fluffy faux fur there is an authoritarian
core. The Animal Justice jackboot will come down on any culture that does not live up to their innercity middle-class values. The Liberal—
Mr Meddick: On a point of order, Deputy President, the member, by alluding to jackboots, is
inferring that the Animal Justice Party and I are Nazis. That is the inference, and I would like him to
withdraw.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I think the term ‘jackboot’ is unparliamentary, and I would ask the
member to withdraw.
Mr QUILTY: I withdraw the term ‘jackboot’—
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: No, without qualification.
Mr QUILTY: Without qualification, I withdraw the term ‘jackboot’.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: No, just ‘I withdraw’.
Mr QUILTY: I withdraw. The Animal Justice boot will come down on any culture that does not
live up to their inner-city middle-class values. The Liberal Democrats will not support this motion.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (14:49): I am pleased to speak on this motion moved by
Mr Meddick, as animal welfare is an issue that is deeply concerning to many of my constituents in
Southern Metropolitan Region. From time to time I go for walks on the beach in Brighton and
Sandringham, and I notice everyone with their dogs and pets. I know animal welfare in general is
something we consider to be of utmost importance. This issue in particular gives an example of dog
and raccoon dog fur. It is issue in which I have taken an interest since it was brought to my attention.
I did do research, and as the previous speaker said, some animals are skinned alive. There is footage.
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You can just go on YouTube—it is not that difficult—and you will see that it is actually industry
practice in some of these countries where they skin animals alive. It is disgusting. It is inhumane. It is
torture. They need to end, those kinds of practices. Regardless of your view on whether there should
be fur or not, I am sure there is a better way of doing it or a better industry practice that we can aspire
to in the 21st century. We need to end those practices, and we should not be supporting any industry
that allows them to continue unchecked. That is the premise with which I want to begin in my support
for this motion.
The device we have at hand is the Australian Consumer Law. The Australian Consumer Law at the
moment provides the power that the states and territories have to regulate this example, where real fur
is being passed off as fake fur, on the basis that it is deceptive and misleading and the product is not
as it is labelled. This is a shame. We probably need more powers in this area. The Australian Consumer
Law does make it illegal to make false or misleading representations about products. It does make it
illegal to misrepresent the place of origin or the quality of the product at hand, and penalties for
individuals are quite substantive. As Ms Vaghela mentioned, there are penalties of about half a million
dollars for individuals, potentially, at a maximum. For companies it is a lot higher, at about $10 million
in penalties for a company that commits an offence under the Australian Consumer Law.
I will not go into detail about the government’s response because it has already been mentioned a
number of times by previous speakers, but I will state that the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation’s office and Consumer Affairs Victoria have been in contact with Mr Meddick
to try to get further information so that this matter can be properly investigated. It is of the utmost
importance that this motion is handled with the seriousness it deserves because, like I said, first of all,
people are being sold products that they have been told are one thing when they are not. Secondly, this
whole raccoon dog fur industry it seems, when you go up the supply chain, is terrible, as are the kinds
of practices that are taking place. Like I said, I researched it myself and there are countless videos of
broad, widespread animal torture, not just in cages but animals being skinned alive. The way they are
treated is just terrible. When I heard about raccoon dogs—just look into it yourself and you will see
the gross animal welfare deficiencies.
A lot of this stuff is imported, so I guess it is a broader federal jurisdictional issue about what is being
imported, as we saw with the cladding products that are unsafe. Are we going to allow in products that
have effectively come here as a result of animals being tortured? I think we do not want those products
to be here. We do not want them in our state, those kinds of products that have arrived as a result of
animals being tortured. That is a matter, I guess, for the federal jurisdiction, but from the state
perspective we have got the consumer law, which seems to be the main law that we are relying on.
I am also very proud to be part of a government which does have a good track record in regard to
animal welfare. We all know about the puppy farms, and we provided $5 million to the RSPCA to
investigate and shut down illegal puppy farms. We passed laws which gave tenants with pets more
rights, and animal cruelty penalties have been increased—and doubled in some circumstances. Since
getting elected I have had a number of opportunities to meet with constituents that are very concerned
about a broad range of animal welfare issues. Like I said, the treatment of raccoon dogs is something
that comes to mind with this motion, but I met with the RSPCA and they explained to me a number
of concerns. I will not go into detail on every single matter that I discussed with them, but nonetheless
it is obviously of broad community concern, because even without my meeting with the RSPCA a
number of constituents have contacted me about animal welfare issues.
There are other industries where improvements have been made, like greyhounds, where we have
removed the requirement for pet greyhounds to be muzzled and have delivered a new welfare code for
the greyhound racing industry. Obviously there are always improvements that can be made, and I think
this is an example of where an issue has been identified. It is great that it has been brought to our
attention. Now we have got to take action. Like I said, I understand that Consumer Affairs Victoria
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have contacted Mr Meddick, I understand the minister has contacted Mr Meddick and hopefully in
due course we get a response about what is happening.
Mrs McArthur: A lot of attention he’s getting.
Mr ERDOGAN: Well, he deserves it in this regard. He has raised a number of animal welfare
issues, so it is only fair while speaking about an animal welfare motion that Mr Meddick has moved
that he gets the appropriate recognition. But this is not about humans. This is about the treatment of
animals and animal welfare—that is the primary concern, I believe, behind this motion—and also the
consumer concern that consumers are being effectively sold a lie. What they are buying is being
misrepresented. We have got an established animal welfare unit in the department now that has
brought together domestic animal welfare research, policy, legislation, education and compliance
functions. We have reformed the animal welfare advisory committee to ensure government receives
expert advice to support our busy animal welfare agenda. The government has delivered a $3 million
boost to animal welfare grants this year, and we are working on what will be important reforms to our
animal welfare laws.
We are committed to modernising Victoria’s animal welfare laws to support better harm prevention,
improved education, a more effective regulatory response and effective penalties. As part of the
consultation, Labor will consider which animal welfare codes are to be mandatory and which are to
be advisory. We will recognise the sentience of animals as underpinning the new laws. For those of
you that do not understand, we understand that we need to recognise that animals feel pain. They have
got central nervous systems and they feel pain, and the way they are treated is relevant. That is why I
commend this motion to the house.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:57): I rise today to speak on the Animal Justice
Party’s motion. I commend the Animal Justice Party for bringing this motion to the house. It is
wonderful that animals are actually represented here in the house on the crossbench. I was elected on
a platform of looking after the vulnerable, and animals are vulnerable and they need our protection.
Mrs McArthur: What happened to Derryn Hinch?
Dr CUMMING: Yes, that is looking after the vulnerable. Isn’t that right, Stuart? Would you like
to explain that to Bev if she is struggling with that?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Through the Chair, Dr Cumming.
Dr CUMMING: Would you like to have that conversation outside the chamber, Bev? I am happy
to have that.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming! Through the Chair, thank you.
Dr CUMMING: Yes. So in that, as an Independent—and I feel that I am a very centred politician,
and I respect—
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming, through the Chair; not to the gallery, thank you.
Dr CUMMING: Sorry, I was doing it to Andy, whose motion it is.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: No, it is through the Chair.
Dr CUMMING: Okay. Sorry, Deputy President. I am hoping that as an Independent I am bringing
a balanced view to the Animal Justice Party motion today. And I am speaking through you, Chair. Am
I still allowed to look around, Deputy President?
I would like to have conscious decisions made when we are making our purchases, especially around
labelling. I respect this motion—we as a community should have proper labelling so we can actually
make those consumer choices, with respect. Listening to the debate today around Mr Meddick’s
motion, he is not saying that we need to ban; he is saying ‘consider’. Has everyone missed the word
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‘consider’? ‘Consider’ means that we look into whether there are cruel practices that we should ban,
and there are times when we should ban things, respectfully.
I am someone who feels, around waste, that we could probably never manufacture any more clothes.
There are enough recycled clothes on this planet currently that we could actually use, and that is true.
I am speaking from a place where currently, even though I am in Parliament, I still buy things in op
shops because I know waste and the way that we actually deal with our waste and this reliance on fast
fashion and reliance on whitegoods that do not last 10 years. We need to really look at the way that
we repair things, the way that we re-use things and the way that we consume. We need to have those
conscientious ways of consuming.
I am not a hypocrite. I own a mink coat, Mr Meddick. I purchased it 10 years ago and it was secondhand, and I really grappled with that purchase. It was in a second-hand shop; it was second-hand. That
evening when I saw it I went home and I thought, ‘No, I can’t do it. I know how they would have
made that. I can’t.’. The next morning I came across a couple having breakfast. It was an older couple
and I said, ‘I saw this mink coat yesterday’—we were just in conversation—‘and I’m grappling with
this decision’. The older couple that was there, the lady said that she had a mink coat. ‘It’s something
that lasts 50 to 100 years if it’s well made and it’s something that you can actually hand down’. I
thought about that and I thought, ‘Well, for it to go to waste, to see it go to landfill, in my mind those
are the things we have to grapple with’.
I have also had these conversations with Andy around possum fur. Mr Meddick told me about the
Aboriginal community’s traditional practices with possums—that there is a ceremony that goes on
where that animal skin is actually used.
I am not a vegetarian or a vegan, but I do have two teenage daughters who are and who are
conscientious about their purchases. We have these conversations back and forward around
Dr. Martens shoes and whether things are made of leather. I would like my children, the community
and me to be able to make those deep, conscientious consumer decisions about the way things are
labelled so we actually know if it is okay to purchase something and whether practices are cruel. I
think the whole community would like that.
I am not a hypocrite. I have heard people yelling at the Animal Justice Party about them possibly being
hypocrites. It is really hard. I have a car with leather seats. It is really hard to make those really deep
and conscientious consumer decisions when we do not have proper labelling—even when it comes to
purchasing from our supermarkets with plastic wrapping and the like. We do not have proper labelling
to show our community how they can recycle properly—and they really want to make those decisions.
They really want to know whether what their cucumber is wrapped in could be bamboo or something
that is biodegradable.
So there is that lack of consumer choice. I have made my own conscientious decision to purchase
second-hand when I can and repair when I can, and I buy limited amounts of things that I feel are
doing the wrong thing by the planet. I feel that the broader community should be able to make those
decisions. Maybe I am a deep thinker for my community in the way of being an Independent, but I
believe that the Animal Justice Party deserves support for this motion today. Its intent to stop animal
cruelty is wonderful. Animals are the most vulnerable in our communities, especially in Melbourne’s
west. They are fur babies if you do not have children, and they deserve every amount of human
kindness that we can give them.
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House divided on motion:

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

Leane, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr

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

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

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

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

Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:12): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 221, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
DRUG DETECTION DOGS
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:12): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes:
(a) the importance of Melbourne’s night-life economy and the important contribution of music and
arts festivals to regional tourism;
(b) that the New South Wales Ombudsman’s 2016 report on the review of the Police Powers (Drug
Detection Dogs) Act 2001 found that over 70 per cent of searches following a drug detection dog
indication resulted in no illicit substances being found and only 0.19 per cent resulted in a
successful prosecution for supply offences;
(2) further notes the State Coroner’s Court of New South Wales coronial inquest into festival deaths
conducted this year found evidence that:
(a) intensive and punitive drug-policing operations targeting users and low-level dealers generally
increase rather than decrease drug-related risks and harms;
(b) the current methods of policing are damaging young people’s perception of the police;
and calls on the government to implement recommendation 50 from the Law Reform, Road and Community
Safety Committee’s 2018 report on the inquiry into drug law reform, which required ‘Victoria Police [to]
commission an independent evaluation of the use of drug detection dogs at music festivals and other public
spaces to determine their effectiveness in deterring the use and trafficking of illicit substances and any
unintended consequences or risk of harms resulting from this strategy’.

How do we reduce drug harm in society? A lot of people have an intuitive answer to this question, and
the answer is, ‘Don’t take drugs, or at least discourage drug use’. This advice, if followed, would surely
reduce harm. The whole system of drug prohibition is predicated on this simple, intuitive idea that
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drug use can be so easily prevented. The national drug strategy takes a more balanced approach—at
least in theory. It establishes three pillars to address drug use. There is demand reduction—this is the
part that focuses on that intuitive idea of reducing drug use by discouraging use and encouraging
treatment and rehabilitation; supply reduction—this is essentially policing and border control; and
harm reduction—this is what we do when ‘just say no’ does not work. Harm reduction is one of the
reasons Australia has one of the lowest rates of HIV in the world, and it is the framework that underpins
the medically supervised injecting room in North Richmond.
How does the use of sniffer dogs fit in this framework, and how does it contribute to a reduction in
harm? There is a growing body of evidence that it is broadly ineffective in either supply reduction or
demand reduction and that rather than decrease harm it can actively contribute to harm. This year has
seen academic papers, coronial inquests, FOIs producing data and a review by the Law Enforcement
Conduct Commission in New South Wales all citing problems with the use of sniffer dogs in general
detection operations. I will go into some detail about these harms, and while a lot of the published
information and certainly the coronial inquest cover events in New South Wales, I do want to make it
clear that Victoria Police also conduct these operations in a similar fashion, particularly in a festival
setting.
Dr Peta Malins from RMIT has conducted detailed research into the responses to and impacts of
searches and strip searches following a drug dog detection. Her findings outline a range of adaptations
that increase harms in addition to short- and long-term psychological harms without any benefit to the
aims of policing. This is significant to the debate today as the majority of her interview subjects were
in Victoria rather than New South Wales.
In 2017 Victoria Police commenced an operation in the Chapel Street nightclub district called
Operation Safe Night, which involved the deployment of sniffer dogs on the street targeting people
attending nightclubs. We have since had confirmed reports that they were deployed in a similar manner
just a few weeks ago in the same area. Indeed recent reports suggest that they may be deployed at the
MCG.
While there may be significant differences between New South Wales and Victorian operational
parameters, there are also significant similarities. It may well be that all of the harms and practices that
even New South Wales police commissioner Mick Fuller has expressed concerns about are happening
here, but it is not clear. Another difference between New South Wales and Victoria is that there are
clearer guidelines and reporting requirements in New South Wales; there is at the least some scrutiny.
That is not the case in Victoria; we have no data and no oversight.
It is true that certain breeds of dog have a very acute sense of smell. This is why they are deployed in
the role. The interaction between the dogs and their handlers is not really accounted for, though. To
understand this effect, we need to reflect on a famous horse named Hans. In the early 20th century,
Hans, known as ‘Clever Hans’, was a bit of a spectacle. People were amazed by the horse’s ability to
solve mathematical problems. Psychologist Carl Stumpf was commissioned to uncover if any fraud
was occurring. What he uncovered has become known as the ‘Clever Hans effect’. What was actually
occurring was that the horse was very perceptive in picking up on the subtle cues of the person asking
questions of the people witnessing the spectacle. In relation to sniffer dogs, this question was explored
in research published in the journal Animal Cognition in 2011 using 18 drug or explosive detection
dog handler teams who completed two sets of four brief search scenarios. In the study no conditions
contained actual drug or explosive scents and any alert response was incorrect. The study found
225 incorrect responses and found that humans, more so than dogs, influenced the alert locations.
This might go some way to explaining why the 2006 New South Wales Ombudsman’s report into
sniffer dogs found that just over a quarter of searches actually found any illicit substances. Thirteen
years ago this report also found that people engage in risky behaviour in response to sniffer dogs, such
as consuming larger amounts of drugs at once rather than consuming smaller amounts over a long
time, consuming drugs at home and then driving to the venue, purchasing drugs at the venue from an
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unknown source or switching to drugs that may have less chance of being detected but may be more
dangerous. For all of these risks the report concludes, and I quote:
It is clear this approach does little to enhance the police capacity to effectively target drug suppliers. Nor is
there strong evidence to support other perceived benefits such as deterrence, reduction in drug use, decreases
in drug-related crime, or enhanced perceptions of safety. These benefits, although possible, cannot be relied
on to support the use of the drug detection dogs.

This is in addition to the fact that for all of this effort successful prosecutions for supply offences
represent 0.19 per cent of all drug dog detections for the review period.
More recently the Coroners Court of New South Wales conducted an inquest into the death of six
patrons of New South Wales music festivals. Whilst the inquest was very broad and covered many
factors that may have influenced these tragedies, it did hear testimony and establish findings in relation
to the use of sniffer dogs. Before discussing these findings I do want to just reflect on the fact that
these were tragic events. The families and friends of those who passed will carry this grief with them
for life. Yesterday we debated legislation on establishing a framework for legal culpability in
workplace deaths; today we are considering a motion that may be considered the bare minimum that
could be done to reduce the risk of further tragedies.
I will quote from some of the key points from the coroner’s report:
I find the available evidence establishes that there are inherent dangers and few if any benefits of the use of
drug dogs in music festivals.
…
In my view there is strong evidence that the operation of drug dog detection programs may cause significant
harm in the music festival environment. Risky ingestion and secretion, trauma especially when coupled with
strip search and the destruction of trust between young people and police are all serious concerns. There is
also evidence that the program does not in any event, deter drug users from consuming drugs.
…
In my view the evidence establishes that panic ingestion or preloading was a factor in some of the deaths
under review. Certainly, there is strong evidence that Alex changed her consumption as a result of her fear of
detection. It is also possible that Josh preloaded in the camping ground prior to entering the festival proper. It
is difficult to know how the conduct of police affected the help that was sought in each case, but in my view,
it is unlikely to have strengthened the relationship and trust between young people and police.

We could go on, but I think the point is made that there are considerable risks and harms possible from
the use of drug detection dogs and little evidence to suggest they are effective in reducing drug dealing
or use.
Peta Malins’s work published in the International Journal of Drug Policy earlier this year cuts a little
deeper. While validating other research that highlights risky behavioural adaptations, it also covered
the psychological harms that people experience. The most common adaptations include stashing drugs
internally—inside their body—preloading and consuming larger quantities of drugs before the event,
again buying drugs inside the event and panicked ingestion. All of these practices increase risks from
drugs. In addition to this, Dr Malins explored the psychological impacts. I have to apologise to
members of the chamber, as this testimony is pretty confronting stuff, but I do not think we can
understand the issue without referencing it. So from Dr Malins’s paper, I quote:
For one participant, who was not carrying drugs, the experience of being strip-searched by police was
particularly traumatic and debilitating, as it triggered significant distress associated with her previous
experiences of sexual, physical and emotional abuse:

In the research participant’s own words, I quote:
A female police officer came over and put her hands on me, and I found that very distressing, because coming
from domestic violence, someone putting their hands on my body without permission is very distressing …
then she said ‘I have the right to strip search you’ … and I was in the corner … my back against the wall, and
I was just shaking … because I thought strip search meant cavity searched … and I [was] saying ‘You don’t

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Council

4371

have the right to touch my body! I don’t give you permission to touch my body!’ … I don’t do bad things, I
look after people, and then suddenly I’m being threatened with a legalised rape, and I thought she was going
to pin me down and put her hands inside my body …

Then she started crying. I could go on. I could read testimony from the coroner’s report or from the
Law Enforcement Conduct Commission. We could discuss the hundreds of children that have been
stripsearched in New South Wales, but I think I have given a sense of why these operations might be
problematic. ‘But this is New South Wales, not Victoria’, one might say. I remind the house that
Dr Malins’s research, that includes the testimony I just read out, was mostly conducted in Victoria.
When Colleen Hartland from the Greens asked a question on notice in the previous term of Parliament
asking for figures on how many searches and how many strip searches were conducted following a
drug dog indication, and how many of those resulted in illicit substances being found, Ms Hartland
was informed that this information is not recorded and could not be provided. Simply put: we do not
know. We do not know how many searches are conducted and what the accuracy of these searches is.
There is a complete lack of oversight over the use of sniffer dogs in Victoria.
Harm Reduction Victoria highlighted this lack of oversight in their submission to the recent IBAC
Committee inquiry into police oversight. Specifically including the use of sniffer dogs and strip
searches, they noted that (a) they undermine public confidence in police, especially amongst young
people who attend music events and festivals, that (b) they can undermine the goodwill established by
local Victoria Police command and personnel who support and practice harm minimisation and
collaborative and community-focused policing at venues and that (c) they are not evidence-based
policing and they are not cost-effective.
In the Victoria Police annual report there is detailed information published on a variety of searches
and what contraband is discovered by these searches—not for sniffer dogs though. Once again, no
information is available on the public record. This brings us to the point: this motion is not calling for
an end to the use of sniffer dogs in Victoria; it is merely calling attention to the unfinished work of the
last Parliament in conducting a comprehensive review of drug policy.
I have to acknowledge my parliamentary colleague Fiona Patten for her ambition to extend such a
broad inquiry and for the considerable work that went into both the report and the recommendations.
This report was adopted by a committee that included members of several parties and reflects what
might be reasonable for the community and for the Parliament. It calls for an independent review of
the sniffer dog program. We often hear, usually when our civil liberties are about to be infringed, that
if we have nothing to hide, we have nothing to fear. If there is nothing to hide, then I urge members to
support this motion so we can fully understand the role of drug detection dogs in Victoria and whether
their continued use is of benefit to the community.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (15:24): I think we do have to be a little bit careful when
we are looking at how sniffer dogs operate in Victoria versus how they operate in New South Wales.
I respect the raising of this issue. I totally understand that some issues have been raised in New South
Wales, but actually Victoria Police do operate differently in this regard. I know Mr Limbrick said they
were similar, but I think we just have to be quite specific and factual in the comparison between the
two. The other thing is that in Victoria there is a very carefully nurtured—for all the right reasons—
relationship between Victoria Police and the music festival industry, because we are not trying to work
against each other. If I am speaking figuratively about these various forces in our community, to help
keep the community safe it is not only in Victoria Police’s interests but also in the interests of the
music festivals to have happy and safe festivalgoers and that they are actually working together.
They have actually had forums. On 19 November Victoria Police actually hosted a music festival
industry forum to explore how the industry, service providers and government agencies can better
share information and work together. Fundamentally, at the end of the day, this is really what is going
to get the best outcomes all around. I know Mr Limbrick was raising concerns about the attitude of
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police and the way that young people might perceive police according to how they are treated and the
behaviour et cetera. And so this goes to the heart of that issue, because fundamentally the police want
to have a positive relationship with all people, and in this regard there are significant efforts that have
been undertaken to ensure that it is a cooperative relationship with music festivals. Fundamentally,
their presence there is to keep festivalgoers safe.
It is also important to note that there are significant nuances in what the actual passive alert drug
detection (PADD) dogs are targeting. You have got the actual illicit drug traffickers versus people who
may have small quantities of drugs, and there are actually specific and different tactics according to
whether it is somebody who is undertaking drug trafficking—you know, illicit drug trafficking—as
opposed to somebody who may have a smaller quantity for personal use.
With this forum, which I shall come back to—I know I went on a tangent there—over 150 people
attended from the music festival sector and from health, local and state government and Victorian and
interstate policing agencies. I will just make a caveat too and a note to myself: I will get back to the
procedural differences between how police in Victoria operate with PADD dogs and how New South
Wales has operated. I will also speak to some of those issues that Mr Limbrick has raised about the
spike in the number of strip searches noted in New South Wales. Now, with this particular forum,
there was an overwhelming feeling of cooperation and shared responsibility. The interaction between
all parties before and during events is significantly different to that experienced in other jurisdictions.
So, again, I am just being a little bit careful about how we compare the two and not just run on a
tangent, because what is happening in New South Wales does not dictate what is happening in Victoria
necessarily.
As for Victoria Police specifically, I should say that as a government we do not dictate their operational
activities. Victoria Police are the experts in the way they manage community safety, so we work with
the police in that regard. They do deliberately provide a highly visible policing presence at music
festivals, and it does include the use of PADD dog teams. The use of drug detection dogs by Victoria
Police, particularly at music festivals, is part of a broader response which seeks to target persons
trafficking in illicit drugs. This includes the use of an overt policing response plan to interrupt the
supply avenues—that is the detection element of illicit substance possession; and to discourage
demand—that is the prevention element. It is a key component of Victoria’s operational response to
the supply of illicit drugs.
You were speaking before about the issues of how this impacts personally on individuals who are
detected or who are approached by the dogs, so I just want to explain the procedure that is run in
Victoria. PADD dogs are trained to screen the environment to detect a range of illicit drugs. Where a
PADD dog detects the presence of an illicit drug, it is trained to sit passively near the source to alert
its handler to the detection. Section 82 of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981
provides that a police officer may, without a warrant, search a person in a public place if they have
reasonable grounds to suspect that a person is in possession of a drug of dependence in respect of
which an offence has been committed or is reasonably suspected to have been committed. The PADD
dogs support police members to determine whether there are reasonable grounds to believe that a
patron entering a music festival is in possession of an illicit drug—and I emphasise ‘reasonable
grounds’.
Another very, very important nuance of this, which I began to speak about earlier, is diversion, and it
is a very, very important element because it revolves around the issue of harm reduction. The use of
PADD teams can also indicate persons beyond traditional traffickers and identify consumers who are
in possession of small quantities of drugs and illicit substances. The role of policing in these situations
is demand and harm reduction and essentially treatment at the end of the day—helping to direct that
person on to a more positive trajectory with their health ultimately. Victoria Police works successfully
with support services from the Department of Health and Human Services, such as Turning Point,
where we have placed thousands of adults and youths in connection with support services via our
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diversion programs over the past 10 or more years by having PADD teams attending music festivals.
Diversion is fundamental to reducing reoffending by adults and young persons and diverting them
from entering the justice system. It is actually a very important and sensitive intervention to help guide
people to make better choices fundamentally and, where required, to get the necessary treatment.
The PADD dogs are part of a broader response to reduce harms caused by illicit drug use. It also sends
a signal to the broader community that illicit drugs are not safe and are not condoned. Victoria Police
targets the supply and trafficking of illicit substances at music festivals, and this is quite overt. There
is no hiding this. Where a PADD dog detection and a subsequent search alerts Victoria Police to a
trafficable quantity of an illicit drug, the person found with a quantity will be charged with a trafficking
offence. However, where a detection and search identifies a person in possession of a small quantity
of an illicit drug, the patron may be eligible to participate in Victoria Police’s drug diversion program.
The aim of the program is to divert offenders into early assessment and appropriate health treatment.
If a patient in possession of a small quantity of an illicit drug meets the program eligibility criteria,
they will be offered the opportunity to participate in the division program instead of being charged
with drug possession.
Victoria Police has also established a cannabis cautioning program where eligible offenders in
possession of small quantities of cannabis will receive a caution and will not be charged with drug
possession. For instance, in 2019 PADD dogs detected the presence of an illicit drug in relation to
50 patrons. Of the 50 patrons detected, 17 drug diversions and eight cannabis cautions were issued.
Just to add that broader lens to this discussion, it is not all about enforcement. It is about enforcement
where there is illicit drug trafficking detected. On the other hand, for smaller quantities for personal
use there are other harm reduction mechanisms being undertaken.
This whole issue of stripsearching, which you identified in regard to New South Wales—let us explore
that. On 8 November 2019 the New South Wales deputy state coroner published her findings
following an inquest examining the deaths of six young people at music festivals in New South Wales.
In each case the cause of death was attributed to the consumption of MDMA at a toxic level, with one
case also involving the consumption of cocaine. A recent New South Wales coronial inquiry identified
a rapid increase—and this is coming to your point before about strip searches—in the numbers of
people stripsearched in New South Wales. New South Wales police force data indicates that in 2018–
19, 91 per cent of strip searches were conducted due to suspicion that a person possessed drugs. The
inquiry heard from patrons who recalled their experience of being stripsearched at a music festival
following a false indication by a PADD dog.
The deputy state coroner recommended that the New South Wales police force should change its
policing model to remove drug detection dogs—this is the critical clinch point that we are coming
to—and we are looking at New South Wales and Victoria and the operational practices of the police
in those different jurisdictions. There are a number of key differences between the use of PADD dogs
in Victoria and in New South Wales which make this recommendation not transferable. It must be
noted that there is a much greater use of PADD dogs in New South Wales across the board at locations
such as train stations, streets, nightclub areas, parks and beaches. Victoria Police on the other hand
limits its deployment of PADD dogs to festivals and dance-party-style events. Victoria Police also
does not conduct strip searches at music festivals at the same rate as the New South Wales police force.
If a PADD dog indicates that a patron may be in possession of an illicit drug, a Victoria Police member
conducts a pat-down search as opposed to a strip search. Strip searches are only conducted where it
appears the person is in possession of a trafficable quantity of illicit drugs and police consider that a
more thorough search is necessary. Strip searches are very uncommon at music festivals in Victoria.
For example, at the 2019 Rainbow Serpent Festival no strip searches were conducted on site, with one
patron taken to a local police station to allow for a strip search to be conducted in private, out of view
of the other patrons at the festival. No strip searches were conducted in relation to patrons at the Listen
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Out festival in 2019. These findings are therefore not relevant to the way we do things in Victoria, and
we just have to be very careful with those distinctions.
Of course our government supports a thriving and vibrant music scene. I am probably a little biased
when I think of Melbourne. I think of our wonderful arts culture all around, and I know that there are
great efforts across the board, whether it be through creative industries or our government, but also the
police as well, to ensure that we do maintain a thriving and vibrant arts scene. Part of this includes
promoting safety and preventing drug and other harm occurring at music festivals and other events.
We know that Victoria Police continues to work closely with industry as part of the Live Music
Roundtable to ensure these events are safe for attendees. Victoria Police will also bring additional
capability such as drones to provide surveillance over festivals and surrounding areas this year to detect
people looking to undermine the safety of attendees, such as those looking to deal in drugs.
When we are looking at this, and if I can conclude on this point, it is very important to distinguish
between the operational activities of police in New South Wales versus the operational activities of
police in Victoria and to also acknowledge that important nexus between obviously our government,
the music festival industry, the health department and the police all working together to keep—I should
not say only young Victorians; I know some mates who go to some of these festivals as well—the
cross-section of Victorians safe and also able to enjoy the joys of these music festivals. Thank you.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:39): I am pleased to join this debate and congratulate
Mr Limbrick for moving this motion. I note the well-researched points he has put forward in support
of his motion. Some elements of the motion the opposition does agree with; other elements we have
some trouble with. I note the government’s perspective, which is now on the record, and some of those
points that have been made by the government, particularly around the difference between Victoria
and New South Wales, we would concur with.
But before I get to that I just want to agree with the first point in Mr Limbrick’s motion: the importance
of Melbourne’s night-life economy and the important contribution of music and arts festivals to
regional tourism. That is absolutely wholeheartedly supported by the opposition. As is often said,
Sydney has the Sydney Harbour Bridge but Melbourne has culture, and we have a depth of culture, I
think, that cannot be challenged by other states in Australia. The festivals, the shows, the concerts and
the events are very much a significant part of not just Victoria’s economy but our way of life. One of
the great things about Victoria is that those festivals, events and shows extend right throughout the
state. It is not Melbourne-centric; they extend right throughout country Victoria, from our regional
cities to our smallest towns.
I congratulate Ted Baillieu on the establishment of White Night when he was Premier and Minister
for the Arts. I think you could say there was a degree of scepticism from many at the time, but White
Night has been a great success. I was privileged, when Minister for Liquor and Gaming Regulation,
to sit on the Live Music Roundtable and work with the music industry to support live music and deal
with some of the challenges, particularly around noise complaints, where you have live music venues
and an apartment building gets constructed nearby and the residents move in and complain about the
live music venue and the venue is shut down, reducing the availability of venues for up-and-coming
and new bands and musicians to play at—to work on some of those issues, reintroduce all-ages music
festivals and make funding available for noise attenuation and the like. Some of those initiatives have
been continued by the current government—and that is terrific, because again these elements are very
much a part of our culture, the fabric of our community and our economy. So that element of
Mr Limbrick’s motion is wholeheartedly supported.
The motion then goes on to talk about the New South Wales Ombudsman’s report, Review of the
Police Powers (Drug Detection Dogs) Act 2001, and the findings of the coroner’s recommendations,
whilst the coroner’s recommendations should be evaluated and considered by government and by
Victoria Police I think it is not correct to make the analogy that what occurs in New South Wales
should occur in Victoria. As the government has said, the number of searches involving passive alert
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detection dogs and the like is fewer in Victoria than in New South Wales. I have to say that whilst
Mr Limbrick made a strong argument and articulated his position clearly the conclusion I drew from
what he was saying is that he supports more of a laissez faire approach. That is a legitimate position
to have, but it is not one that I share. Police deterrence at festivals is an important part of trying to limit
the consumption of drugs that can cause immense harm and indeed kill people, and at times the police
dogs may be required to be part of that.
I just want to take a moment to acknowledge the remarkable training and skill that goes into training
police dogs. I was lucky enough during the last Parliament when I was police shadow to visit the police
dog training facility in Attwood. It is a fantastic facility out near Tullamarine airport, and the police
out there do a terrific job. To see the bond between the members of the dog squad and other police
involved with the training of the general duties dogs, for want of a better term, and the dogs involved
in the drug detection and the like, was very impressive and really quite remarkable. It is consistent
with the experiences I had as Minister for Corrections in seeing the Security and Emergency Services
Group drug detection dogs and the remarkable capacity of those dogs to detect different drugs from a
pile of 500 or 1000 pieces of mail—to be able to identify a microscopic amount of an illicit drug
contained in a letter or stuck to the back of an envelope and identify it as contraband for the prison
authorities. As I say, the training and skill that those dogs have is really quite remarkable, and those
who are involved in their training are to be congratulated, as are the dogs themselves.
I do not necessarily accept the point raised in the motion that the operations as conducted by Victoria
Police using dogs in Victoria are intensive or punitive or that they damage, necessarily, young people’s
perception of the police. I am sure there are many people who attend festivals who are reassured by
the presence of members of Victoria Police and are reassured that Victoria Police, working in
conjunction with the organisers, are doing work to try and prevent having illicit drugs present in those
venues at those festivals. We have seen the dramatic increase in the road toll this year, which is a
concern, I am sure, to all members, and we have seen some of the statistics from these festivals when
police do drug tests on some of the drivers. The results can be absolutely startling and alarming because
of the presence of drugs. I think 2013 was the first year when there were more fatalities on our roads
that involved drugs than alcohol. So for probably a decade or more drugs have been a rising contributor
to the road toll. No doubt that is a significant factor, or a factor, as to why the road toll has escalated
so significantly this year. So I think we need to remember those points as well.
It is not to say that there should not be a constant attempt to improve the way these operations are
conducted and that they do not need to work constructively with organisers and members of the
community who are present so that there is a high degree of cooperation and police can do their job
whilst patrons can enjoy a great time, but at the end of the day many of these illicit drugs cause
enormous harm and the police have an obligation to try and stop their consumption. That is in the
interests of community safety.
So the opposition has an issue with the second limb of Mr Limbrick’s motion, and we cannot support
the motion as a result—as I say, whilst putting on record our strong support for Melbourne’s night-life
economy and the important contribution music and the arts make to Victoria. As I say, I respect the
perspective that Mr Limbrick presents today, I respect the work that he has done in making his case,
but we cannot support his motion. We believe Victoria Police do a good job, often in difficult
circumstances, at these festivals. Whilst we would encourage Victoria Police and the government to
continue to strive for best practice and beyond, we do not believe that what Mr Limbrick is calling for
today is warranted, and therefore we will not be supporting the motion.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:50): I am very pleased to rise to speak to Mr Limbrick’s
motion. It is a very simple one, and I am somewhat disappointed that neither the government nor the
opposition would support a very simple call to just evaluate what we are doing. This is not saying to
stop sniffer dogs and it is not saying to roll out more, it is just saying let us evaluate it. That was
recommendation 50 of the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee’s recommendations
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in the previous Parliament. That committee had a consensus report. We did also have a minority report
from one member, but we had a large number of supporters of that recommendation, including
Mr Gepp in this place; the chair, Mr Howard, who was in the other place; Ms Suleyman from the
government, and Mr Dixon who was from the Liberal Party. They all supported the idea that we would
evaluate, because when we were investigating this, we heard a lot of information. We certainly heard
from Dr Peta Malins, who Mr Limbrick has spoken about, that they have noticed that the drug
detection dogs seemed to cause more harm than good. But we do not know; we honestly do not know.
We have seen that the New South Wales Ombudsman has produced a report, and that report was fairly
emphatic that we know that these dogs do not work. They do not reduce the number of people using
substances and they do not even actually find people who have drugs on them. In fact, remarkably,
they are wrong 70 per cent of the time. So even if the police were just to flip a coin with each patron
and test them on that, they may have better success. But what is probably more concerning, and this
is what the Ombudsman brought out and this is what the New South Wales Coroner brought out, is
their ability to do harm—their ability to alarm a young person who may be carrying some substances
and to actually lead them to take more than is good for them. Certainly the Coroner used examples of
this and the Ombudsman in New South Wales used examples of this, where people had actually
increased their drug risk because of the sight of a sniffer dog. We have certainly seen this, and we have
heard about this in Victoria, but it is only been anecdotal. We have no real evidence about it here in
Victoria. So this is a very simple motion. This is saying, ‘Let’s evaluate this. Let’s look at this for the
evidence. Let’s assess this’.
Sniffer dogs are not cheap. The cost of having a dog out at, say, the Rainbow Serpent Festival in
Ballarat, where it might be 42 degrees in the shade, costs thousands and thousands and thousands of
dollars, and there has been no evaluation to say that money was well spent.
Now, Ms Taylor spoke about the fact that they may act as a deterrent, that they may actually enable
people to get into diversion programs if they are picked up by them and that stripsearching is very rare
in Victoria. Well, I am very pleased about that. I can tell you that the people at Piknic Électronik last
Sunday did not feel that. There were some very aggressive strip searches that took place at that festival
last Sunday. But it seems to me that the speaking notes—and they were interesting speaking notes
from the government—largely came from the Victorian police, and I sense that that close relationship
between the police and the government at the moment on these issues is not in the best interests of our
community.
If you thought sniffer dogs were a good thing, if you were the Victorian police and you were saying
‘These are a very good tool’—and I too visited the training programs and went out and saw the dogs
and saw their handlers in action last term, and they are remarkable—if you thought they were good,
why would you not be open to an evaluation? Why wouldn’t you say, ‘Well, let’s evaluate this. Let’s
look at what good they do, and maybe we need to roll more out’, because they are so good at, as
Ms Taylor mentioned, moving people away from harmful drug use, into diversion and following on
that way. So the only logical solution would be to support this motion and to say that if they work,
then let us see how well and get them to work better.
Sadly I have to say that all of the evidence that we have seen and the evidence that the committee
received on drug detection dogs was that they have very limited effectiveness—very, very limited.
Ms Shing: They’re not greyhounds, are they? It would be much better if they were greyhounds.
Ms PATTEN: I will take up Ms Shing’s interjection here, because this could be something the
evaluation could look at. Could greyhounds be the answer? I know they are the answer to many things!
So this would be the reason why we would support such an evaluation: to see if the only problem is
we are using the wrong breed of dogs. I mean, beagles were our go-to and then we moved to labradors.
Again, all of this is leading me to the obvious conclusion that we should implement
recommendation 50, which is to commission an independent evaluation.
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We saw the sniffer dogs on Chapel Street. I am in my 50s now, but my partner was at the first Aquarius
Festival in 1969, and I can tell you there were no sniffer dogs there.
Mr Gepp: He probably must have been in a pram.
Ms PATTEN: I will tell you, Mr Gepp, he is a Peter Pan. He was there. There were no sniffer dogs.
There were also very few overdoses, and there were people looking after each after. There was also
the famous cry at Woodstock: ‘Watch out for the brown acid; it’s not good, man’. These were the
early warning systems that were used in those days. But now we see the advent of sniffer dogs at our
festivals and sniffer dogs walking down our streets. How intimidating is it to see dogs walking down
your streets? And it is not just lovely brown labradors; we are using Alsatian dogs, we are using
German shepherds. They are all beautiful dogs, but on a Friday night, on a busy night in Chapel Street,
they can be extremely, extremely intimidating. Now if there is a young person who may be carrying
some substances, because young people do explore drugs, I am afraid to say—
Mr Jennings: You’re not that afraid.
Ms PATTEN: Minister, I am not that afraid. It is an absolute fact that young people do experiment
and they do take risks, but by having sniffer dogs out there sometimes we are very afraid that they
actually take greater risks because of those dogs. We saw three people die in Chapel Street and
50 people were taken to hospital from Chapel Street because of some very dangerous substances that
were available.
The first answer to that would have been an early warning scheme. The first answer to that should
have been the police testing those substances and then getting that information out there as broadly as
possibly to say, ‘There is a substance out there and it is very dangerous, and in fact people have died
from it’, but they did not. The response to that was to put more police out there and to put dogs out
there on the street, to say to our young people, ‘This is how we feel that we can control you; this is
how we are going to make you safe’—and it did not make them feel safe. As Mr Limbrick raised in
his contribution and as he puts in his motion, evidence from the New South Wales Ombudsman, from
the New South Wales coroner, from Dr Peta Malins, is that we know that they do not keep us safer. In
fact they do the opposite.
Ms Taylor says we use them very differently in Victoria, and I would be very interested to hear more
about that, which is why I think we should have an evaluation. Let us have a look at how many dogs
we are using. Let us look at their effectiveness. Let us look at how many false positives they have
found. Let us look to see if that has increased arrests for trafficking. How has it increased diversions?
These are all questions that we do not know the answers to. When we were doing the drug law reform
report—it was on this and on many other areas—the data just was not there. We just did not have the
evaluation, so I welcome Mr Limbrick’s motion.
I would have thought that both sides of this chamber would also welcome the idea of receiving more
information, more evaluation on what works, so that we can keep, largely, our young people safe.
They can go on to take out mortgages, and then they cannot afford to have big nights out. They grow
out of it, and we know this. We know that young people take risks when they are young and then they
generally grow out of it. What we have got to try to do is keep them alive to do that.
I commend Mr Limbrick’s motion. I hope that we see a very simple piece of data collection. I would
have thought that the police would have supported this. I understand that the police have not supported
the idea of evaluating their programs, and I actually find that quite alarming because maybe they would
all be better off with a greyhound rather than a labrador. We do not know. I commend Mr Limbrick
for this motion, and I do hope that this house supports the very simple recommendation of an
evaluation to determine the effectiveness in deterring the use and trafficking of illicit substances and
any unintended consequences or risk of harm resulting from this strategy.
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Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (16:02): I am pleased to rise to speak on Mr Limbrick’s motion. It
is a bit of a dog day afternoon, isn’t it? We have gone from raccoon dogs to sniffer dogs; I think we
will probably have hound-dogs and hot dogs before the end of the day. What this sort of debate does
is it gets people howling at the moon. But it is a very important topic, and I am glad that a part of the
debate on illicit drugs is before the house.
Of course the component that is in Mr Limbrick’s motion is only a very, very small component of the
drug law reform inquiry. I find the challenge in part of this debate is we often try and compartmentalise
it, as in this instance, and say, ‘Well, let’s deal with this bit; let’s deal with that bit’. But of course when
people start to talk about this bit or that bit what they try and do is then broaden it out to a holistic
approach to the issue of drugs, and very rarely do they stay on the narrowness of the proposition that
is before the house. That is for a very good reason, because simply plucking the issue of sniffer dogs
out of this debate and signalling that for particular attention does not do justice to what is a very, very
serious issue in our society today, and that is the use of illicit drugs.
I am under no illusion that some day in the near future we are suddenly going to stop people taking
illicit drugs. That is not going to happen; I think that is just the reality of where we are. If we could
stop it, we would. There have been a lot of great collective minds around the world who have tackled
this issue and continue to tackle it on a daily basis. We know that fundamentally at the end of the day
taking illicit drugs is a very risky proposition, that there is no safe way to do it. You will see most
developed countries around the world have adopted, as we have here in this country and particularly
here in Victoria, an approach of harm reduction: how can we reduce the harm?
We often say ‘young people’ and we often say ‘music festivals’. I just want to pick up on something
Ms Patten said towards the end of her contribution. We would all like to think that it is a young
person’s problem, but what we heard through the drug law reform inquiry and what we hear from
research both in this country and around the world is that that is not the case. The taking of illicit drugs
is not quarantined to a particular cohort, albeit there well may be a higher number of people aged 18
to 30 who experiment. We also heard, for example, in that inquiry—and I am going from memory
now, so I could be wrong in terms of the precise number—that something like 80 per cent of deaths
in this country from drug overdoses are from people taking prescription drugs. The drugs are in
people’s medicine cabinets at home, and they are self-medicating. They stockpile drugs, whether it is
intentionally or not. I suspect like most of us when we go through our medicine cabinet at home and
are perhaps feeling better and do not complete the prescription that the doctor has given us, or whatever
it might be, and we suddenly find a plethora of half-empty or half-full tablet containers. People use
those at various times, and we know, again, that it is not people in the age bracket of 18 to 30 who tend
to use those prescription drugs in those ways that ultimately end up in some tragic circumstances. So
I think when we are talking about this debate we have got to approach the whole debate; you cannot
just segment off one little bit.
The other thing that is a bit of a rub for me, not withstanding the inquiry and the recommendations
that we concluded last year, I think it was, is that of course there is always a risk in trying to dictate to
our law enforcement agencies about operational matters. It is a very, very risky proposition. Of course
the use of sniffer dogs is an operational matter, and to go down that path is folly, in my view. It is
wrong to suggest that since that drug law reform inquiry or on an ongoing basis Victoria Police do not
review their operational processes and procedures. They do on a regular basis; of course they do. They
have to, and they do so. The fact that they do not put that necessarily up in neon lights does not surprise
me. The art of law enforcement is not necessarily disclosing to those that you are trying to detect all
of your procedures and strategies.
But that is not to say that in this case police are not reviewing the use of sniffer dogs and whether or
not they are useful. What they say of course to the government is that there is a role for sniffer dogs;
that they play an important role. Ms Taylor in her contribution talked about the role that they do play
at some of these music festivals. I read in my notes somewhere that at one particular festival they
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detected 50 patrons who may have been carrying illicit drugs—yes, 50 patrons—and 17 were diverted
to drug diversion programs and eight cannabis cautions were issued. But just to underscore the
approach that Victoria Police have from a harm reduction perspective, these sniffer dogs are not there
necessarily to catch the occasional user, but where they do come across the occasional user they do
talk to those people about the use of illicit drugs, and there are programs which they can divert those
individuals to.
So these sniffer dogs do have a significant role to play, Victoria Police tell us, and you have to accept
that advice. It was an interesting comment that Ms Patten made in her contribution about the
relationship between government and VicPol. I was not quite sure what she was getting at there, to be
honest, but of course you would expect the government of the day to have a close relationship with its
major law enforcement arm. It would be ridiculous to suggest that you would not. But that stops well
short of the government of the day then interfering in the operational matters of Victoria Police. They
are the experts. Ms Patten was also critical of Victoria Police’s response to the issue of sniffer dogs.
Again, if you raise a question and you have got an agency like VicPol who are experts in law
enforcement—they are our major law enforcement agency—it would be a very risky proposition for
the government of the day to ignore their advice. That is what they are there for. They are there to
provide policing across the state of Victoria. They are the experts in operational matters. They do have
dialogue with other jurisdictions domestically and internationally and work closely with a myriad of
agencies both here and abroad. So of course you would have a close relationship with them, of course
you would listen to their advice but of course as a government you would not stray down the path of
trying to interfere with their operational matters. That is entirely a matter for police command—as it
should be.
I note Mr Limbrick’s contribution was very much about New South Wales, and of course I am not
surprised by some of the recommendations that came from the New South Wales coroner, because the
role of sniffer dogs in New South Wales is very different to the way that they are used here in Victoria.
In New South Wales they are used in a variety of different environments such as train stations and the
like, so they have a very, very different operational set-up to what we have in Victoria. So we are not
comparing apples with apples, and it is very important that we understand the difference between how
they apply the use of their particular resources and the way that Victoria uses ours.
Of course the use of our passive alert detection dogs, as I said, by VicPol, particularly at music
festivals, is a key component of VicPol’s operational response to the supply of illicit drugs. The dogs
of course are trained to screen the environment to detect a range of illicit drugs. Now, we can be a little
bit flippant with remarks and say, ‘Well, let’s flip a coin; that would be just as accurate as a sniffer
dog’ and ‘They are much more expensive than a coin toss, so why wouldn’t you get rid of them?’. But
then on the other hand we say, ‘But let’s review them because we might want more of them’. Come
on—let us at least be a little bit honest, because the people who were advancing that proposition
through the drug law reform inquiry were, I know, very much on the side of abolishing them. That is
okay—you can have that view—but as I said at the start of my contribution, that view ought to be held
in an environment where we are reviewing the totality of our approach to drug law reform and not just
one small component, because one small component in and of itself, such as detection dogs, will not
be the panacea. I am not suggesting that anyone is proposing that it will be, but now our operational
experts, Victoria Police, are very much advising us that the detection dogs are a key and core
component of their operational processes and procedures, that they play a valuable role and that the
dogs are trained to screen the environment to detect a range of illicit drugs.
No-one makes the claim that the dogs are infallible or that the dogs are going to get it right 100 per
cent of the time, but our experts have a very clear view that they are providing tremendous support to
our police members to determine whether or not there are reasonable grounds to believe that a patron
entering a music festival is in possession of an illicit drug. Of course the person being detected with
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that illicit drug may well be carrying enough that they intend to traffic that drug inside the festival and
spread more harm.
It is a very narrow part of the debate. I think we have got to be careful about just taking out a very
slim, vertical slice of this debate and saying, ‘Well, let’s target that’. I would much rather us have a
more fulsome debate about the entire issue. Sure, this is one part of it, but it is a small component in
the daily battle in society on illicit drug taking. For those reasons, and the reasons outlined by my
colleague Ms Taylor earlier, the government will not be supporting Mr Limbrick’s proposition today.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (16:17): I rise to speak on Mr Limbrick’s motion, which is
being debated today. This is something which I dare say I have a bit of credibility in speaking about—
not on the drug-taking side of it but on the other side of the fence. One of the larger operations which
I was involved with prior to my departure from the police service to join this chamber was at a large
music festival. I was on the entrance gates, working in a large team of police officers, including police
dogs, and searching thousands and thousands of cars coming through those gates. It was quite a labourintensive day. I recall it was very dusty and very hot—over 40 degrees—and very taxing on all those
involved. There we all were, out in our full gear and garb, trying to detect drugs as best we could.
I note also that the dogs we used—and I have got to defend the dogs. I know that Ms Patten did say
that dogs do not work. I think that was in relation to the music festivals, but in their defence the drug
dogs do work. I have had very close experiences with them detecting a number of drugs in my time of
conducting warrants through houses and so forth. Yes, they also have detected drugs at music festivals,
but the issue here is: is this the best thing we can be doing in detecting drugs and also in deterring
young adults and adults from taking drugs? That is essentially what this motion is about. I note that
Mr Gepp made reference to the drug dogs being a key component of the operational requirements,
which I totally understand and totally respect, but the point of the motion here, I note, is that it is all
about an evaluation of the use of drug detection dogs at music festivals to determine their effectiveness.
Mr Limbrick has a habit of raising matters for debate in the chamber which seem largely
understandable but sometimes leave me feeling slightly hesitant to support, I must say. But in this
instance I am glad to say that Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party will be supporting Mr Limbrick’s motion,
which acknowledges that the use of drug detection dogs and current drug policing operations which
target drug users and low-level offenders could be done in a better space, which I agree with. While I
am hesitant to support any motion which may seem to criticise the processes undertaken by our police
services, there are obvious concerns about the way that police currently monitor and detect drugs
which are coming into festivals. While pill testing may not be the answer, there is an obvious need for
a more innovative police strategy, I believe, which treats drug trafficking as a criminal matter but drug
use as a health matter.
In my experience in searching vehicles with drug dogs, going through the musical festivals—like I
said, with thousands and thousands of people and so forth—it was quite unsuccessful when I was
doing it, I must say. I also note that although we stopped many, many cars coming through our
entrance, there was also a side entrance which all the roadies, all the band members and all the staff
were using, and intelligence seemed to suggest that there were quite possibly drugs that were going
through that channel and which were going through undetected. So the whole process was, as I said,
very labour intensive and possibly not the best use of police resources.
I would also like to note that I do not entirely agree with the motion’s reference to punitive and
intensive drug policing or operations and that our vote on this motion is not an indication of the party’s
view on pill testing or alternative drug policing methods. The New South Wales coronial inquest into
festival deaths, which was completed this year, has understandably welcomed a number of varied and
colourful responses from the community. Commentary surrounding drug use and potential legislative
responses will always be emotive, but an objective and evidence-based mindset should be taken to any
discussion of public health and safety. On that note I commend this motion to the house.
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Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:22): I rise to speak today in support of the motion
moved by Mr Limbrick. The motion is consistent with the broad principles of harm reduction and a
therapeutic, health-based approach to drug use in comparison to continuing with the current punitive
law enforcement approach that has, under any measure, failed for the last 40 years. It is also a
somewhat novel pleasure to be speaking on something in this house relating to criminal justice and
law enforcement that is grounded in data and evidence rather than the empty assertions and law and
order rhetoric that we usually hear. Adopting an evidence-based approach informed by data and the
findings of inquiries, inquests and reports should be the starting point of a new approach on illicit drugs
policy.
We know that young people are being harmed by recreational drugs—particularly young people—
year upon year. When our children are dying, maintaining the status quo is not acceptable; it is our
responsibility to do something about it. If we accept this, there is nothing controversial about the
motion before us. The action requested of the government of calling for an independent evaluation,
itself a recommendation from a recent parliamentary report, is consistent with a commitment to
evidence-based policy and policy development. I congratulate Mr Limbrick on the motion’s restraint
and would be amazed if anyone were to oppose it, although we are hearing there are some who will.
Using police dogs against young people at music festivals has been in place for at least 10 years, but I
am still unsure of the overall objective. Can anyone explain if the number of arrests at music festivals
in media releases each year indicates that the level of drug use by young people is getting better or
worse? Is it good news or bad? Is the strategy to arrest our way out of drug use? On that note, I am not
seeking to overly criticise Victoria Police because it is apparent that they have been allocated an
impossible task.
If the government decides that the police should be the lead agency preventing young people from
taking drugs, we cannot be surprised that we have a law enforcement approach to the problem. But
when confirming what was already plainly apparent, the New South Wales coroner recently found the
law enforcement deterrent approach was not working if it is measured either by its ability to prevent
drug use or its ability to reduce drug-related death. But despite this failure, like Sisyphus, the police
continue to roll up at festivals each year with their stern warnings and dogs and personal searches and
arrests, and young people continue to take drugs and in some cases die. It is tragic to have to ask what
will be different about the coming summer.
I refuse to accept that drug deaths of young people are inevitable. Police do have a role to play at music
festivals, but we need to change our approach. Despite what some people like to still pretend, it is clear
that the demand for drugs cannot be reduced by intimidating policing and fear-based campaigns. But
there is also now mounting evidence, outlined in part (2) of this motion, that the current law
enforcement approach, most strikingly demonstrated by the use of police dogs, does not prevent drug
taking but simply changes drug-taking behaviour and does so in a way that will often maximise the
fatal consequences of drug use. As part of growing up, young people will often make many bad
decisions. Scared young people make worse ones. We should be moving towards a harm minimisation
strategy for drugs, not passively accepting a harm maximising one.
I was proud to introduce along with Ms Patten a pill testing bill for harm reduction into this Parliament
as part of a new strategy on drug use. But equally important is the need to adopt new ways of policing
and engaging with young people on the issue. Part of this process involves a critical analysis of why
the current techniques are not working and building our knowledge about the most effective ways to
reduce the harm of drug use. That is why the Greens strongly support this motion.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (16:26): I will be brief. The government has told us that strip
searches are only used when police suspect that a suspect has a trafficable quantity of drugs. How does
a sniffer dog determine or indicate that? It does not. It is absurd. The government has repeated the
Victoria Police claim that they are targeting supply. So provide evidence it works. It does not, so they
cannot. Police cannot solve drug problems in society.
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The United States has been waging a war against drugs for half a century, and it is closer now to
legalising illicit drugs than it is to extinguishing them. Who is the victim of the crime of drug
possession? Are we to believe that being locked in a prison is a better outcome than taking MDMA?
The drug war is a failure both in concept and in practice. When our friends have bad habits we should
offer assistance, advice and support; we should not lock them in jail and destroy their lives. It is absurd
to think that hurting people is helping them. It is absurd to state, as the government has, that an
occasional recreational MDMA user requires medical or legal intervention. Still, many hold onto the
belief that no matter how absurd the laws are those who break them bring the punishments on
themselves.
This motion highlights a specific failure within drug policy. The primary victims of sniffer dogs are
people who have not broken the law. The use of these dogs is indiscriminate. Everyone is checked.
When a dog gives an indication that drugs are present the indication is wrong three-quarters of the
time. This has led to countless strip searches where innocent law-abiding people have been humiliated
and violated by those with power and authority. In some cases people who possessed drugs were so
terrified by the police that they hid the drugs by consuming them. In at least two of these cases the
people overdosed and died as a result. Were these people helped by the sniffer dogs? Harm reduction,
not causing harm. Drug dogs are a symbol of everything that is wrong with the drugs policy. Who are
we helping here? It is time to put the straw man in the shed and collect some real evidence about
whether or not sniffer dogs work. It is time this government ended the use of drug dogs at festivals
and against the general public. I commend the motion to the house.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (16:29): I rise today as an Independent elected on a
platform of looking after the most vulnerable in our community, and I believe that our young people
and our children are among the most vulnerable in our community. I thank the Liberal Democrats for
their motion today, their well-thought-out motion, and say that I do believe the government and the
opposition should implement recommendation 50 from the Law Reform, Road and Community
Safety Committee 2018 report Inquiry into Drug Law Reform, which was:
Victoria Police commission an independent evaluation of the use of drug detection dogs at music festivals
and other public spaces to determine their effectiveness in deterring the use and trafficking of illicit substances,
and any unintended consequences or risk of harms resulting from this strategy.

I would also like to just speak to the research conducted by Peta Malins from RMIT which highlighted
the dramatic impact that strip searches have on people, most of whom are not found to be in possession
of illicit drugs. This report also found that drug dog operations do not tend to deter people from
consuming illicit substances but indeed encourage a range of adaptations that increase the likelihood
of health harms, including overdose. To evade detection people choose to adapt their drug-using
behaviour, and this does not deter drug use but transfers it to a more risky situation where some ingest
all their drugs or mix them to evade detection, which increases the risk of drug poisoning and overdose.
New South Wales deputy state coroner Harriet Grahame stated:
In my view there is strong evidence that the operation of drug dog detection programs may cause significant
harm in the music festival environment. Risky ingestion and secretion, trauma especially when coupled with
strip search and the destruction of trust between young people and police are all serious concerns. There is
also evidence that the program does not in any event, deter drug users from consuming drugs.

The New South Wales coroner’s report also says:
I accept the opinion expressed by Professor Alison Ritter, Professor Director of the Drug Policy Modelling
Program at Social Policy Research Centre, University of New South Wales, who has reviewed the literature,
that “there is sound evidence that high visibility policing and the use of drug detection dogs at festivals is a
harmful intervention”. I find the available evidence establishes that there are inherent dangers and few if any
benefits of the use of drug dogs in music festivals.

My personal experience is that in my late teens I worked as security at a nightclub. It was the time
when ecstasy was made available, and I saw a lot of purchasing of ecstasy when I worked as security
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in nightclubs many years ago. I have also personally gone to music festivals over the years, including
Confest, and I have seen with my own two eyes people taking drugs.
Also with my experience of being on Maribyrnong City Council I know that we have some wonderful
festivals, one being the St Jerome’s festival, which is a festival of a lot of wonderful young people.
Knowing those organisers, I personally would hate to see sniffer dogs at that event and would hate to
see young people taking drugs because they had seen those sniffer dogs, then resulting in a death,
which obviously would harm that festival and all the good work it has done over the years in Footscray.
I congratulate St Jerome’s festival for being such a wonderful Footscray festival.
I also believe that coroners’ reports should be listened to. They are talking about dead people, and they
are very detailed. It is not right that we just dismiss coroners’ reports, even if they are from New South
Wales or other places, just because we do not have the same experience in Victoria. Respectfully, we
do not want to have the experiences that New South Wales has had, and we should learn from its
experiences.
Also, dogs do get it wrong, and that has been seen. I understand from police who I have worked very
closely with in my area over the last 20 years—and they will tell you off the record—that they have
bigger jobs to do, and my community feel exactly the same way. They are worried about domestic
violence, they are worried about home invasions and they are worried about people driving at great
speed and other things. They believe that police resources and our taxpayers money should be spent
on better policing. Anecdotally local police have said to me that they really do not walk around picking
up teenagers that have got a bit of marijuana in their pocket or an ecstasy pill. The police would prefer
a harm minimisation approach where they could actually get those kids into support services, and then
they could use their time more wisely on the real dangers and concerns that my community have in
the way of domestic violence, home invasions, assaults, coward punches—and I could rattle off a list
that my community sees as the major priorities. I have said at other times in this chamber that I believe
that we should look at a holistic medical model for drug use, and I hope that one day we will actually
get to that place where some more of the recommendations of last year’s committee are implemented.
I support the Liberal Democrats motion today. As a mother of teenage children I do not want to see
sniffer dogs at these festivals. I do not want to see young people taking risks by ingesting drugs or
being scared by sniffer dogs.
I want to make one other point. As a representative of the Western Metropolitan Region I have a very
multicultural community. No-one here has actually talked about how culturally some communities in
my area are extremely scared of dogs. I point to the African community. They come from a place
where dogs have been used in a violent and nasty fashion in policing, and they have become extremely
scared. Having an inquiry and taking on its recommendations and having an independent look at drug
detection dogs at music festivals I believe is something that the government and the opposition should
support today.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:38): I rise to speak to Mr Limbrick’s motion about
sniffer dogs. In the interests of time—there are only 4 minutes left—I will summarise my points. First
of all, sniffer dogs are known as passive alert drug detection (PADD) dogs, and they are well-trained
to detect minute amounts of drugs. The government does not support Mr Limbrick’s motion, even
though the government notes the importance of Melbourne’s night-life to the economy and the
importance of music and arts festivals to tourism and actively promotes them in such a way that they
are safe for all the people who are coming there to enjoy and have a good time as well as contributing
to the tourism of our state. The government is not the police, the government does not interfere with
police operations and the government is not in the business of directing Victoria Police when it comes
to operational matters. Further to that, the government is not in the business of determining the policing
approach based on what is or what is not done across the border in New South Wales or elsewhere.
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Sniffer dogs, or PADDs, are actually key instruments for the police in harm reduction and harm
minimisation in relation to illicit drug taking. It is achieved by targeted detection. Ms Patten talked
about a 70 per cent failure when a dog sniffs out some people, but actually that was an abuse and
misuse of statistics because it is targeted. On top of that there is a diversion program, as my colleagues
have mentioned. But there is another element to that: the deterrence element. With the presence of
police and the presence of dogs which can sniff out illicit drugs, that will give a very strong signal that
if you are hiding something you may get caught. That is how harm is minimised and lives saved.
Take the example of booze buses for random breath testing. We have had decades of random breath
testing and we have had hundreds of buses and done hundreds of thousands of tests. When we look at
the success rate it is very low, but imagine if we did not have the buses or the random breath tests.
What would happen to fatalities and serious injuries on our roads? It is the same here. Apart from
detection and apart from the diversion program, the deterrence element of using sniffer dogs or drones
to that effect I understand may cause alarm or inconvenience to younger people or older people, but
there are avenues for people to lodge a complaint if an operation is not conducted in a rightful or
appropriate way. In the interests of time, I just reiterate that the government cannot support this motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem): That concludes the debate.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 9
Cumming, Dr
Grimley, Mr (Teller)
Hayes, Mr

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

Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr

Noes, 29
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Finn, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr

Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr

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

Motion negatived.
Business of the house
JOINT STANDING ORDERS
The PRESIDENT (16:49): Before we return to general business I have a message from the
Assembly regarding a joint standing order:
The Legislative Assembly informs the Legislative Council that the Assembly has agreed to new Joint
Standing Order 25 to take effect immediately on the Council’s agreement—
25 Joint sittings under the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011
(1) A member, addressing the Chair, may propose a member or members to be elected to the Board of the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation and any such proposal must be seconded. When a member
is proposed, the proposer must state that such member is willing to accept nomination.
(2) If no more than the required number of members are proposed and seconded, the Chair will declare such
members as having been elected.
(3) If more than the required number of members are proposed and seconded in respect of the vacancies,
the members will be elected by ballot.
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(4) After the ballot, the Chair will declare the member or members elected to the Foundation and will advise
the responsible minister of the result of the election.
and seeks the agreement of the Council.

Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (16:50): I move:
That the message be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
WORLD AIDS DAY
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (16:51): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes that:
(a) World AIDS Day is on 1 December every year and is recognised internationally;
(b) this is a day to show our support for people with HIV, to commemorate people who we have lost
to the epidemic and to raise awareness of the AIDS pandemic caused by the spread of HIV;
(c) the uptake of treatment as prevention and frequent testing has seen HIV transmission decline to a
near two-decade low; and
(2) acknowledges the ongoing advocacy, particularly of gay and bisexual men, in their efforts to increase
education and reduce stigma surrounding HIV and AIDS.

I am pleased to rise to speak on this motion, which I believe will receive support across the political
spectrum in this house. World AIDS Day will be recognised this Sunday on 1 December, just as it has
been every year since 1988. So much has changed since then, but we still have work to do. This day
is an international day dedicated to raising awareness of the AIDS pandemic caused by the spread of
HIV infection and mourning those who have died of the disease. It is a day to show our support for
people with HIV, and it is a day to raise public awareness of HIV and AIDS care, treatment, research
and prevention.
We know incredible efforts of gay and bisexual men at a community level have driven the uptake of
PrEP, a drug that prevents HIV, and testing. We also know that the Andrews government did the right
thing in the last term of Parliament, funding a PrEP expansion after the federal government refused to.
Thankfully, the federal government have now changed their position, but it should not have taken until
2019 for a life-saving drug to be accessible on the PBS. That is why this year on World AIDS Day we
can say that HIV transmission has declined to a near two-decade low.
Unfortunately, of concern is that there has been no decline in HIV diagnoses among Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander populations. I agree with Darryl O’Donnell, the chief executive of the Australian
Federation of AIDS Organisations. He has stressed the need for community-run education programs
among these communities and the need to support these communities with education on HIV
prevention and testing. It also requires cultural sensitivity and significant investment in the health
workers engaged with Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities.
I would like to thank John from my electorate, who contacted me to raise the importance of the
Victorian Parliament recognising World AIDS Day. This year’s theme is ‘Every journey counts’. Even
today 20 Australians are diagnosed with HIV each week. That is why I will be wearing red on Sunday,
and I encourage each of you to do the same. With World AIDS Day approaching, it is important to
remember that HIV still exists in Australia and can affect anyone. And while there is no cure for HIV,
there are now highly effective treatments and prevention options, allowing people with HIV to lead
long and healthy lives, with a similar life expectancy to a person who does not have HIV.
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We have come a long way, but sadly many people have lost their lives to AIDS. Homophobia creates
a severe stigma around those with HIV and AIDS, further demonising our LGBTIQ+ communities.
Many of us last year would have watched the Queen biopic Bohemian Rhapsody, which explored the
private darkness of Freddie Mercury’s world as he grappled with his diagnosis at a time when it was
shrouded in misunderstanding, fear and othering. While this stigma may have lessened, it would be
wrong for us to claim we are rid of it completely.
As the father of a gay son, I am very aware that gay and bisexual men continue to shoulder the burden
of HIV and AIDS in Australia. The work of LGBTIQ+ people at a community level to educate,
encourage testing and reduce stigma has saved many, many lives. On World AIDS Day we must
remember those we have lost to the epidemic, thank those who were brave enough to go public with
their status and support those in our community living with HIV to live happy and healthy lives. I
commend this motion to the house.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (16:56): I would like to thank Mr Meddick for this motion
and certainly commend it, with World AIDS Day on 1 December. I think it is easy with the incredible
advancements in the treatment of AIDS to think that, ‘Well, it’s all under control; it’s fine’, when in
fact it is actually probably just as important as ever before to have a day to have this acknowledgement
and raise awareness about the continuing issues which Mr Meddick has eloquently spoken to on this
disease. Really, World AIDS Day is a day when the community can join together and show their
support for people who are still living with HIV and also commemorate those people who have sadly
passed away as a result of AIDS or AIDS-related illnesses.
In terms of the national theme for World AIDS Day, ‘Every journey counts’, what is integral to this
theme is reinforcing that there are unfortunately diagnoses among the heterosexual population;
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples; culturally and linguistically diverse communities,
including refugees and international students; older people; and people from trans and gender-diverse
communities. Really it is a reminder that this journey continues, that the discussion is not over and that
it can affect anyone of any age. I know there was a time when there was stereotypically a very narrow
view of what AIDS is and what it represents, and that view has broadened significantly with evidence
and research.
There is an official community event being hosted by the Peter Doherty Institute on Friday,
29 November 2019—owing to the fact that 1 December falls on a Sunday—and this will be attended
by the Minister for Health, Jenny Mikakos. The event is coordinated by Living Positive Victoria, the
state’s peak organisation for people living with HIV, and is supported by Positive Women Victoria;
Thorne Harbour Health, formerly the Victorian AIDS Council; the Burnet Institute; Alfred Health;
and the Department of Health and Human Services. There are 17 registered World AIDS Day events
occurring across the state—around Melbourne and in Ballarat, Mildura, Kerang, Robinvale and
Mooroopna. So certainly the community can look out for those and see which of those events are
convenient.
Just in terms of budget commitments—and I know, Mr Meddick, that you have spoken to the need for
continued research, which is absolutely correct and an appropriate investment in this area—the
department provided $1.2 million to the Doherty Institute in 2017 to establish the Melbourne HIV
Cure Consortium. MHCC is a collaborative research effort comprising experts in virology,
immunology, drug development, neuroscience and social research, collaborating to accelerate efforts
to find a cure for HIV. The consortium activities include community advisory board formation and
training; a small grants scheme for any type of study related to HIV cure, including social research,
community engagement, community literacy, early discovery and assay development; and large grants
for clinical trials. Minister Mikakos will announce the recipients of second-round grants at the Peter
Doherty Institute for Infection and Immunity event on 29 November.
In addition to providing $2.3 million in the 2015–16 budget to Pronto!, a free community-based, peerled, rapid point of care HIV testing service for gay and other men who have sex with men who are at
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a higher risk of acquiring HIV, the government has committed a further $2.8 million over four years
in the 2019–20 budget to continue service operations. The Pronto! clinic is based in Fitzroy and is run
by Thorne Harbour Health.
In 2018–19 the budget for HIV for tertiary services, health promotion, community-based care and
support, workforce training and development and clinical programs is approximately $22.98 million.
So our government is certainly honouring the fact that HIV/AIDS is still very much part of the world
in terms of being a disease that is carrying on, and there is so much more work to do. I am glad that
we continue to have this day to maintain awareness and to be able to get the right treatment and the
right solutions in this domain.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:01): I am pleased to rise and
support this motion moved by Mr Meddick that the house notes World AIDS Day is on 1 December
and is recognised internationally. He talks about support for people with HIV. The uptake of treatment,
prevention and frequent testing has seen HIV transmission decline to a near two-decade low. In
point (2) he acknowledges the ongoing advocacy, particularly of gay and bisexual men, in their efforts
to increase education and reduce stigma surrounding HIV and AIDS. I am very pleased to note that
this is an important day, a day that actually does mark a significant focus internationally.
As Minister for Health I was very proud to be very active in this area. The HIV conference in 2014
was a very significant step for Victoria. When I went to the conference in Washington in 2012, I spent
time there learning and seeing in many of the workshops techniques and steps that we could take. I
went to Magnet in San Francisco on the way back and modelled our Pronto! community-controlled
organisation for rapid testing here—the first in Australia to specifically set out a way forward for early
testing and then response with treatment. This was a very successful approach, and I am pleased that
Pronto! has had many of the positive outcomes that it has.
Also, we were in government very pleased to be the first state in Australia to support serodiscordant
couples with the prophylactic treatments that were so much a part of actually providing treatment.
Those trials that began in 2013 were a very significant step nationally and indeed ultimately were
copied by all of the other states and ultimately supported eventually by the national government. So
that step of prophylactic treatment was a very important one as well.
But I think the matter of the stigma that is associated with AIDS is important to address, and we
certainly tried to do that with the expungement legislation that righted historical wrongs in 2014.
Homosexuality was decriminalised in Victoria in 1980; my predecessor Haddon Storey and my friend
Sir Rupert Hamer were instrumental in that process. We were very proud in 2014 to lead that
legislation and recognise the expungement of historical convictions. We were also proud when the
conference was here to make the announcement and begin the process of removing section 19A from
the Crimes Act 1958, a discriminatory section that was a key part of sending that signal.
It is in that context that I want to today say that there is an important step that is required, in my view,
and that is to renounce gay conversion therapy. Gay conversion therapy, in my view, is wrong. It
claims to be a health intervention that will correct or cure a condition. It is, in my view, an offensive
approach that is not supported by any reputable health research. The Australian Psychological Society
says:
Approaches to mental health practice variously referred to as ‘reparative’, ‘conversion’ or ‘ex-gay’ are based
on the belief that homosexuality is a disorder, and that it can be ‘cured’.

The APS has released position statements, which I have paid heed to, including the 2015 APS Position
Statement on Psychological Practices that Attempt to Change Sexual Orientation. It says, and I quote:
As a professional organisation committed to evidence-based practice, the Australian Psychological Society
strongly opposes any form of mental health practice that treats homosexuality as a disorder, or seeks to change
a person’s sexual orientation. Any psychologist attempting to do so is likely to be in breach of the APS Code
of Ethics.
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It strongly opposes any approach that treats lesbians, gay men or bisexual people as disordered. The
APS also strongly opposes any approach to psychological practice or research that attempts to change
an individual’s sexual orientation. It has been reiterated in 2019. The Royal Australian and New
Zealand College of Psychiatrists has also released position papers that I think are very important in
this context.
Let me just say what gay conversion therapy is and what it is not. It is not visits to religious people. It
is not visits to priests or to vicars or to seek counselling from counsellors or psychologists or
psychiatrists. Gay conversion therapy is none of those things. All of those things must be protected,
and access to those is a human right in my view—a right of people to seek therapy or to seek support
for whatever condition they may have should not be restricted. But gay conversion therapy is not those
things. I do see it is those terrible techniques that have occurred historically that are quite wrong—the
electrodes, the series of draconian and frankly almost mediaeval approaches that have been adopted
from time to time in different places in the world. These, in my view, are quite wrong and misplaced.
As I say, as a former health minister I have reviewed recent studies, and it is clear there is an
overwhelming consensus of clinical and health research that supports outlawing gay conversion
therapy. The Romero paper, Praying for Torture: Why the United Kingdom Should Ban Conversion
Therapy, is an important one. Striving for Change: California’s Attempt to Outlaw Conversion
Therapy, the Larsen document, is important. The Jones and others paper, Preventing Harm, Promoting
Justice: Responding to LGBT Conversion Therapy in Australia, is a significant document, as are the
Doyle document, A New Family Systems Therapeutic Approach for Parents and Families of Sexual
Minority Youth, and the Alexander paper, Autonomy and Accountability: Why Informed Consent,
Consumer Protection, and Defunding May Beat Conversion Therapy Bans.
I say we need to be very careful here to make sure that we ban conversion therapy but that we do not
confuse some of these matters with broader steps that some in the community want to take. We need
to protect religion and religious freedom, but we also need to send a clear message about what is
acceptable. Some religious groups, as I say, believe they can correct or cure homosexuality. That is,
in some way, to undertake a therapy. This completely misses the point that no evidence suggests that
it is appropriate to be treating a gay person or claiming they have some condition. The state
government has said it will introduce a bill to ban gay conversion therapy, and I am quite clear today
that if that bill does come we would support it in principle. We have obviously not seen the detail. It
would be incongruous, of course, that—
Ms Patten: On a point of order, President, while I appreciate Mr Davis’s passion, this is actually
about World AIDS Day and commemorating the day. There are a number of us who would like to
speak to commemorate this, and I ask that you bring Mr Davis back to the motion at hand.
Mr DAVIS: I will be brief, if that is what you are asking.
The PRESIDENT: I call the member back to the motion, please.
Mr DAVIS: Let me then conclude by saying that we will work with the government and other
bodies to ensure we have a clear way forward. The long struggle for the rights of gay men, and indeed
gay women, particularly to live their lives openly and without oppression is very important, and gay
conversion therapy, in my view, is a nasty example of something that we do not need in our state.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:10): I would very much like to rise and speak to this
motion that was brought to the house by the crossbench, by Mr Meddick. World AIDS Day has been
commemorated in this country since 1988, and I have been commemorating it since that day. In 1989
Darren Hook was my first friend to die of HIV and AIDS, and since then I have seen many of my
friends die. At the end I was not going to funerals. In those days it was a death sentence, and you would
almost rather not know. We did not promote testing because there was nothing we could do. All that
a positive result from a test gave you was discrimination, stigma and anxiety, and sometimes your
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family disowned you, your friends disowned you and you lost your job. Even your dentist would not
see you.
But I am so encouraged in 2019, and much of the change in how we look at HIV and AIDS has been
led in Australia and has been led from Victoria. Some of the best work in Australia, the best work in
the world, has happened here. One of the most important points I would note is that where Australia
got it right was around harm reduction. We immediately set up AIDS councils. We immediately set
up needle and syringe exchange programs, and now we have Pronto!. Today in the paper we have a
subsidy for HIV drugs, and they are talking about a day when the world eliminates HIV transmissions.
We know that undetectable equals untransmittable, and we have got there. I never thought in 1988 that
I would be saying that in 2019. To the 27 000 people who are living with AIDS and to the thousands
of people who have died, on Sunday I will be thinking of you.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (17:12): I rise to add my voice today to those who have already
spoken to commemorate World AIDS Day on 1 December. Since 1989 the world has come together
to commemorate the lives lost, the stigma suffered and the isolation, discrimination and often violence
and terrible humiliation that people sustained and so often did not survive as a result of the
preconceptions, the judgements and the forgone conclusions that people reached about people with
AIDS. Those living positive were not fit to be engaged with, let alone given rights. I salute those who
work every day to tackle and challenge stigma. I commend the work of so many organisations here in
Victoria, around Australia and around the world who go on tirelessly to work to inform and to educate
the public. The work around U=U—undetectable equals untransmittable—continues to change and to
shape the positive reforms along with prophylactic and other treatments, including Pronto! and
subsidies that now exist for treatment.
We have come such a long way. We have such a long way to go. People would be wise to reflect upon
their own embedded biases and stigma, prejudice and the sorts of things which create and sustain that
isolation and that humiliation long after the treatments mean that there is in fact no basis whatsoever
for any sort of fear, stigma or prejudice to continue in the way that it does around the world. My
commemoration to all lives lost and to everyone who works so tirelessly to make sure that the work
goes on.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:14): I rise to make a contribution and speak to the
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management: Final Report, which I made a brief statement on
earlier today. I just wanted to take this opportunity to speak in a little bit more detail about the report.
Just in furtherance of my comments earlier today the report, as I had indicated earlier, has given a
really good opportunity to conduct a root-and-branch overview, if you like, of not only recycling
practices that Victorians use but also what we do with our waste, and it also gives us a good opportunity
to make sure that we also look at minimising the sort of waste that we produce and where possible do
not produce waste at all.
As I said earlier today, there were some 700-odd written submissions made to the inquiry and about
14 or 15 hearing days, some of which were conducted in Melbourne and some of which were
conducted in regional areas as well. We heard from a range of organisations and people in regard to
this. What this report has given us an opportunity to do is to look at the underlying principles or the
hierarchy for dealing with waste management and recycling.
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It is important to make a distinction: I heard often throughout the course of the inquiry commentators
use the words ‘waste’ and ‘recycling’ interchangeably, and that leads to some confusion because
obviously waste in terms of what we are looking at, in terms of what we produce, is something that
may not be recyclable. Recycling is something that we should look at, obviously, in terms of continued
use. Glass, for example, is something that we could continue to use and re-use, and as we know with
glass, glass is infinitely recyclable. It can be melted down and reproduced into other things. Being able
to access recyclable materials and have markets created for the use of those things is obviously of
importance.
The recommendations look at a range of things, but also what we did take some time to look at
throughout the course of the inquiry was the role that supermarkets play, particularly around fresh fruit
and vegetables. It probably came as no surprise to some of us in the inquiry that when you look at the
amount of fresh fruit and vegetables that are on the supermarket shelves they are often encased in
plastic. Soft plastics often, according to the supermarkets, extend the shelf life of various products.
However, it is still creating waste, and it would really serve us incredibly well to look at that as a
practice to make sure that we are not just creating unnecessary waste. So again buying fresh fruit and
vegetables is something that did come up in the course of the inquiry in terms of the use of plastic.
Unfortunately the supermarkets did not make an appearance at the inquiry, but we did write off to
them with some questions and we got some answers back to those as well. I do look forward to the
major supermarkets undertaking some changes and reporting on some of the things that they might be
able to do to assist to reduce their packaging or reliance on packaging, especially around fresh fruit
and vegetables as well.
One of the things that we also recommended in there—and I am sure that many people in this chamber
and also those who might be watching along at home would agree—is that when you buy fresh fruit
and vegetables you may get a punnet, a plastic container, that might contain strawberries or cherry
tomatoes, and we all want to do our best in terms of recycling, but there might be a number of 1 to 7
on the bottom of it, and often you stand at the recycling bin for a long period of time trying to work
out whether you can actually put it in the bin or not, and that leads to confusion. Often people might
give up and say, ‘Well, I’ll just throw it in the bin anyway’, or if they do put it in a recycling bin, later
they learn that it is something that is not recyclable and they have inadvertently caused contamination
to the other recycling in the bin.
So one of the recommendations that we have made in this report is to actually look at a different system
of labelling. This would obviously need national support, but a simple three-symbol system would
have a symbol that says ‘recyclable’, so, yes, you can recycle it. So you can throw it straight in your
yellow-lidded bin. The other one would say ‘conditionally recyclable’. It might have an explanation
underneath that that says, ‘You know what? You can take your soft plastics to a supermarket. You can
dispose of them at the supermarket’, or there might be some other system you can use. And of course
the last one talks about putting things in your red bin, so in the rubbish. So that is going to greatly aid
and assist people to help with their recycling, and I do hope that we can get support for that at a national
level as well, because there does need to be national consistency on that. So I just wanted to highlight
that issue. I notice I am running out of time on the clock now, and I will just leave it there.
1080 POISON
Petition
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:19): I rise to speak to the petition I tabled yesterday
regarding opposition to 1080 aerial baiting. The 940 petitioners are calling on the government to
oppose the use of 1080 baiting in Victoria for wild dogs or pest species and to not seek renewed
permission from the federal government to continue 1080 aerial baiting, which is due to expire next
month.
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The parliamentary petition is in addition to a Change.org petition with nearly 30 000 signatures. The
reason so many people are concerned about this issue is that 1080 poison is a cruel and barbaric form
of animal control where animals suffer a long and prolonged death. When it is ingested, an animal
suffers from severe poisoning, including tremors, vomiting, screaming fits and severe seizures. It takes
anywhere between a few hours to two days for an animal to die. One vet described its effects as like
being electrocuted for two days. When dropped by air, 1080 baits and carcasses of animals killed by
the poison are not picked up, creating a hazard for other animals in the region. It kills not only the pests
it is designed to target but also domestic pets and native animals.
It is banned in most other countries. But here in Victoria we use it to kill an endangered native species,
the dingo. The dingo is a threatened species under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988. The
government justifies its use of 1080 baiting by arguing it is necessary to control the wild dog
population and requires a dingo to be 100 per cent dingo to be protected. However, 1080 is an
indiscriminate poison and there is evidence the poison travels outside the baiting boundaries, risking
pure dingoes and other species. In fact the very terminology of ‘wild dog’ is misleading, with scientists
suggesting the term ‘wild dog’ is not justified because wild canids in Australia are predominantly
dingoes and dingo hybrids and not in fact feral domestic dogs. In Victoria a 2015 study observed that
only five out of 623 wild canids—that is, 0.8 per cent—sampled were feral domestic dogs with no
evidence of dingo ancestry.
Dingoes, as Australia’s last major mammalian predator, play a significant ecological role within
Victoria’s ecosystem. The destruction of dingo populations through 1080 baiting also harms our
environment by threatening our ecosystem and our biodiversity and increasing populations of other
pests, such as foxes. There is no environmental rationale for the baiting program. The major rationale
for 1080 poisoning is that it is necessary to protect farm stock, predominantly sheep. However, sheep
losses from dingoes are actually very low, with stock losses of around 100 per 1 million sheep. There
are many non-lethal ways to protect farm stock, such as through strategic fencing or by using guardian
dogs. These should be investigated and supported as an alternative to using the toxic 1080 poison.
It is actually quite surprising that the Labor government is seeking to renew the approval under the
federal Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 for aerial baiting, which was
a program first set in motion by the former coalition government. The government needs permission
under the EPBC act to undertake aerial baiting due to the effect of baiting on the spot-tailed quoll,
which is listed as threatened under federal legislation. While the federal government initially limited
the areas where baiting could occur due to concerns about quoll populations, it is unclear over what
area the Victorian government is now applying for permission to use 1080 and whether it is limited to
those same areas of more expansive land near farms across the whole state. A poisonous and harmful
substance should not be spread in any region where threatened native species live, especially where
the threatened populations are already in severe decline. The spot-tailed quoll has almost disappeared
across Victoria. And of course any lethal control of dingo populations should not be done without fully
engaging with Victoria’s First Nations, many of whom consider dingoes to be a totem animal.
There is no longer any good reason to continue aerial baiting in Victoria. We understand that the use
of 1080 aerial baiting in our state has killed thousands of dingoes as well as directly and indirectly
harming native wildlife, birds, lizards and wallabies and made little difference to already small
agricultural livestock losses. I wish to acknowledge the work of the scientists and the activists who are
working hard to protect the dingo and its role in our ecosystems and in holding the government to
account for seeking to continue this barbaric practice.
I know all of the matters that I have referred to today along with the evidence have been presented to
the minister, and I urge the government to heed the call from these petitioners, listen to the evidence
and cease aerial baiting with 1080 poison in this state.
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ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:24): This afternoon I am going to make some comments on the
report out today from the inquiry into recycling and waste management. We live in a very complex
world. We live in a throwaway society. My 43-year-old Sunbeam Mixmaster is on its last legs, and I
am praying that it keeps going because I love it dearly. But we do live in a world where things are
thrown out at a great rate of knots. There is a waste and recycling crisis in this state, and it requires a
complex, multipronged solution. Unfortunately the tom-toms in relation to the crisis in terms of
China’s National Sword policy and indeed the Green Fence policy have been in the wings for a number
of years, and despite this Daniel Andrews has failed to act. His minister, Minister D’Ambrosio, seems
to look to shift blame in all of this and to not accept the responsibility that is laid at her feet.
A recent Victorian Auditor-General’s Office report also highlighted the lack of response to this. We
have seen waste that should have been recycled going into dangerous and illegal stockpiles, we have
seen massive fires and we have certainly seen communities put at risk. We heard very distressing
comments from those witnesses who came to the inquiry and who had been impacted by the fires
directly—from the smoke at the time et cetera—and also by the environmental damage that has
happened thereafter. It also brings into question then the role of the Environment Protection Authority
Victoria (EPA) and ultimately of that interesting institution called Sustainability Victoria. It brings
into question, in my mind, their leadership and direction. There has been money sitting there waiting
to be used, and it seems like it has been stalling, waiting. Maybe it was used for other things until this
point in time. So there should have been better money spent by Sustainability Victoria.
This report is voluminous. The report has multiple recommendations, so I will just keep the focus on
one of interest to me at the moment. We know that Victorians generally want to do the right thing. They
want to recycle. They want to put their waste into the waste bin but certainly to recycle to the max.
What we need to see is a clear direction in policy in relation to this. Finding 30 in the report states:
The Committee welcomes the Commonwealth Government’s interest in energy recovery from waste.

Now, energy from waste is certainly a proven technology in circular economies in Europe. Parts of
the report and its submissions go to the fact that the top 10 European countries with the lowest
municipal waste-to-landfill rates sent 46 per cent of their waste to energy-from-waste facilities,
recycled or composted 51 per cent and sent only 3 per cent to landfill. There are currently also
500 energy-from-waste facilities in Europe, so this is proven technology.
Part of the Liberals and Nationals commitment is that we will have a zero-waste-to-landfill policy by
2035. I am really pleased the Liberals and Nationals have come out with this. This is much needed
and directed as well from the report. You can set targets that can never be reached, but this is going to
be done in an incremental manner, a sensible manner and a secure manner.
I also note the Australian Paper (AP) waste-to-energy plan. There has been a feasibility study that has
passed muster. It also passed through the EPA. I know we also had the EPA questioned on this in our
report, submissions and hearings, and they came back saying that the proposal had gone through very
stringent criteria and had been accepted in principle, which is really tremendous to see. We want to be
able to redirect 650 000 tonnes of municipal waste that otherwise would have gone across the bridge
after Hallam closes into this waste-to-energy facility, which will help to provide that thermal energy
for AP and provide jobs in our region, which is absolutely fantastic. I think it is most sensible.
I think there have been some mistruths bandied around, certainly in this place and outside, in relation
to the toxic nature of the contents that will come out. There needs to be some credible notice taken of
what has been put into these submissions and what the EPA has said, and we should endorse this really
great idea. I am really pleased that The Nationals and the Liberals will look to energy from waste as
part of the solution for our waste crisis.
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UPPER STONY CREEK TRANSFORMATION PROJECT
Petition
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:29): I rise today to speak about the Save the Stony
Creek Revitalisation Project petition. I have raised the Upper Stony Creek Transformation Project a
couple of times here in Parliament. I have raised it in an adjournment matter. I have raised it at times
when we have spoken about the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Amendment Bill 2019. In speaking to this
petition that my community has put the effort into signing and bringing forward to the Parliament, I
wish to just explain the minister’s response to the adjournment matter that I raised. The minister’s
response was that:
The project has been delivered to date through a formal collaboration between six organisations: Greenfleet,
the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP), Melbourne Water, City West Water,
Development Victoria, Brimbank City Council and the National Stronger Regions Fund …

from the commonwealth. In her response she said:
Project partners are not walking away from the project as documented in recent media. They are reviewing
how best to achieve positive outcomes for the community and the environment in light of unanticipated
project costs for asbestos remediation … Project partners are continuing to work on a …

sensible solution. I hope that sensible solution is that this government, as one of those project partners,
actually puts the money up in next year’s budget to finish the project that it started. The Brimbank
community and the west deserve environmental justice for the west. They deserve this project to be
completed. This project was to realise the creation of a natural cool zone for the community in times
of heatwave—a refuge for some of Melbourne’s most vulnerable communities, who disproportionately
feel the impact of climate change and are particularly vulnerable to heat.
This project was groundbreaking in that currently $11 million has actually been spent. Nobody wants
to see $11 million spent in just removing asbestos. They want to see the trees planted. They want to
see the walking paths. They want to see the revegetation of the creek beds. They want to see the
creation of that natural cool zone for the community in times of heat. As we are coming into summer,
it would have been great if someone somewhere had actually found the money to finish this project.
I am hoping that the government and the three upper house Labor members here also rise to speak to
this petition at some time, and I am hoping that one day they announce more money on behalf of the
government to finish this project. The community is obviously concerned because, yes, even though
there seems to be talk and people are not walking away—as the minister has said, they are working on
a sensible solution—they need money to finish this project. My community deserves that money.
There is much money taken out of that community via poker machine revenue—$50 million every
year. I believe that they are deserving of some of that money being spent back in that local area to
finish this project. I am hoping that that occurs. I do not want the community to do a sausage sizzle
and I do not want the community to continually feel that those friends-of groups have to go down there
and plant the plants themselves. Respectfully, they will do that, but they need the funds to buy the
plants. They need the funds to actually achieve this project. I congratulate Brimbank City Council. I
congratulate my community there in Sunshine. I am working very hard to make sure that this is
actually achieved and that we actually have a funding commitment from this government.
The PRESIDENT: Can I just alert the house, before I call the next contribution, that in the
10 minutes we have left there are six MLCs hoping to do a statement on reports, so maybe if people
can reduce their contribution, that would be good.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Report 2018–19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:34): I will be brief on the report that I will speak to:
the Department of Health and Human Services annual report 2018–19. I am particularly looking at the
area of community services, and I do so because I note that in the report it does talk about child
protection and family services. The report says:
This output aims to make a positive difference to Victorians experiencing disadvantage by providing excellent
community services to meet clients’ needs.

Various performance measures are outlined in the report, but can I say there is one that jumps out at
me, which is the number of family services cases provided to Aboriginal families. As the report says:
The result is lower than the target due to gaps in available data.

I note that the government is working on obtaining that data from the various Aboriginal community
controlled organisations so that data systems can be improved.
While I am talking about child protection, can I mention the horrific story from today, where we
learned about a young four-year-old, a little girl just 9.3 kilograms when she was admitted to hospital
in a life-threatening condition—emaciated, wasting from her limbs. She was extremely ill when she
was admitted into hospital. She had malnutrition and lice, and other gross areas of neglect were evident
for this poor little girl. I just cannot bear that it was missed. Magistrate Simon Garnett said that in his
opinion the Department of Health and Human Services ‘was in breach of its duty of care’. The hearing
was held earlier this year, but the article continues:
THE department failed to note any concern about the girl’s health until two weeks before her admittance to
hospital in February …

last year. Of course this is another example of mismanagement by the Department of Health and
Human Services. In actual fact the minister who was responsible at the time was Minister Mikakos.
There are so many failures. What we are seeing is a systemic failure going on, with over 14 000 child
protection calls not being answered. The overwhelming evidence of underfunding in relation to this
very critical area of child protection is becoming more and more evident due to the Andrews
government’s budget mismanagement. I think this evidence about this little girl is so vivid and so
dreadful, and it should not be repeated. Hopefully the government will improve in relation to those
very severe systemic issues that are occurring across our child protection system.
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (17:37): I want to speak to the inquiry into recycling and
waste management report. Many thanks to the committee and committee staff, especially Michael
Baker, for the enormous amount of work they have done on this inquiry. We spent many days in both
city and regional areas hearing submissions and evaluating the current status and emerging issues to
do with recycling in Victoria. I do believe we have put together a fine report and a challenging report.
One point that emerges quite clearly is that our current consume-and-dispose economy is not
sustainable. Often we hear the mantra ‘Reduce, re-use, recycle’. We have directed a lot of attention to
recycling, and rightly so, but not so much to reducing the amount produced, inevitably destined for
the rubbish bin, and to promoting the need to repair rather than dispose of what has already been
produced.
The committee heard repeatedly of the need for a comprehensive public education campaign, which I
believe is essential both to reassure the public that the system is working and to inform them on how
to effectively sort household waste so as to eliminate recycling contamination. There are strong
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recommendations about separating food organics for compost and separating glass from paper and
plastic recycling.
We have also heard a lot about burning waste. To burn or not to burn; that is the question. We have
heard of significant pollution issues resulting from waste to energy and that Europe is trending away
from burning as a means of waste reduction. While in our report there is an acceptance of a role for
waste to energy as a waste reduction method, I think—as many of the committee do—that it should
have a rather limited role as a possible last resort before landfill. I believe, and it is in the report, that
with industry support we need to move to phasing out or even banning single-use plastic as soon as
possible. Plastic should not be allowed into the waste stream either to be burnt, where it produces
dioxins, or to go into landfill, where it breaks down into poisonous microplastics, which end up in the
watertable and eventually the sea. It should only be recycled. That way plastic, which is a health
hazard, can be safely used over and over again.
We have a crisis on our hands: how to dispose of oceans of material. However, in this crisis we have
the opportunity to develop a real circular economy, with many opportunities for new industries as
recommended in our fantastic report—that is, if we are willing to grasp the opportunities along with
the costs it will initially impose. This means recycling as much of the waste resource as possible. Yes,
our current waste is a valuable resource. Burning should not be seen as an easy or cheap option, despite
some politicians rushing to it as the panacea. Let us not short-circuit the potential for a vibrant recycling
industry by reviving the current consume-and-dispose economy and replacing it with a consume-andburn economy.
I hope that the container deposit scheme recommended is supported by the government. Victoria is
the only state in Australia without a commitment to this type of facility. Every other state has
documented that a container deposit scheme has increased recycling and, most significantly, reduced
the amount of litter in public spaces and the environment.
It was to their discredit to see that the supermarkets would not participate in the inquiry, for they are
part of the solution. Amongst other things we need their help to encourage retailers to phase out the
use of single-use plastics. I would also have liked to have seen our work expand into the potential for
clothing and textile recycling.
The vast majority of the recommendations have my full support. I urge the government to give our
report the priority that this issue calls for. Sustainable Australia believes that overpopulation and an
economy underpinned by over-consumption is a journey to disaster for Australia, and we must change
the direction of both these economic pathways.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:42): Continuing the points
before this session on World AIDS Day and also the equality output in the state budget and the health
output too, I continue to make the point that whilst some religious groups believe that they can correct
or cure homosexuality or in some way undertake a therapy, this completely misses the point that there
is no evidence to suggest this is appropriate to treating a gay person or claiming they have some
condition. The state government has said it will introduce a bill to ban gay conversion therapy. It is
incongruous of course. I note that as health minister I introduced a bill on the healthcare quality
commissioner, which contained negative licensing powers which could have been used for this
purpose, and Labor played shenanigans in the lower house. The bill had powers that could have been
used to control gay conversion therapy.
However, having said that, there is nothing wrong with a bill that cleanly states what the community
and the Parliament think about this abhorrent practice. It is for this reason that I beseech the current
government not to load up a bill with deliberate confusions or to depart from the primary objective of
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such a needed bill; nor should the government seek to introduce it in a broad and all-encompassing
omnibus bill. This is one of those bills that has at its heart clear principles that should not be
compromised by extraneous issues the sole intent of which is to try and force the opposition to oppose
the bill. The long struggle for the rights of gay men to live their lives openly and without oppression—
of which gay conversion therapy is a particularly nasty example—will take a major step forward if
such a bill is passed.
I make the point that the horrific stories of gay conversion therapy are reminiscent in my view of
torture and very unfortunate approaches that existed in earlier times that need to be renounced.
Banning gay conversion therapy once and for all is an important step.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Where was I on what?
Ms Shing: You were nowhere to be seen on the births, deaths and marriages reforms.
Mr DAVIS: I should say that a federal Liberal government is the one that put through a plebiscite,
and the Parliament legislated for same-sex marriage. I think our record is very strong on many levels,
and at a state level it was us in Victoria that actually decriminalised it. We put through the
expungement bill and—
The PRESIDENT: Order! The time has expired for statements on reports.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:44): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

MOONEE VALLEY PLANNING
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:44): I wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Local Government. The house might recall that a couple of weeks ago I raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning concerning a housing development in Avondale Heights, the Rivervue
retirement village, and the treatment of a number of my constituents. I have to say, as I did say at the
time, that I was appalled by their treatment by the Moonee Valley City Council. I could not quite
believe the arrogance and the contempt that the planning department of Moonee Valley council had
for my constituents in Avondale Heights. My view is that the planning department is there to provide
a fair and reasonable avenue for all people to get a fair go. On this occasion my constituents, the
residents in Avondale Heights, have not had a fair go. In fact they have had what might be described
as the rough end of the pineapple—the very, very rough end of the pineapple. That is something that
I believe we should not tolerate.
Now, I have previously asked the Minister for Planning to investigate this matter because I think it is
something that he needs to look into urgently, but I really think, given what has happened here with
the Moonee Valley council, it is incumbent upon the Minister for Local Government to investigate not
the planning process itself but indeed the Moonee Valley City Council planning department. It seems
to me that either there is corruption or there is incompetence on a grand scale in this particular situation.
Either one is totally unsatisfactory and something that cannot be tolerated. There are many, many tens
of thousands of people who live in Moonee Valley and are subjected to this planning department on a
regular basis—far too regular for many of them—and they need to know that the government is
looking out for them. I am certainly looking out for them—they can be assured of that.
I ask the Minister for Local Government to investigate this particular case to see exactly what has gone
on here, to find out why the wool has been pulled over the eyes of people who are neighbouring the
Rivervue retirement village on the banks of the Maribyrnong River and to find out exactly why there
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has been a degree of what I would call shysterism. It is pretty disgraceful, in fact, what has occurred
in this situation. I am asking the minister to conduct a full ministerial inquiry into the Moonee Valley
planning department to ensure that we do have a level of competence and indeed that there is no
corruption involved in this or any other case.
DUCK HUNTING
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:47): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and the action I seek is for her to implement a resolution of the Labor Party state
conference last weekend. Ducks have existed in one form or another for at least 65 million years. No
doubt through their evolution numbers have ebbed and flowed, but we only have accurate numbers
for the last 37 years. In that time the recently completed Kingsford aerial survey for this year shows
that numbers of waterbirds on the east coast have crashed by over 90 per cent. This year very little to
no breeding of ducks has been discovered.
After eons our actions in this country are threatening the survival of native waterbirds right now—this
government, this Parliament, this year. Climate change, drought and indiscriminate killing is a toxic
combination for ducks. Everyone knows that I and my party want to ban the slaughter of native
waterbirds. Everyone can see the consistent polling showing most people in Victoria want to ban the
shooting of ducks. What we now know, after the ALP conference last weekend, is that most members
of the Labor Party, through their delegates, also want to end duck shooting in Victoria. More power to
them.
A motion was passed that calls on the government to undertake a review of its policy concerning duck
shooting and determine whether it is in line with their progressive animal welfare agenda and their
Animal Welfare Action Plan. With a looming duck shooting season and conditions more dire than
ever, I ask that the minister take the necessary steps to ensure this government review takes place
urgently.
SENTENCING REFORM
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:49): My adjournment matter is for the AttorneyGeneral and concerns the sentencing for criminal offences relating to arson and lighting fires. A 2015
satellite analysis of 113 000 fires from 1997 to 2009 found that 40 per cent of fires in Australia are
deliberately lit, with another 37 per cent accidentally lit. This means that 77 per cent of all fires are
man-made and are not climate change related.
Between 2016 and 2018 there were over 6600 offences relating to arson in Victoria, yet there were
only 50 convictions. It is imperative for the safety of all Victorians that criminals are deterred from
lighting fires that cause death or bushfires either deliberately or recklessly. This state cannot afford to
take any further bushfire risk, given the already-present poor bushfire preparedness of this
government, induced by their failure to sufficiently conduct fuel reduction burning in state forests,
despite recommendations of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission; their failure to ensure
Powercor replaced faulty power poles that start fires; their decimation of the CFA; and their failure to
reduce out-of-control vegetation that plagues our roadsides.
Arsonists and individuals who cause bushfires should be properly punished so that this 77 per cent
man-made figure can be significantly reduced. Further, convicted arsonists have a very low rate of
recidivism, at just 10 per cent, illustrating the necessity of delivering strong sentences so that they are
adequately condemned and reminded of the damage that their actions cause. The action I seek from
the Attorney-General is that she introduces legislation to strengthen sentencing for criminal offences
relating to arson, lighting fires during total fire bans and intentionally or recklessly causing bushfires.
The PRESIDENT: Mrs McArthur, I might come back to you for a different action because you
cannot call for legislation in an adjournment. I will get the Clerk to have a chat to you, and we will let
you change your action.
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VICHEALTH ACTIVE CLUB GRANTS
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (17:52): My adjournment matter is directed to the
Minister for Health and Minister for Ambulance Services, the Honourable Jenny Mikakos. My
adjournment matter relates to the minister’s portfolio responsibility of health. The next round of the
VicHealth active club grants is now open. A total of around $500 000 in funding is available for
community sports clubs throughout Victoria. VicHealth has invited clubs and organisations to
consider how they might access VicHealth partnership grants through innovative partnerships with
organisations who qualify as official funding recipients. Organisations from across sectors can explore
which of the VicHealth partnership grants could best help deliver the maximum health and wellbeing
impact and how partnerships can drive positive health outcomes for Victorians.
The multicultural community across Victoria is growing significantly, and many sporting clubs in my
electorate of Western Metropolitan Region have seen an increase in participation from people of
different backgrounds. Women from ethnic backgrounds are also participating in increasing numbers,
thanks to the This Girl Can campaign. Women should be able to be active whenever, wherever and
however they choose without being judged for how they look, how good they are or how sweaty they
get. Therefore I believe that language support might become necessary as more and more people of
different backgrounds join health clubs. The action I seek from the minister is that she talk with
VicHealth and suggest that funding guidelines be made available in languages other than English to
reach out to those residents in my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region whose first language is
not English.
The PRESIDENT: Mrs McArthur is going to change her action.
SENTENCING REFORM
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:53): The action I seek from the Attorney-General is that
she strengthen sentencing for criminal offences relating to arson, lighting fires during total fire bans
and intentionally or recklessly causing bushfires.
SHEPPARTON MOTHER AND BABY HEALTH SERVICES
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:54): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Mental
Health, and it highlights the failure of the Andrews Labor government to provide funding for a mother
and baby facility in Shepparton. The action that I seek is that the minister immediately allocate funding
to establish a mother and baby unit in Shepparton in partnership with Goulburn Valley Health. For
many years I have joined local health professionals and the wider Goulburn Valley community to
advocate for the health needs of young mothers and families to be addressed through the establishment
of a mother and baby unit.
In July 2017 Goulburn Valley Health commissioned KPMG to develop a vision and a service plan for
families with young children from the perinatal period to four years of age. Mother and baby units
provide specialist support and treatment for families experiencing difficulties, including anxiety and
depression, during the perinatal period. They have proven a great success in helping new mothers and
families with their emotional and mental health, yet the Andrews Labor government continues to
ignore the calls for such a facility in Shepparton.
The Greater Shepparton local government area has the second highest rate of teenage pregnancy in
Victoria, with a rate of 18.3 per 1000 women. Studies show that 15 per cent of all new mothers in
Greater Shepparton experience a mild to moderate form of postnatal depression, some suffering from
social isolation and a lack of connection with both their newborn baby and their community. Shepparton
and the Goulburn Valley are home to a wonderfully diverse multicultural and Indigenous population,
and Goulburn Valley Health’s patient catchment mirrors this unique ethnic and Indigenous mix.
In November 2018 as an election commitment the Liberal-National coalition committed to provide
$10 million to establish a five-bed residential mother and baby unit in Shepparton. Whilst mother and
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baby units have been established in other regional centres, including Geelong, Bendigo and Ballarat,
the government continue to ignore the health needs of the Goulburn Valley. From secret master plans
to the redevelopment of GV Health that will take a minimum of 20 years, the Minister for Health is
failing to deliver the health services this community needs and deserves, so I implore the Minister for
Mental Health to step up and assist by funding a mother and baby unit. The action that I seek is for the
minister to immediately allocate funding to establish a mother and baby unit in Shepparton in
partnership with Goulburn Valley Health.
BAIL REFORM
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:56): My adjournment matter is for the AttorneyGeneral. The action that I seek is for the government to ensure the granting of bail better reflects its
true purpose and does not, by consequence, trap vulnerable women in a cycle of imprisonment and
disadvantage. The outlook for a Victorian woman prisoner is bleak. A history of sexual and child
abuse, violent adult relationships and drug abuse—this is the story of too many of the women currently
on remand at the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre in Ravenhall in Melbourne’s west. Women are waiting
too long for sentencing and being kept from their families. Bail reforms have been important in
addressing criminal violence but blind to their impacts upon our women. The impact has been
especially severe on Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women, who are staggeringly overrepresented. In the last half of 2012, 333 women entered custody in Victoria. More than 600 women
entered Victorian prisons in the last half of 2018. Nine out of 10 of the women entering custody in
2018 were unsentenced. The most commonly recorded charge for women held on remand is breach
of a court order—a non-violent crime.
Many within the system enter already homeless. This is a cycle. Bail is unlikely to be given to a woman
without housing due to its links with reoffending, and therefore she is remanded. When finally leaving
prison, now stigmatised and finding it even harder to access housing and employment, drugs
unfortunately provide answers to survive what feel like unsolvable social problems and trauma
associated with abuse, all too often resulting in reoffending. I want women of my community to have
a home, mothers to be with their children and for there to be access to drug services, family violence
counselling and opportunities to reintegrate back into our society. We cannot continue to blindly lock
these women away.
MORDIALLOC FREEWAY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:59): My adjournment item is directed to the
Minister for Roads. This week the Liberal Democrats have spoken about sex and drugs, and I rise now
to speak about rock-and-roll. Liverpool had the Beatles, the Rocky Mountains had John Denver and
my electorate, South East Metro, has TISM. For those of you who have tragically missed out, TISM
stands for ‘This Is Serious Mum’. They were an anarchic rock-and-roll band who were active during
the 1980s and 1990s. I went and saw them twice in concert. They are one of our greatest cultural
exports. If you do not believe me, allow me to quote from the lyrics of their hit The Mordialloc Rd.
Duplicator from their album Machiavelli and the Four Seasons:
From Lower Springvale to the Frankston Freeway
Until you get to that bitumen stain
That runs between two road highways
Happy people trapped in its invidious single lane
If you’re behind a truck or freighter
Say, ‘Thank god for the Mordialloc Road duplicator’
…
There ain’t no better roadworks in the nation, yeah
Than the Mordialloc Road duplication
One day all the way to Portsea
It’ll all be big divided freeways
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There’ll be turn-offs to Tootgarook
Cranbourne, Frankston, Five Ways
The whole peninsula will be my crater
I’m the Mordialloc Road duplicator

I end the quote there. Yes, TISM were a visionary band who understood the importance of
infrastructure. In other parts of Melbourne artists with little or no connection to the city, such as
Michael Hutchence and AC/DC, have been honoured with statues and street names. They did not live
in Melbourne or even sing about it. My request for the minister is to right this historical injustice and
change the name of the Mordialloc Freeway to the TISM Mordialloc Freeway.
CHILD PROTECTION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (18:01): That is going to be a hard act to follow. On a more
serious note, my matter for the Minister for Child Protection is about the topics of child pornography
and exploitation. I raise it not only because of a recent spate of horrifying news stories in these areas,
like the conduct of Westpac, the starved four-year-old in Gippsland and a series of child neglect cases
in Queensland; I also raise it because of my longstanding concerns about Victorian sentencing
practices and data for child pornography crimes.
Broadly speaking, serious sex offenders now account for around one in five people incarcerated in
Victoria. Child pornography offenders are among the most challenging parts of all of this cohort, with
Victoria currently facing, in Chief Commissioner of Police Graham Ashton’s words, a tidal wave of
violent child pornography activity. His observations are also very consistent with trends more widely
which have been evidenced, for instance, in Australian paedophiles purchasing swathes of online
footage of children being tortured and murdered as well as the arrests of 1700 suspected predators in
the US in June and the global operation last month against a dark web child pornography site involving
337 arrests across 12 countries.
Federally in Australia there was also a very important development in September, when the obtaining
of child abuse material through a carriage service officially became a crime. Of course the young
victims will face many incredibly serious challenges in overcoming such exploitation, and we will
never eradicate violence from society as long as this abuse of children continues.
Sadly it still seems to be the case in Victoria that an overwhelming majority—around two-thirds or
more—of those convicted of child pornography offences never even serve a custodial sentence. I say
‘seems’ because it is becoming more difficult to obtain such data. The Crime Statistics Agency now
groups child pornography offences into a much broader category titled ‘offensive conduct’. The
Sentencing Advisory Council still provides information for Crimes Act offences both under
section 51G(1) and the repealed section 70(1); however, there is no longer an obvious way of
accessing information purely in respect of child pornography charges and sentences.
The action I therefore seek from the minister is that he indicate what changes, if any, are being
implemented in Victoria on three fronts, namely: following the federal and international leads in
proactively targeting child pornography offenders; ensuring that sentences in this area reflect
community expectations and the gravity of the crimes; and making publicly available crime data
specific to child pornography offending and sentencing.
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION GENERAL PRACTITIONERS
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:04): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Health, and it relates to the shortage of GPs within Gippsland. In particular I will use an example in
the Latrobe Valley. The action I seek is for the minister to implement a program that supports regional
Victorian medical clinics with the recruitment and retention of general practitioners. Health workforce
recruitment remains highly problematic across Gippsland, with the Latrobe Valley community often
grappling, which it has for years, with the attraction to and retention of GPs to the area. The Latrobe
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Valley has a population of just over 73 000 in Traralgon alone, and there are only nine doctor clinics.
The catchment for those nine doctor clinics includes Glengarry, Toongabbie, Rosedale, Morwell—the
next-door large town—Churchill and Yarram, and they rely heavily on these doctor services in
Traralgon.
I will provide an example. The Breed Street Clinic opened back in January 1994 with the capacity to
house eight doctors plus administrative and nursing staff. Today that practice has 10 general
practitioners, seven of whom are fellows of the Royal Australian College of General Practitioners.
With patient numbers rapidly expanding, the clinic was enlarged in 2007, with a further expansion in
2013. The clinic now has 14 consulting rooms, a nursing precinct and an after-hours waiting area. It
is estimated that practitioners see just a smidge under 60 000 patients a year. Last month I met with
the practice manager and heard firsthand his ongoing frustrations and difficulties with regard to
recruiting and retaining qualified doctors. I reiterate that this is not just localised to the Latrobe Valley;
it is across Gippsland and more than likely across the state. By way of example, the clinic has been
trying to appoint an interstate-based doctor for the past 12 months. With a delay in the submission of
the prescribed paperwork, the recruitment process has been delayed by an additional year.
The Latrobe Valley has the highest number of GP attendances per person, at 6.4, compared to the
average in Victoria of 5.5, so the need is great. Clinics also compete for GP offerings from that
metropolitan area called Melbourne. The Liberals and Nationals took a policy to the election last year
to establish a rural workforce strategy, and this is vital for our country people and certainly the health
of our country people. We, the population, need to see more GPs in our rural and regional areas, so I
am asking the government and the minister to work with the commonwealth to improve the medical
practitioner shortages so we can ensure that the people of the Latrobe Valley and wider Gippsland
have access to the quality health care they deserve.
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION PLANNING
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (18:07): My adjournment item this evening is for the Minister
for Planning, and the action I seek is for the minister to establish in the Victorian Planning Authority
(VPA) a mechanism to detect and report council corruption when reviewing plans. Did you know that
Australia is 14 per cent more corrupt than it was 10 years ago, according to the world Corruption
Perceptions Index? We are complacent about it while we sink further into the swamp. In particular,
many government decisions relating to developers are tainted by corruption. Over the last week we
have heard about the IBAC investigations into developers bribing councillors and MPs in Melbourne’s
east. It is likely that this behaviour is not limited to Melbourne.
In Wodonga the recent precinct structure plan, or PSP, for Leneva-Baranduda was obviously not a
product of considered planning in the public interest. At even a glance it is clear that the PSP
boundaries do not follow planning guidelines by sticking to logical terrain or development features.
Instead it has extremely contorted boundaries. The PSP only makes sense when you look at who owns
the parcels of land that were left out—that were detoured around. How the boundaries were drawn is
important because developments inside the PSP must pay developer contributions to cover the millions
of dollars of infrastructure to build the communities, while those outside it do not, even if they benefit
from the infrastructure.
There are a number of land parcels that are surrounded by areas covered by the PSP. I will list them
for interested parties to research further. Why were parcels 23/PS511563, 22/PS51168T,
21/PS511568T and 20/PS511568T excluded from the PSP and developer contribution plan? The area
that these cover is surrounded by the PSP. The intersections IN06 and IN07, right on the edge of the
PSP boundaries, will cost $7.8 million and almost entirely benefit these land parcels that were left out.
Further, why was the development application for DF61126 rushed through, allowing it to be excluded
from developer contributions? Why do we keep finding the same developer names, who stand to reap
massive benefits from their exclusion from developer contributions? People from Wodonga should
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keep asking why these land parcels were excluded from the PSP. People from Wodonga should
wonder why time and again certain developers are excluded from making council contributions.
In my time on Wodonga council I was told over and over again on the record that these boundaries
were set by the VPA. The VPA says that councils set the boundaries. Eventually you may wonder
whether the VPA is also complicit or too incompetent to act as a check against developer corruption.
People should ask whether Wodonga council has collected the developer contributions it is required
to under existing section 173 agreements, and if it has, where has the money gone? Why is there
potentially a multimillion-dollar shortfall in developer contribution reserves?
Wodonga council has a history of hiding details of development approvals. Just last week it was forced
by the Supreme Court to provide reasons for planning decisions—reasons all other councils provide
as a matter of routine. We expect our elected representatives and public servants to be beyond
reproach. We need to do more to make sure that that is true.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:10): My matter for the
adjournment tonight is for the attention of the Treasurer, and it concerns the Auditor-General’s report
Market-Led Proposals, November 2019. This report is an absolute bombshell. It actually shows very
bad process by this government, and I have to say that I think for many of us our worst fears about the
Transurban project at the West Gate Tunnel have been realised as we have read in detail this report
today and been to the briefing with the Auditor-General. I thank him and his staff for their remarkable
work here. They have actually got to the nub of many of the problems with the government’s process.
What they have succeeded in doing, though, is giving the community a wake-up call. The Auditor
says at page 10:
Further, DTF did not transparently assess the value of this source of uniqueness to the state compared to the
next best alternative available to government such as a competitive process with additional government
guarantees.

That means they gave Transurban the inside running. When you look further into this document it
becomes very clear that there are some serious, serious deficiencies. In the conclusion it says:
DTF assessed the CityLink escalation and extension funding source as unique because no party other than
Transurban could access revenue from increasing tolls on CityLink prior to 2035, and no other party could
access revenue from an extended concession until after 2035. Identifying the CityLink escalation funding
source as unique was consistent with the MLP guideline. The uniqueness of the extension funding is less
clear, as the possibility for the state or another provider to take up this funding source existed.
The uniqueness assessment—

it goes on to say—
and project business case lacked a comprehensive analysis of the costs and benefits of adopting alternate
funding options for delivering the project. DTF’s advice to the government would have been more
comprehensive if it had included such analysis.

The Auditor makes the point on page 40:
DTF can further enhance the guideline by providing additional information and guidance about assessing the
materiality of unique characteristics including primary and secondary uniqueness factors.

The market-led proposal guidelines from 2015 which were used are flawed—there is no question
about that—and work needs to be done to improve them. So my request for the Treasurer to take action
on is that he take the Auditor’s sage advice and further enhance the guideline by dealing with these
weaknesses and problems that have been pointed to in the Auditor’s report today. I think the Treasurer
needs to act, he needs to act quickly and he needs to back away from his extraordinary attacks on
the Auditor.
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POLICE CONDUCT
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18:13): My adjournment matter is for the Special Minister
of State, and the action I am seeking is an independent judicial inquiry. As the minister would be
aware, the IBAC Committee last year inquired into, considered and reported on—and I believe that
the minister who is here today, Minister Symes, was on that committee—the external oversight and
investigation of police corruption and misconduct in Victoria and made 69 sweeping
recommendations. IBAC have said that they are actually stumped to do this—they lack the resources.
This is why I am calling for a judicial inquiry.
We heard just this week that two victims of a police shooting were awarded $3 million. This is a case
that went for two years. These two people are lucky to have survived the shooting at the Inflation
nightclub, where one was shot in the back and the other was shot in the leg. Dale Ewins now has a
colostomy bag, and Zita Sukys will never, ever recover from what happened. Yet after two years of
the police defending their actions in court and the court finding that their actions were not responsible
but were approaching misconduct—and the two victims were awarded $3 million—it now becomes
clear that the police have never actually investigated the incident themselves. They said, ‘No, we can’t
investigate it because it’s under investigation within the courts’. This is just ridiculous. The police did
not investigate them nearly killing two people. Fifty police swarmed into this nightclub, nearly killing
two people and traumatising the staff of the Inflation nightclub.
I met with the owner of Inflation, Martha Tsamis, and she has gone through hoops. She has had to
defend her reputation, she has had to defend her relationships and she has had to defend herself for
years and years against the police, and now the police say they are not going to investigate themselves.
Given the seriousness of this matter and the failure of Victoria Police to heed the calls of the Premier
and IBAC to investigate the shootings, I request that the minister urgently establishes an independent
judicial inquiry.
ONSHORE CONVENTIONAL GAS
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:16): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Resources, and the action I seek is for the minister to make permanent the moratorium on onshore
conventional gas exploration. Gas is a fossil fuel, and extracting it and burning it contributes to climate
change. Furthermore, the extraction of onshore gas is harmful and disruptive to farmers and regional
communities. After a successful campaign by climate activists, environmentalists, farmers and
regional communities, the government banned fracking in Victoria and put a moratorium on onshore
conventional gas exploration. These are very welcome decisions and necessary in a time of climate
crisis. Yet the state government is coming under pressure from its federal Labor colleagues to reverse
these decisions. The federal resources spokesperson has called on the Andrews government to
overturn the fracking ban and lift the moratorium on onshore conventional gas exploration, flying in
the face of the scientific evidence that coal and gas need to stay in the ground if we are to avoid the
worst of climate change.
The notion that we need to frack the Australian landscape to extract gas as a transition fuel is putting
our environment and our future at risk. We do not need gas; we do not have time for it to be a transition
fuel. The UN tells us we need 100 per cent renewable energy by 2030, or sooner. Zero new fossil fuel
extraction is exactly how much our climate can afford.
I acknowledge the minister has refuted her federal colleagues and defended Victoria’s fracking ban,
and I look forward to this ban being constitutionally enshrined, as the Andrews government has
promised. However, the future of the moratorium remains up in the air. The government has said it
will review the risks, benefits and impacts of conventional gas extraction, but what does not need a
review is that to address the climate crisis we must keep our gas in the ground and transition as fast as
possible—by 2030 at the latest—to 100 per cent renewable energy. It can be done, and a healthy future
for Victoria should not be held back by dinosaurs in the federal Labor Party.
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So I say to the minister: your government has done the right thing on fracking, and now is the time to
make the moratorium permanent, to put a stop to new offshore drilling and to instead support
household, commercial and industrial users urgently in transitioning to alternative energy, like 100 per
cent electric homes and green hydrogen.
RESPONSES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:18): Tonight 13 matters were raised by members, and they will be passed
on to the relevant ministers, except for two of them which were mine. I would like to dispatch both of
those.
Mr Meddick asked me about an ALP conference resolution in relation to duck hunting. I would like
to confirm that that did not call for a ban on duck hunting. It called for a review, and we will be
considering that in due course. The government’s position on duck hunting has not changed.
In relation to the matter that Dr Ratnam raised tonight about the moratorium on onshore gas drilling,
it is subject to the work that the lead scientist, Dr Amanda Caples, is doing under the Victorian gas
program. She is currently examining the viability of onshore gas exploration and any potential impacts
on the environment. We have got a working party that is facilitating and assisting her in her work, and
that advice will be provided to me early next year. I will not pre-empt any decisions until I receive all
of that scientific evidence and information.
I have four written responses to adjournment matters.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.20 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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MINISTER FOR ENERGY, ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (29 October 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
During the West Footscray fire, advice about air and water quality, including human health warnings, was
issued by Emergency Management Victoria. I encourage Victorians to access emergency information and
warnings by visiting the centralised VicEmergency website, downloading the VicEmergency app, or
following VicEmergency on Facebook or Twitter.
During and after the fire, the Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) provided information about
air and water quality in the area via the media, social media and a dedicated web page.
Following the fire, the EPA undertook significant engagement with the local community including signage,
community meetings, pop-up stalls, doorknocking, letterbox drops, and education programs.

HEALTH SERVICES OCCUPATIONAL VIOLENCE
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (30 October 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
All Victorians, including our hardworking healthcare workers, have the right to feel safe at work.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to reducing violence in health care settings and addressing
this complex and multi-faceted issue.
That’s why, since our first year in government, we have required all Victorian public health services to report
incidents of occupational violence in their annual reports, to send the message that every incident mattered.
This did not happen under the former Liberal Government.
We established the Violence in Healthcare Taskforce in 2016 to help identify issues and opportunities to
reduce violence in Victorian hospitals. The Taskforce included members from government, health services
and union representatives. Each of the recommendations made have been implemented.
Our Government invested $40 million to establish the Health Service Violence Prevention Fund to improve
safety in health services. The Fund has supported health services to install alarms, CCTV and security
systems. It also supported health services to upgrade or establish behavioural assessment rooms within their
emergency departments to better manage patients with behaviours of concern and employ more security
guards.
The Executive Summary of the Loss Prevention Group of Australia Public Health Services Security Model
Review was publicly released on the Department of Health & Human Services website in August 2018.
Whilst improved reporting of occupational violence and aggression incidents can be attributed to increased
awareness and reporting of these issues, any incident of violence against our healthcare workers is
unacceptable and health services continue to take active steps to remove barriers for staff to report incidents.
This is why the Government has implemented a range of initiatives that improve awareness, reporting and
capability, such as face to face ice training for frontline workers.
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EAST MEETS WEST LUNAR NEW YEAR FESTIVAL
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (30 October 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
Thank you for your question relating to the allocation of funds to support the Lunar Festivals held in Footscray
and Richmond. I am pleased to advise that the Victorian Government is a proud supporter of Chinese New
Year celebrations, which notably include both the East Meets West and Victoria Street Lunar Festivals.
In 2019, both events received funding under the Multicultural Festivals and Events Fund. The program
provides multicultural grants to support cultural events and celebrations whilst encouraging whole of
community participation.
Funding for events is approved based on a multi-stage assessment process, including an External and
Executive Panel that included Victorian Multicultural Commissioners. All applications were assessed against
the eligibility and assessment criteria stated in the program guidelines.

OLGA TENNISON AUTISM RESEARCH CENTRE
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (31 October 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
As part of a $61 million suite of inclusive education initiatives announced by the Andrews Labor
Government, $19 million was invested in early childhood education initiatives. Of this, $1.1 million was
committed to train Victoria’s Maternal and Child Health nurses to build their skills and confidence in
detecting the early signs of autism in children under three.
I was pleased to announce in September 2018, together with the Premier of Victoria, that the Olga Tennison
Autism Research Centre (OTARC), at La Trobe University would be delivering this training. I was also
pleased to announce the roll out of this training earlier this year.
Almost 1,500 MCH nurses, including students as well as our MCH Nurses working in Early Parenting
Centres, will have completed both online and face to face training, led by Dr Josephine Barbara at OTARC.
This training implements a recommendation of the Parliamentary Inquiry into Services for People with ASD.
The Andrews Labor Government will shortly be releasing a new Victorian Autism Plan. This work is being
led by the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers. A focus of this Plan will be to improve the quality and
accessibility of publicly funded assessment and diagnosis activities.
Our Government recognises the importance of the research, education and direct service delivery that the
Olga Tennison Autism Research Centre provides and are actively considering how the early implementation
phase of this Plan will support the work of organisations, such as the Olga Tennison Autism Research Centre,
into the future.

