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Thursday, 6 February 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:35): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Ms Bath: On a point of order, President, yesterday during statements on reports, papers and
petitions I was speaking on a report from the Economy and Infrastructure Committee and I noticed
that there were two interjections. One was from a member who was on that committee and one was
not. They actually interjected something that was contained within the report deliberations—that is, in
a closed meeting—and I would ask you to caution all members of this house that conversations and
actions that occur within committee deliberations actually stay within committee deliberations.
Ms Shing: Apposite to the point of order and the substance of Ms Bath’s point this morning, there
have in fact been several public comments about that particular inquiry made by Ms Bath herself in
the media, which in fact would contravene the well-established principles and conventions which
enable only a chair to comment in relation to matters that are the subject of a parliamentary inquiry
and not substantive members of that committee. If, for example, President, you are inclined to issue
such advice and gratuities around the better carriage and management of protocols and conventions
around committees, you might also wish to make sure that committee members are aware that under
no circumstances should they be making public comment about inquiries unless they occupy the
position of chair.
The PRESIDENT: I actually think I was present in the chamber at the time, and I have to say I
probably was not paying attention to interjections. I will uphold Ms Bath’s point of order as far as a
warning around deliberations goes, and I will take Ms Shing’s further point of order into consideration.
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY
The PRESIDENT (09:38): Just a bit of an advert if people do not mind. The Parliament is going
to hold a celebration for International Women’s Day in the garden. There will be a reception for
important women that do great work, particularly as volunteers in sporting clubs. So there will be an
email to every member of the Parliament to nominate someone in their electorate that they believe fits
this category, and they will be invited to a reception in the garden, hopefully with good weather, along
with a partner or a friend.
On the same day, the ICC Women’s T20 World Cup final will be on, and I am hoping, going by form,
that maybe the Australian team will be playing in that final. But we do not know; I do not think it is
that relevant. After the reception the people that attend will have tickets for that particular final as well
if they would like to go along. That is just an advertisement; I know sometimes we miss our emails. If
people can have a look back at their emails and nominate someone to come along, that would be
spectacular.
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Bills
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AMENDMENT (EQUALITY IN SCHOOLS) BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (09:39): I move to introduce a bill for an act to amend the
Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to provide that particular provisions of that act do not permit religious
schools to discriminate against certain persons on the basis of sex, sexual orientation, lawful sexual
activity, marital status, parental status or gender identity, and I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

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

Motion agreed to.
Papers
DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER AND CABINET
Victorian Government Annual Report 2019: Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (09:40): On behalf of Ms Tierney, I move, by leave:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the Victorian Government Annual Report 2019: Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.

Motion agreed to.
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004—Reports, 2018–19, pursuant to section 31 by—
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
Victoria Police.
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958—Report, 2018–19, pursuant to section 42BI by Victoria
Police.
Mental Health Act 2014—Report by the Chief Psychiatrist on Electroconvulsive treatment for people in
Victoria under the age of 18 years: 2014–2019, under section 145 of the Act.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—
Documents under section 15 in relation to Orders under the Occupation Health and Safety Act 2004
approving the—
Hazardous manual handling compliance code.
Plant compliance code.
Noise compliance code.
Confined spaces compliance code.
Hazardous substances compliance code.
Demolition compliance code.
Excavation compliance code.
Prevention of falls in general construction compliance code.
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Prevention of falls in housing construction compliance code.
Managing asbestos in workplaces compliance code.
Removing asbestos in workplaces compliance code.
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 2.
Legislative instruments and related documents under section 16B in respect of a Minister’s Order of
8 December 2019 approving the variation of compliance codes under the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
ADJOURNMENT
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (09:46): On behalf of Mr Jennings, I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 18 February 2020.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
JOSHUA LEVI
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:47): I would like to pay tribute to Joshua Levi, who
died quite suddenly at just 36 years of age. His sudden and premature death is extremely sad. The loss
is made all the more tragic by the fact that Josh became a father only two weeks ago. Josh was the
chief executive officer of the Australian Jewish News in addition to editing and reporting at the paper.
He was a great journalist. He was not afraid of tackling the difficult stories which need to be told,
notably covering the scourge of child abuse in the community and in 2015 the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, for which he won a number of awards. Many
dignitaries here and overseas have passed on their condolences to his family. Victorian Premier Daniel
Andrews commented recently:
As a journalist, Josh understood the power of truth-telling. His award-winning coverage and support for
victims of sexual abuse are a testament to his commitment to journalistic integrity and to faithfully telling the
stories of his community.

Testimonies about Josh say much of his wonderful disposition and humour. It is self-evident why he
has been so loved. Josh is survived by his wife, Lia, his newborn daughter, Lara, his parents, Ann and
Ian, his brother Ben and his grandmother Sylvia. I would like to extend my deepest condolences to his
family and friends.
ROD BYRNES
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:49): I rise to pay tribute to a very special leader,
Rod Byrnes from Eltham North. Congratulations to Rod, who was invested as chief commissioner of
Scouts Victoria on 1 February. Rod’s scouting journey began in the inner city when he joined as a cub,
in some cases having to walk with friends the 4-kilometre night-time journey each way. Many years
later, in 1997, Rod’s sons, Luke and Paul, joined cubs also, in Sydney, and then it became a family
affair with Wendy, his wife, joining the committee and Rod becoming the cub scout leader. In those
years since, the whole family has been involved—sons Luke and Paul, daughter Annie and Wendy
taking leadership roles and Rod being very involved in all capacities.
Scouting highlights for Rod include taking hundreds of youth members aged 12 to 26 to events such
as the New Zealand Venture, a large Australian expedition to Kandersteg in Switzerland and the recent
24th World Scout Jamboree in West Virginia. A particular focus for Rod has always been on leading
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the welfare teams and making sure he is providing emotional and mental health support to young
people and adults.
Rod says being involved in scouts has been the best thing he has done in his life. He relishes the
opportunity to work with young people and see their growth right in front of his eyes. Rod’s
appointment as chief commissioner of Scouts Victoria is a testament to his drive and energy, and this
vital youth development organisation will, I am sure, flourish even further under his leadership.
EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (09:50): I rise today to congratulate all new starters at Victorian
primary schools and kinders who have begun the journey into education with better resources, better
support and many, many more classmates and new friends to make along the way. I also want to pay
tribute to everyone working in early childhood learning and primary education for the work that they
do to reduce and minimise the stress associated with change for our littlest learners as they move into
the education system and also the support provided to parents.
We see such an enormous groundswell of positivity and collaboration when communities come
together in the early childhood learning and primary education sectors. And as we grow and invest in
1000 new or upgraded kinders to accommodate three-year-old universal access to kindergarten
between now and 2029, we will also need around 6000 additional early childhood learning educators.
This is something which is good for jobs but fundamentally about equity and about better opportunity.
It has been so wonderful to see the work that has gone into making this initiative a success, and I
congratulate everyone at local councils who has worked so hard to increase enrolment, information
and interest in this program along with the Department of Education and Training and indeed all
teachers, staff and volunteers at these incredibly important educational centres.
GEELONG ANIMAL RESCUE
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (09:52): With the devastating fires causing horrific damage or
death to people, homes, fauna and flora, my office initiative last month was to collect food, blankets
and other relevant items for the Geelong Animal Rescue, or GAR. It has been so humbling how the
community has come together and brought an amazing amount of donations to my office. The
generosity that I have seen amongst my community has been incredible.
GAR is an extraordinary not-for-profit organisation which operates from within the homes of
volunteers. These incredible people donate their time, effort and money to provide a voice for the
unwanted animals in Geelong and wherever animals need rescuing across the whole state. GAR are
passionate about the rescue and rehabilitation of companion animals, and they provide a voice for
abandoned, neglected and unloved pets. They provide compassion and quality of life for rescued
animals through love and expert rehabilitation. Their ultimate goal is to rehome animals into loving
forever families.
As GAR states, you cannot change the world by helping one animal but you will change the world for
that one animal. Again, I thank my community for their generosity on the huge donations that were
brought to my office. It was a great pleasure to be able to hand over these donations to GAR, which
will provide food and warmth to our fellow four-legged and feathered family. GAR, you do an
amazing job, and I urge the community to continue to support these caring and selfless people.
LUNAR NEW YEAR
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:53): Over the past month I have attended festivals in
St Albans, Richmond, Springvale, Sandown, Footscray and at the Quang Minh Temple in Braybrook
to join with the Victorian-Asian diaspora in celebrating the year of the rat for Lunar New Year, also
known as Tet in Vietnamese.
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There is a feeling of self-reflection that comes with the beginning of a new cycle in the Lunar calendar,
also the beginning of a new decade in 2020. I, along with many from the Vietnamese community,
have thought heavily about our journey and the reasons that brought us to these shores where we are
celebrating the beginning of a year that we never thought we would live to see.
It has been wonderful to see that Tet festivals across the state have been packed with a diverse mix of
attendees. The Victorian government’s funding commitment to such festivals has enabled countless
Victorians to freely and enjoyably engage in a rich cultural experience.
While Lunar New Year is a time for jubilation among Asian communities, there was a sobering
atmosphere always present at all celebrations. The ongoing bushfire crisis in this state was present in
the hearts and minds of all that came. Volunteers walked through the crowds asking for donations for
the bushfire appeal. Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been raised through multiple communities
involved in Lunar New Year to help Victorians affected by these devastating fires. I wish everybody
a safe and healthy year of the rat.
AUSTRALIA DAY AWARDS
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (09:55): Australia Day 2020 was once again a very busy day in
Northern Victoria Region. It is always an honour as an elective representative to join communities
throughout my electorate to celebrate Australia Day and acknowledge the wonderful contributors that
make our country so great.
My Australia Day celebrations started just over a week earlier when I attended the Moira shire
Australia Day awards on 16 January in Cobram. It was a pleasure to join local communities, including
the mayor, Libro Mustica, to honour local award recipients including the Citizen of the Year, Michael
Coates from Katamatite, and Young Citizen of the Year, Tungamah’s Dylan Sidebottom.
On Australia Day I attended the Greater Shepparton City Council celebrations in the Queens Gardens.
I would like to congratulate all those recognised with Australia Day awards, including Shepparton
Citizen of the Year, Wade Gregory; Young Citizen of the Year, Tom Saxton; and Senior Citizen of
the Year, Stan Jezewski. The ceremony was particularly special for my family as my nephew Sam
Brown was awarded the Shepparton Sports Award. I am very proud of Sam and his achievements in
dance sport.
I then travelled to Mooroopna where I was honoured to speak at the ceremony and acknowledge many
community members, including Citizen of the Year, Leonard Balfour.
I finished Australia Day in Nathalia for the town’s twilight ceremony, where I gave a short address
and presented several awards, including Citizen of the Year to Ross Smith and Junior Citizen of the
Year to Taline Morgan.
I would like to congratulate the many worthy winners of local community Australia Day awards
throughout my electorate. You are all wonderful servants of your respective communities.
TAXATION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (09:57): In the wake of this summer’s bushfires, people all over
the world have donated to relief and support efforts. It is heartening to see humanity band together,
and it is worth noting the scale of voluntary support. Donations are well into the hundreds of millions
of dollars.
However, unfortunately the state has run up so much debt that it is poorly placed to support a recovery
effort. Victorian Labor is managing to tax and borrow over $100 billion to build infrastructure in
Melbourne but has less than 1/400th of this—$250 million—left for bushfire recovery in the regions.
Sometimes debt should be saved for emergencies.
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Despite these budget failures, the Andrews government has managed to find some concessions to ease
the burden that it usually places on its subjects. Those who live in the fire-affected regions will only
have to pay half the usual stamp duty and a quarter of the usual payroll tax. If your house has been
destroyed, you will not have to pay for the water connection to it, and they will waive the fees to
process the registration refund if your car has been destroyed.
We applaud these measures—we always support tax relief—but governments of all levels will
continue to charge income tax, insurance tax, land tax, parking tax, planning levies, fire service taxes,
miscellaneous transfer taxes, gambling taxes, alcohol excise, tobacco excise, vehicle taxes, vehicle
registration fees, Transport Accident Commission charges, GST, licence fees, the Medicare levy, the
Victorian renewable energy levy, two federal renewable energy levies, planning fees, building fees,
the cladding rectification levy, property title transfer fees and council rates. You might call this
generosity, but people should keep in mind it was always their money to begin with.
FEAST OF EPIPHANY
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (09:58): It was a pleasure to represent the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, the Honourable Richard Wynne, on 19 January at Footscray Park to celebrate
the Feast of Epiphany with the Victorian Ethiopian community. The event was organised by the
Ethiopian Orthodox Church Archdiocese of Australia, and representatives from parishes across the
state gathered on the banks of the Maribyrnong River for this important religious and cultural event. I
would like to commend the Ethiopian Orthodox Church Archdiocese of Australia for organising this
inclusive event and for their important and ongoing work to connect parishes from across the state,
ensuring that members of the Ethiopian community remain connected to their faith.
Cultural celebrations like this do so much to support intercultural dialogue and understanding.
Victoria’s strength lies in its many voices, cultures and faiths and in our state’s rich diversity. It was a
lovely event, and I thank the Ethiopian community for their warm welcome and for choosing the
mighty west to hold this important event.
CAROLE MANIFOLD
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (09:59): I rise to congratulate Carole Manifold on being
awarded Corangamite shire’s 2020 Citizen of the Year at this year’s Australia Day celebrations in
Derrinallum. Carole is a breast cancer nurse with South West Healthcare who herself has now beaten
breast cancer twice. While undergoing chemotherapy Carole raised over $20 000 for Peter’s Project
cancer clinic in Warrnambool by making Christmas cakes. While undergoing treatment Carole never
stopped. She conducted and continues to conduct exercise classes throughout the Corangamite shire
and provides valuable physical therapy for the residents of an aged-care facility, Merindah Lodge in
Camperdown. Carole is always a smiling face and a caring human being to everyone she meets. She
is much loved across the entire Corangamite shire and provides invaluable service both in a voluntary
and paid capacity to many people. I was honoured to present the award to Carole. Congratulations.
This is a well-deserved and widely applauded endorsement of your community service.
MANFRED ZABINSKAS, OAM
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (10:00): I rise to acknowledge an incredible wildlife rescuer
named Manfred Zabinskas. Those that know Manfred see him as a bit of a legend in the animal rescue
world. As a qualified darter he is known for his complex and sometimes risky wildlife rescue
operations, including saving wallabies stuck in mine shafts and kangaroos who have been illegally
shot with bows and arrows, sadly an occurrence that is becoming all too common.
Whether removing snakes, rescuing possums from buildings or tranquilising large and dangerous
animals, a safe and successful capture and the wellbeing of animals is the driving force of Manfred’s
work. I can guarantee that any mission impossible wildlife rescue you have read about in the paper,
Manfred was there pulling it off.
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Recently Manfred was active on the firegrounds throughout Victoria, saving macropods with burnt
paws and taking them back to his shelter in East Trentham, which is entirely self-funded, to rehabilitate
them with his partner, Helen, before releasing them to safety. So it came as no surprise to me that
Manfred was chosen to receive a Medal of the Order of Australia for his service to animal welfare. It
brings me tremendous joy to know that the work of wildlife rescuers is starting to be recognised,
particularly at a time when our native animals are suffering so much and desperately need our help. It
is an honour to know and work with Manfred, and I congratulate him on his OAM.
BUSHFIRES
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (10:02): Disasters often bring out the best in communities,
and this was certainly the case for Victoria during the devastating fires endured in the north-east and
Gippsland recently. In my travels to fire-affected areas in the last few weeks, I have heard so many
stories of giving—people giving their time, their money, their food, their homes et cetera. Tight-knit
communities rallied to defend properties or help get people to safety. In the aftermath they have ferried
fuel, fodder and food, cleared fences, manned relief centres and sent out care packages. Volunteers
sent in food and water to firefighters, provided safe evacuation points for people and their animals and
cooked up meals by the hundreds each day.
There are too many people to name individually from the north-east who jumped in to help during this
time, but I commend and thank these individuals, community groups, councils and businesses for
everything they have done. Your generosity has been remarkable.
Moving forward, residents in the fire-affected communities are now, as locals put it, ‘Hitting the wall’.
They are exhausted, stressed, the shock has worn off and the reality of the long and hard road ahead is
evident. We need to ensure that these communities can access and receive ongoing support as they
continue their journey of recovery and rebuilding. We send our collective love and thoughts to those
affected by the fires, and we hope this path to recovery is as smooth as possible and that support is
right there when needed.
Motions
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL SITTING
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (10:04): I have a great deal of pleasure in standing to move this
motion:
That this house:
(1) acknowledges the serious impact of the recent Victorian bushfires;
(2) meets and sits in north-east Victoria for one day in October or November 2020;
(3) requires the President and the Clerk of the Legislative Council to consult with Towong Shire Council,
Alpine Shire Council, Indigo Shire Council, the Rural City of Wangaratta and Wodonga council and
other parliamentary staff in relation to choosing an appropriate date and specific location for the regional
sitting to occur; and
(4) authorises the President to do all things necessary to facilitate the Council sitting in north-east Victoria
in October or November 2020.

The Liberals and Nationals are calling for state Parliament to hold sittings in the bushfire-affected
communities this year. Of course this is not unprecedented, as previous parliaments held regional
sittings between 2001 and 2012, until the Andrews Labor government decided to scrap them.
However, given the bushfires have caused major damage in parts of Victoria, it is only right that the
Parliament should visit these communities to provide locals with the opportunity to speak directly with
political leaders and to show practical support for local economies. Bushfire-affected communities
deserve the respect of having Parliament meet with them and the chance to tell their representatives
face to face what support they actually need to help them recover.
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In 2001 an initiative of the Bracks government was to introduce regional sittings of the Victorian
Parliament. Since that time five regional sittings have taken place. The first regional sitting was held
on 16 August 2001 when the Legislative Council sat in the City of Ballarat and the Legislative
Assembly sat in the City of Greater Bendigo. On 30 October 2002 a regional sitting of the Legislative
Council was held in Benalla, and 17 November 2005 saw the Legislative Council travel to Colac and
the Legislative Assembly to the City of Greater Geelong for regional sittings. Then on 6 September
2008 both houses travelled to Gippsland, where the Legislative Council sat in Lakes Entrance and the
Legislative Assembly in Churchill. During the 57th Parliament, on 6 September 2012 the Legislative
Council sat in the City of Greater Bendigo and the Legislative Assembly sat in the City of Ballarat.
During the 58th Parliament I actually called on the Premier to hold a regional sitting in Greater
Shepparton. However, the response that I received from Premier Andrews was advice to me that the
Andrews Labor government had scrapped regional sittings. This decision by the Andrews government
was extremely disappointing, as regional sittings provide a great asset to the areas that are chosen to
host these visits. I note that even when Michael O’Brien, the Leader of the Opposition, wrote just in
the last few days to the Premier, Daniel Andrews, asking to hold these regional sittings in the bushfire
area, the Premier rejected that. In fact he was scathing of Parliament moving. He said it was impossible
for them to do it this year. He said it was too costly for Parliament to move.
Parliament has done this before. We know it can be done; it is a good thing to take Parliament to the
people. But now the Premier has actually backtracked, and I believe that the government will support
the Liberals and Nationals call to hold regional sittings in the bushfire areas, which will greatly benefit
the people and the economies of that region. There is a great financial benefit from a regional sitting
due to the hiring of venues, catering, and the need for accommodation for members of Parliament and
the staff of the Parliament. But this is not cost prohibitive for the Parliament; it is just a great benefit
for a local community. Given that we have seen so much talk in the paper about various sporting
bodies and other businesses going out into regional Victoria to hold conferences and to stay overnight
to benefit those economies, it is right that the Parliament should do that too. But Premier Andrews did
not want to do it.
The regional sittings will provide a much-welcome boost to the local economies in the bushfire areas.
The bushfire areas, as we know, have suffered a significant loss of visitors, revenue and job
opportunities due to these fires. An example of this is in an analysis that was produced by Urban
Enterprise on the impact of the north-east fires on tourism in the High Country area. This encompasses
the Alpine shire, the Indigo shire, the Mansfield shire, the Towong shire, the Rural City of Wangaratta
and the Benalla municipality as well. It also includes the Hotham, Buller and Falls Creek resort areas.
That report reveals that in the first quarter of this year, 2020, which as we know started out with
bushfires, this area will suffer a loss of up to 630 000 visitors to the region. That equates to a loss of
between $158 million and $208 million in visitor spend due to the fire impact, which has reduced this
visitation. Based on that loss of visitor expenditure it also estimates that between 1600 and
2100 tourism jobs will be disrupted.
Whilst a visit by Parliament will not replace all of the lost revenue and visitation, it will contribute to
those local economies and benefit them. We as MPs should set that example to encourage the rest of
Victoria to also visit our bushfire regions. I spoke on the condolence motion yesterday of wanting
everyone in this chamber to encourage their constituents to come up to the north-east and visit our
bushfire regions—but I know Ms Bath would also encourage them to go down to Gippsland and visit
those regions too—to take their empty eskies, stay overnight, spend some money in our communities,
fill those eskies with some of our great produce to bring back to Melbourne with them, support our
tourism industry, support our local economy and support jobs for our people who have suffered so
much because of these bushfires.
There is also an educational and cultural benefit for a region when we hold a regional sitting through
giving access to the residents and students of the area to actually experience firsthand the sitting of the
Victorian Parliament. Many of our schools, particularly the smaller schools from some of the more
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remote areas, do not get the opportunity to come down here and visit Parliament. But if a parliamentary
sitting is held in their own area, they can actually go along, see Parliament at work and see how
democracy works. It is a great benefit for regional students in that way. It is also a great benefit to the
local community members to actually have access to the members of Parliament who are coming up
to sit in that area. The greatest benefit for the community of hosting a regional sitting is actually that
the regional sitting will focus on the issues of concern to the areas we are visiting. That will focus the
entire membership of the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly on the issues that are
affecting the bushfire regions.
Holding regional sittings in the north-east and Gippsland will give the people of these communities
the opportunity to have access to not only government members but also opposition and crossbench
MPs. As I said, it will focus every member of this chamber and every member of the Legislative
Assembly on the issues of those communities who have suffered so much because of the Gippsland
bushfires and the north-east bushfires. My electorate of Northern Victoria Region does not have a
representative from the Greens party, so I am sure many of my constituents, Dr Ratnam, would greatly
appreciate that opportunity to actually interact with you, to have meetings with you and to speak to
you about their concerns about what has happened in the bushfires and about how you can assist them.
We have heard during the bushfires that the Greens are very supportive of fuel-reduction burning, and
we welcome that support from the Greens, because certainly a great concern to constituents in my area
is fuel loads. They will want to talk to you about that—about how you, as an environmental party, can
actually help them to have those fuel loads reduced through more planned burns in the area.
It will also give my constituents access to members of the crossbench from parties that they do not
normally have access to. Whilst Northern Victoria Region has two crossbenchers—a Liberal
Democrat and a Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party member—they do not actually get to interact with those
who are from the Reason Party; Mr Hayes; and of course the Independent, Dr Cumming; or a
representative of the Transport Matters Party. We no longer have a Shooters representative either, so
this would give them access to Mr Bourman as a member of the Shooters party.
So this will be a great benefit. Usually what happens when there is a local sitting is that the MPs go up
there and take advantage of that sitting day by going up the day before or staying over the day after to
actually do some visits in the region, to have some meetings with the locals who do want to meet with
them. But it also gives the communities the opportunity to have a community reception—and that has
been part of every regional sitting that I have participated in. They have a big event the night before
the sitting where they invite people from the community to come along, and every member of
Parliament is there. So even those people who have not had the opportunity to organise a meeting with
a member of Parliament can approach them at that community event, the reception, and have access
to all of the MPs.
There was one of the crossbenchers who questioned why we had nominated five councils in this
motion that requires the Legislative Council to sit in the north-east. The five councils that have been
nominated are, of course, first Towong shire and Alpine shire, which are the two shires that were most
affected by the fires in the north-east. The Towong shire, about 45 per cent of their shire has been
burnt. For the Alpine, about 25 per cent of that shire has been burnt. But we also nominated Indigo,
Wangaratta and Wodonga because these neighbouring shires were also severely impacted by the major
fires. They had significant smoke events, and also the directive for people not to go to the north-east
has significantly impacted on their economies. Our shires and cities in the north-east work as one. All
of these councils work together. They sent representatives to help people in Towong, who were so
swamped during the fires, and the City of Wodonga and the Rural City of Wangaratta hosted the
evacuation centres.
It is a shame that Mr Gepp was not actually up there during the fires, because he would have seen how
well our electorate works when we have a disaster—how we all pull together, how we work together.
But we did not see Mr Gepp at all. I was on the ground, of course Mr Quilty was on the ground,
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Ms Maxwell was on the ground and I spoke several times to Minister Symes, but Mr Gepp was
absolutely missing in action during the bushfires. We have not seen him in north-east Victoria at all.
As I was saying, it is only right that we do consult with the councils in that area on a date and location
for holding the regional sitting of the Legislative Council. Of course we do not want that regional
sitting to clash with another event in the area, so we need to consult with them around the date and the
time that we would hold this event. We also know that they are best placed to decide where this should
be held so that it would give the most benefit to the entire region. Also we want to make sure that it is
held somewhere that will give access to all communities, and particularly to those affected residents,
to participate. So it is right that we consult with those councils in that area. They will work as a team.
There will be no parochialism of ‘It should be here’, ‘It should be there’. They will work to make sure
that it is held in the right location that will benefit the region the most and that everybody will have
access.
A regional sitting in the bushfire areas will demonstrate to these communities that we are actually
listening. It will give them confidence that we, as the decision-makers, will act to ensure a disaster like
this will not impact on them again. The people in the bushfire-affected regions have been through
enough. We should not expect them to have to make appointments and then travel to Melbourne or
other areas of the state—and perhaps to have to do that on several occasions—for them to have their
voices heard, for them to have access to members of Parliament. So it is only right that we take
Parliament and the entire membership of Parliament to them. This brings them government ministers,
it brings them shadow ministers, it brings them every backbencher—it brings every member of
Parliament to them—for them to be able to have access and have their say. So I encourage all members
to support this motion.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (10:20): I rise to speak on the motion in Mr Davis’s name moved
by Ms Lovell, and I would indicate from the outset that the government will be supporting the motion.
The impacts of the recent bushfires, and any bushfires, on individuals, businesses and communities
are enormous and far-reaching. In these preliminary stages it is still too early to determine the actual
cost, to be able to quantify it, to be able to pinpoint exactly what the impact has been across the total
economy as a result of these bushfires. That work continues and that work will continue for a long
time to come, but we know instinctively and through what we have learned from all sections of our
community since the devastation of these fires that there are many industries and people that are doing
it very, very tough.
Tourism we know has been impacted. That has been very well documented in the media and in
contributions made by people in this chamber and in the other place. Agriculture of course and forestry
and fishing have been impacted. Today in the media there are reports about the impact on the native
forest logging industry and the impacts that that will have on forestry workers, who did such a
marvellous job, particularly down in East Gippsland. Despite the direct impact on their own working
circumstances they rolled their sleeves up and got stuck into the recovery and relief exercise.
Yesterday we heard from the Minister for Fishing and Boating about a new initiative to tag thousands
of fish with gold tags to encourage people to get out and try and catch one of these fish. This is not
only for a financial reward for themselves but of course we know that people going to the fire-affected
areas and participating in these sorts of activities will generate more money for the local economies,
and we cannot champion that cause too much.
That is what it is all about. We have heard again and again and again people referring to taking an
empty esky down to East Gippsland or up to north-east Victoria and filling it up. That is the best thing
that you can do. If you can stay the night and perhaps spend a bit of money at the local milk bar or the
RSL or the pub or go into a clothing shop and buy an article there, they are little things but many little
things will make a substantial difference, and that is the best thing that we can do.
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That is why this government has taken a variety of different initiatives straightaway to kickstart
economic recovery through both direct assistance as well as a range of initiatives to encourage
visitation, because supporting those local economies to recover supports the communities to recover.
There is nothing more important than making sure that people have the necessary means to be able to
continue to exist in those fire-affected areas, and the best way that we can contribute to that as a
community is to go there and spend money, because when we do that it stimulates the local economy
and has that flowthrough effect.
It is important that what we do not think is that the fires are substantially out at this stage. It is not
today, it is not tomorrow, but it is six months, it is 12 months, it is two years, it is five years from now.
This will take a very, very long time for those economies to recover, and it needs to be a sustained
effort from all of us over a very long period of time to ensure that we are there doing everything that
we possibly can to pick those communities up, give them the means, the wherewithal, to be able to
contribute to their own recovery. That is what they want to do.
That is part of the process when you have been impacted by a disaster such as this—that rebuilding,
that recovery. Whether you choose to rebuild your home or you do not, it does not matter. There is
always a process that everybody has to go through after this, and the best thing that we can do is make
sure that those people are well-equipped from a personal perspective, a financial perspective and a
community perspective to be able to make their own contribution to their own recovery.
When disaster strikes the rest of us always ask, ‘How can we contribute?’. We saw early on there were
fabulous donations of goods and food et cetera to the point where we actually could not warehouse it.
We could not sustain it, we could not maintain it, and that call then shifted to the financial support
through the various appeals that were so wonderfully announced and so wonderfully supported both
locally, domestically, in Australia and overseas.
It was heartening on Monday night when I was talking to my son and he was telling me that at the
Super Bowl, which was held on Monday our time, there was a shout-out given from ESPN. They
started up their own appeal and were encouraging ESPN watchers from around the world to contribute
to the Australian bushfire appeal that they had started. So the impacts of this fire have reached right
around the globe, and that is so heartwarming.
The government has been very, very active right from the get-go on this. Of course we have heard of
the immediate regional payroll tax relief in the state-of-disaster areas so that regional employers only
pay 25 per cent of the metropolitan rate. There is a 50 per cent concession on stamp duty for eligible
properties, allowing businesses to relocate, expand or move into fire-affected areas. Water rates are
waived for 12 months for homes or businesses destroyed significantly by fire. In total there is $500 000
in grants for regional industry groups and chambers of commerce to facilitate vital networking events
and tourism opportunities.
At this point I actually want to give a shout-out to Minister Martin Pakula in the other place, who I
think in the space of about 24 hours had actually got about 150 organisations throughout the state of
Victoria to commit to going to the fire-affected areas to hold some of their business, a meeting, down
there, whether it was in a coffee shop or, as I said, in the local pub or in an RSL—anywhere where
they could sit down and bring a little bit of money. It was wonderful to see such diverse groups
committing to that process. From a personal perspective, I was really pleased to see that one of the
early organisations to get on board and commit to doing so was the Victorian Trades Hall Council, an
organisation that I have had a lot to do with during my life. So I was particularly pleased that they
were able to make the commitment that they did to Minister Pakula’s shout-out to organisations that
he has regular discussions with.
We have also given things such as a $10 million Council Assistance Fund for local governments to
access funding for people who have damaged or destroyed property, to support businesses subject to
annual charges or permits or to waive other fees or charges. There have also been admin fees associated
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with VicRoads registration refunds for vehicles that have been damaged or destroyed, and they have
been waived. This is a more than $64 million bushfire recovery package. Of course we have had the
commonwealth and the state government working closely together on a range of matters. We heard
yesterday from the Special Minister of State, Mr Jennings, and he talked about the level of cooperation
that had been occurring between the commonwealth and the state government, lauding all of those
involved.
There are a range of other Victorian government initiatives that I think require a mention: things such
as a $200 000 grant to both Tourism North East and Destination Gippsland to assist with their
immediate recovery efforts. That is only a small amount of money, as we know, but tourism is such a
vital part of those local economies and money to kickstart that recovery is vitally important. We have
had a Visit Victoria marketing campaign to attract domestic and international visitors to support
regional Victoria and we have had the Business and Sport for Bushfire Recovery initiative. As I said,
more than 150 businesses and sporting organisations have pledged to hold multiday stays in bushfireaffected areas over the next six to 18 months.
There is a $14.5 million Victorian bushfires case support program, which provides support
coordinators to be a single point of contact on the ground, to link people with supports, grants and
other government services; a $75 million bushfire clean-up program administered by Bushfire
Recovery Victoria, which covers the demolition and disposal of all buildings destroyed or damaged
beyond repair by this season’s bushfires; of course the Rural Financial Counselling Service expansion
to support more primary producers and related small businesses; and up to $2100 in ex-gratia relief
from the duty on up to two replacement vehicles. The State Revenue Office has suspended land tax
assessments in affected areas and will continue to support businesses in fire-affected areas, and we
have had ex-gratia relief for their 2020 land tax assessment. Land tax will be also waived on eligible
properties used to provide free accommodation for people who need it.
We did not of course wait. We got on the front foot in terms of this bushfire recovery. I think it has
been well documented with the outstanding efforts of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
in the other place, Minister Lisa Neville. I think it was Ms Shing in her contribution yesterday who
said that she did not think Ms Neville had slept for about two months. She has just been a powerhouse
throughout this whole period of time.
She has been so quick to put things in place along with colleagues such as Minister D’Ambrosio,
Minister Symes and of course the Premier, who has led from the front. He would not want it, but he
has been widely congratulated and acknowledged for the sterling leadership that he has shown
throughout this period of time, and deservedly so.
On 6 January he announced the establishment of Bushfire Recovery Victoria (BRV), an agency that
will be permanent and ongoing. We know that recovery is not just about the rebuilding of a house or
a building or some piece of infrastructure. Putting bricks and mortar back together, provided you have
got the resources available in terms of materials and labour and equipment, can be relatively quick in
some circumstances. But there are all of the other associated things that do not come so quickly and
so easily in terms of dealing with the impacts of bushfire. BRV is wholly dedicated to local
reconstruction and recovery and working with bushfire-impacted communities every step of the way.
I am not sure that you could get a better person to lead that than former chief police commissioner Ken
Lay. He will serve as BRV’s chair and will be ably supported in his efforts. Ken has already been out,
as we know and as has been widely reported, visiting fire-impacted communities. He has got a big job
of work to do but he is more than up to those challenges.
I note the previous speaker’s contribution in relation to past parliaments. Taking a Parliament or a
chamber somewhere is not an easy process. It is a massive logistical exercise, and I just want to be
cautious about saying that that is the only way that fire-impacted communities can get access to MPs.
It is a massive logistical exercise. It is not just in this instance the 40 members of this house. It is all of
the staff—the clerks, the attendants, Hansard, the audiovisual people, security—there is a whole
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bunch. I do not know, because I have not had a conversation with the clerks about the logistics of the
exercise, but I would think to take the 40 of us on the road for a parliamentary sitting there would
probably be double that number behind the scenes needed to support that effort.
It is a massive exercise, and whilst the government does support it, I think there are other things that
we could perhaps consider as a Parliament and as a group of MPs. It does not have to be through a
formal sitting of the house. It may well be that we decide as smaller groups, of either MPs in those
areas or MPs who might be outside of those electorates but want to make that contribution as well, to
organise other activities that we could engage in up in those areas of north-east Victoria and down in
Gippsland in those fire-affected areas to ensure that that ongoing recovery is not something that sort
of starts and stops. I know that is not what is being proposed, but we do not want to think that just by
the Parliament going somewhere for a day that suddenly is going to be the contribution. I am not sure
how many people would want to come and witness some of the days that we have had in here, but I
think the point is it is more about the access to the MPs and of course the economic stimulus that
would be created by such an event.
I know that some of the councils initially when you float this idea are attracted to it, and then you talk
to them about the logistics of it and availability of venues et cetera. We know the complexity that goes
with holding a committee hearing for an inquiry somewhere. Mrs McArthur and I are on the Economy
and Infrastructure Committee, and through the animal activist inquiry we went to Bairnsdale, we were
up in Wangaratta, we were across in Warrnambool, and that was a major exercise for about six of us.
When you add another 34 or 35 of us to the equation—we had some Hansard people, we had the
committee secretariat, and I think just for those hearings there would have been about 15 or 20 of us—
it becomes a significant logistical issue, and we want to make sure that what we are not doing is putting
a burden on some places that perhaps cannot cope with that sort of size of exercise. The sentiment I
understand, and that is what we are trying to achieve, but I think perhaps we can all think a little bit
more creatively rather than trying to pick up Spring Street and taking Spring Street on a travelling
roadshow, because I think it becomes a really difficult proposition and one that will really stretch the
infrastructure and the resources of those places.
Certainly the sentiment I understand, and I do not quibble with it at all, but perhaps without rancour if
that is possible, and with a degree of bipartisanship—and not putting our hands up and saying, ‘I’m
doing more than you’—some of the MPs in the upper and lower houses from fire-affected areas might
as smaller groups get together and think about how we can come together. I think the last thing that
the fire-affected areas in this state want to see is political rancour around the recovery and relief effort.
I think they want us to mirror—to mimic—what has been going on in the community. What we have
seen in our communities since the devastation, and continue to see, is that the community put those
things aside, they come together as one and they focus on a single objective—and that single objective
is recovery and relief for those affected areas.
Now, we can have our arguments about: was there enough fuel load reduction, were there enough
resources thrown at it? The inspector-general for emergency management will have a look at all of
that, as he does after every fire event. But I think there is an expectation from the Victorian community
that on this issue, right here, right now, we will find very quickly the common ground where we can
come together and work cooperatively, particularly in our fire-affected areas, on where we can go—
not as a group of 120 or 150 or however many it is going to take to go and hold that sitting in that
place, but it might be that there are five or 10 MPs who say, ‘All right. Well, we’re going to perhaps
hire some local halls’. We set aside a week and we say we are going to go around to these towns and
we are going to hire the local hall. We are going to put our hands in our pockets and spring for some
sandwiches and some tea and bickies, and we will invite the community in just to sit around and talk
and really be that shoulder for the local communities, to hear their stories, which is a very, very
important part of the process. Importantly, it will enable us to come back to this place more informed
about the challenges that are still ongoing. We know because we get the phone calls, we get the people
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coming into our offices, those that do tell us their stories, their tales, and that is important, but I think
this is about us going to the mountain rather than the mountain coming to us.
I think because of that sentiment, and I think that is the fundamental sentiment behind this proposition,
the government will be supporting it. But I think we need to take that sentiment and perhaps think
more creatively and come up with useful ways where hand in hand, with the generosity of community
spirit which our community is demonstrating to us, we mirror that as a group of MPs and we go
together out into those communities and do what they want us to do, and that is the heavy lifting in
terms of recovery and relief. With those words, I indicate my support for the motion.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (10:47): I will be brief. We support this motion. A sitting of this
Parliament in country Victoria would be a small but welcome shot in the arm for whatever town the
Legislative Council decides to go to. In addition, I imagine this initiative would be a great boost to
map makers, as orders come in from members puzzled about the existence of any place outside the
tram tracks. I have heard many stories of businesses in towns affected by bushfires helping victims.
Now those businesses need a hand, and this needs more action over the coming year. This is a small
gesture, but the best thing we can do now is talk to people who are affected.
The government’s adopting of the Liberal Democrats suggestion and removing payroll tax in bushfireaffected areas is a good start, but more needs to be done. Removing red tape would be a good followup. It should not take three years for people to rebuild, and businesses will benefit if we allow things
to get moving. A regional sitting would be a good opportunity for us to check on that progress.
Anyone who has paid attention to my speeches would know my great bugbear is that decisions are
made for country Victorians by people who know nothing about them. Regional sittings would provide
a great opportunity for country people to learn about how laws are made. They might even get an
opportunity to see some of their representatives for Northern Victoria. Indeed, without naming names,
they may ask some of those representatives how they can call themselves members for Northern
Victoria and yet vote to put timber workers out of jobs, refuse to reform the Murray-Darling Basin
plan, keep fuel loads secret, put jobs at risk with the gold tax or support the lockout of people from
public land. It would also give regional Victorians the chance to think about shaking off the rules by
‘the idiots in suits in Melbourne’, as it was recently described to me. That is right: seeing all of us in
action might well give new momentum to the push for a regional exit, or Rexit, as they see how, by
creating their own state, they might one day have representatives who actually represent them. In all
seriousness, bringing the Parliament to the people of Northern Victoria can only be a good thing. We
support the motion.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (10:49): I plan on just making a few comments on the motion before the house
today brought by Mr Davis or Ms Lovell or both, I am not quite sure. But in any event, it is a good
conversation to have. I probably would just start off by reflecting on some of Mr Quilty’s comments.
I find it really unhelpful, this narrative around city people not giving a crap about those people that
live in the country. I am a proud country person. Everyone in here will hear me regularly talk about
being born and bred in Benalla. My family is still there and I am raising my kids in Benalla, but I do
not for an instant think that everyone that lives within the tram tracks does not care about those people
in country Victoria. Extending that to politicians I think is also offensive. Most of us in here are here
to represent all Victorians regardless of where they live. This constant narrative about people living in
Brunswick, sipping lattes and not caring about the dairy farmers in the country is just crap, and I really
think it is unhelpful and unbecoming of leaders in this position. You only had to go to the High Country
Comeback at Port Melbourne on Sunday to see 6000 Melburnians wanting to support country
Victorians that have been impacted by fires. I think there is a lot of love from Melburnians for country
Victorians, and I will perhaps get off my high horse in that regard.
In relation to the motion before the house, I probably have similar sentiments to those of Mr Gepp.
The fact that we are trying to force politicians to go to country Victoria I think is a poor reflection on
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this chamber. If you cannot get up to these fire-affected areas of your own accord as an elected member
of Parliament, then I think you should not be in this place. In that regard lots of us actually have been
in and around country areas. I think creating an arbitrary fist for people to visit country Victoria is
something that is probably—
Members interjecting.
Ms Lovell: On a point of order, Acting President, Mr Gepp used an unparliamentary term. He
called me a name, and I would ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem): I actually did not hear anything. Mr Gepp, do you
want to comment?
Mr Gepp: I withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem): Whatever he said, he withdraws.
Ms SYMES: I think I was talking about how forcing politicians by virtue of a motion in the house
is probably not the way I would go about inviting people to country Victoria. I actually would like to
acknowledge that I understand that the crossbench are organising their own road trip to fire-affected
areas. That is fantastic, particularly for those that represent Melbourne electorates. It shows that they
are interested in hearing about the plight of people that have suffered in the recent bushfires.
Reflecting on the amount of resources and the potential problems—and I am not sure people have
entirely considered them in relation to this exercise—it is a big show, this place, and probably more
so than in previous decades when we had regional settings. We actually have a lot more technology
now and a lot more people that are involved. Picking up Parliament and transplanting it into a country
area is going to be no easy accomplishment.
I have actually taken the soundings of some of the regions that we will be visiting, and when you ask
people, ‘How would you feel about Parliament coming to north-east Victoria?’, they go, ‘Oh, that’d
be great that you all come up’. And when you explain, ‘Well, it would be the Parliament sitting’, they
are like, ‘Oh, that place where you yell at each other?’. I say, ‘Yes, that. And we’re expecting you to
come and watch it’, and they are a little less enthusiastic about Parliament coming to country Victoria.
Indeed we are not opposing this motion, so I suspect that we will be making a visit to the great northeast and I do welcome that. I am concerned about the format. I do not think country Victorians are
going to benefit too much from us having a day of debate. I think they would like us to have a day or
two days of interaction. So I think, given that we have not specified exactly what the sitting format
will be, leaving that open is a very good way to ensure that we do not oppose this motion, because we
may try to get as much benefit out of it as possible.
I am a little bit concerned about potential locations. Obviously, as a member for Northern Victoria, I
am all too familiar with the options for venues. On the face of it there is the new, soon-to-be-completed
Upper Murray Events Centre, which I had the pleasure of visiting the construction of last week. It is
going to be a pretty cool venue. I will digress because it is a really important story to tell. We put in
$800 000, the feds put in $800 000 and the community have been fundraising to put in the rest. And
Towong council have put in significant funding as well. This is going to be a fantastic venue for that
community. It is going to be the hub for the Man from Snowy River Bush Festival. It is going to house
netball clubs and two football teams—it is another side story why Corryong have two football teams,
but I will not go there. It is going to be a tremendous venue, but I am not sure that even that venue will
be able to host a 40-member Parliament plus staff et cetera.
On my quick analysis I think probably the only two communities that are mentioned here that could
possibly accommodate us would be the Rural City of Wangaratta or the Wodonga council. I honestly
logistically do not see how any of the others could. I guess my concern about that is that when we are
talking about wanting to visit bushfire-affected communities, of course Wangaratta and Wodonga
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were wonderful in their response to the fires but they had minimal impact when you are talking about
the direct impact of fires. If we really want to have conversations with those people who were directly
impacted—those people in Corryong, those people that were evacuated multiple times from
Myrtleford and the like—we are not that close to them, and expecting them to travel, which is what
they are going to have to do if we are going to have the big show, as it potentially may be, is something
that we need to consider if we really want to get the benefits out of what I think is the motivation for
this sitting. I do hope that there is more motivation for this sitting than just political gain. I trust that
there is.
I note that the motion provides authority for the President to do ‘all things necessary’, and I am sure
he is willing to do that. As I have said, the communities of the north-east do want to see us. They
would welcome it. But I just think we have to think very carefully about how that interaction occurs
for it to be worth their while and not just a show that rocks in and rocks out and really has no meaning.
I think that is what Mr Quilty is also concerned about in the roundabout way that he described it.
I will not oppose the motion. I do have reservations about the format and about the impost on the
Parliament and the resources that it is going to take. Will the real benefits be achieved? But if what we
can get out of this is our country communities feeling as though their parliamentarians are listening to
them—not just their local MPs but all of those that are elected to this place—then I really do not see
the harm in that.
Of course I do acknowledge that the obvious benefits will be more coffees are bought, more motels
are booked out and more pubs are eaten at, and so there will be economic flow-ons. I do acknowledge
that, but the actual interactions with the people is something that I think we need to give the President
full range on in making sure that we can get the best out of a sitting, whatever format that takes. I really
do not want to leave there with people thinking that we are all just horrible people that argue against
one other, so I really would be conscious that we really need to think about the topics we want to
discuss and whether we actually have a normal sitting-type arrangement at all. I think we can have
those conversations in due course.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:59): I rise to make a few comments in relation to Mr Davis’s
motion 230 on the notice paper today and from the start give my overall endorsing support for this
motion. For The Nationals, we live in our electorates in the country and we would always welcome
the Parliament coming to all regions and in this motion specifically to north-east Victoria.
Now, part (1) of the motion acknowledges the serious impact of the recent Victorian bushfires. I would
like to spend a bit of time on that and indeed the fires that occurred largely through lightning back in
late November last year. One hundred and fifty fires occurred and then really spread in the most
alarming and serious and destructive manner right across the eastern part of our glorious state.
Certainly they covered a great percentage of East Gippsland and then up into the north as well.
It talks about the serious impact of the fires. There are many layers to this serious impact. There is that
personal, emotional and mental stress that the fires have created and caused, particularly in Gippsland
but certainly also in the north-east. For people to have their homes burnt, for people to live under the
most dire circumstances for weeks and weeks knowing that fire is imminent, knowing that even though
they can protect as much as they can around their homes, yards and farms, they cannot stop the wall
of fire and that it is most serious—that emotional and mental strain of living with that concern for
weeks has certainly indelibly, I think, aged many Gippslanders and those in the north.
In terms of the financial cost that these fires have created, it is into the billions. I will focus now on the
tourism side. I think what part of this motion goes toward is supporting our regional communities. In
this case it is in the north of the state but also in Gippsland that the loss of tourism and the loss of
businesses is just crippling. I will give you a couple of examples. I was speaking with Shane Kidd.
Shane Kidd is in Lakes Entrance and he is in the Lakes Entrance Business and Tourism Association—
a really good, thriving community body that really look at ways to entice people in. I went to his shop,
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and it is the most glorious shop. I recommend it if you go into Lakes Entrance. He was speaking with
someone as I walked in there. That person walked out. That person was a casual, but a permanentstyle casual, in the local supermarket. As he went I said hello to him, and I learned he had lost his job.
He was an adult, he had a family and he had lost his job because there was nobody coming into the
supermarket by comparison over that summer season. So there is an adult male with bills to pay that
is now out of work. We understand that it is impossible for businesses to keep people on when they
are bleeding financially.
The other impact that Shane and I talked about was that all the hotels and accommodation places were
virtually empty and their income was greatly reduced on this. There is a flow-on effect of that. There
are two laundromats in Lakes Entrance and there was nobody coming in there. Normally they would
be a hive of activity, cleaning the sheets et cetera from the accommodation places, but there was noone in there. And this story is replicated across the coast and up into the hills and indeed, I am sure,
into northern Victoria as well.
The great disappointment was that those accommodation places were having cancellations months
and months in advance. So the world is hearing ‘Fires’ and they are cancelling. Interstate people are
hearing ‘Fires’ and they are cancelling. That is a shame, and it is crippling our lovely, beautiful tourist
towns. For example, in Paynesville, where I stayed for a week, they were cancelling accommodation
in March. Now that is unnecessary, but we can relate to it and we can understand that people who are
not in the area feel fear around fires. But I would really encourage people to go and contact their
accommodation places and have that discussion and understand that it is quite safe now to return.
The other serious impact, again, is on our farming communities, our fences and the like. I note that
Mr Gepp in his contribution talked about the native timber harvesters. I think they are very much the
unsung heroes in this scenario. I have spoken with many of them in East Gippsland, and they have
really put their own lives and certainly their specialised equipment on the line. They have circled towns
under fire. There is one shot of one of the local timber harvesters that I have spoken with whose own
machinery actually caught fire in dealing with the fires. He was that close. It was a back-burn, but the
back-burn had to happen because a wall of fire was coming down. This was around Tamboon down
on the coast, and I am sure there are other examples of that.
We have seen multiple things and ways that they do them. They have cleared the roads with their
specialised equipment. When I was up at Gelantipy, which is almost in the northern part of the state—
it is up high—we sat at a road block for about half an hour while the harvesters cleared the trees most
selectively. However, it was also good to see that they noticed that there was a koala in one of the
trees. They left the koala until it was able to safely exit the tree. The harvesters went back later on to
clear the tree away, when it was safe for them to do so.
But the concern we have in relation to our native timber harvesters is now they are going to be cut
asunder. Now their whole contracts will be suspended, and now they will not be able to pay their
mortgages or pay for their really specialised and expensive equipment. They have loans out on this
equipment. In fact part of their contracts with the government, with VicForests, was in relation to
extending the way they can harvest and get the best equipment. They had to purchase new equipment.
They now have up to a couple of million dollars worth of loans. This government needs to respect
them, and it needs to make sure that they have longevity.
The government has talked about until 2024, and now there is great danger that through actions of the
government the industry will be closed immediately. This government needs to change that. I relate
that because Mr Gepp also raised that as an issue, and I believe that these good people need to be able
to be sustained and not cut asunder after they have done such sensational work to protect our
communities and keep our access roads open.
The other comment I would make is that in the Assembly I know The Nationals and the Liberals put
out a request that the Assembly go to East Gippsland. It is disappointing that we are not also able to

MOTIONS
186

Legislative Council

Thursday, 6 February 2020

see that come through. I am really not sure whether it is going to happen. When we go to the northern
part of the state, which I fully endorse, the Assembly should go to the east. This is important.
We had a wonderful coalition conference only recently up in Wodonga, and we had the opportunity
to go into that community and support it. We have to go and stay when we have these committee
hearings, and when we have Parliament up there at the end of the year we need to spend our money.
It needs to be rejuvenating and putting money back into the economy of those areas that have been hit
very severely by these terrible fire incidents. With those comments, I fully endorse Mr Davis’s motion
and hope for a speedy passage for it through the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:08): I am very pleased to rise to speak in favour of
Mr Davis’s motion to hold a regional sitting. As has been mentioned by previous speakers, the
crossbench have also been talking about what we can do to support the regional areas and what we
can do to learn directly from people from regional areas the issues that are important to them. I am
from the city, but I have a country property. Before Christmas I travelled up through Gippsland and
saw the preparations for what turned out to be some of the worst fires we have ever seen in that region.
I think this is an excellent idea. Victoria was the first state to start sitting outside its capital city. We
were leaders in this type of initiative, and it is good to see that we will be leaders again, particularly
when we know that these areas absolutely need our assistance.
I do hold some reservations about the behaviour in this chamber. Do we really want to take that on
tour? I would hope when we look at what we are going to do with the regional sitting that we consider
how we present ourselves and that we consider how we have a two-way conversation with those areas
and with the community in those areas.
I am very pleased that the crossbench has agreed to actually go on a regional tour of the whole of
Victoria to do the same thing—to introduce the crossbench to regional Victoria but also to hear from
regional Victorians about what they think is important and the issues that we should be focusing on
here in this chamber.
We know that while recovery is starting to occur in some of the fire-affected areas, they will take a
long time to recover. We can start rebuilding, but even today we are still responding to threats of fires
in Victoria. We are still on alert for fires to reignite. February used to be our worst fire period, so there
is still a long way to go in our fire season. By October or November of this year we will see people
really struggling with that recovery. Some of those mental health issues will be starting to really
deepen. We need to ensure they are being addressed. Local businesses have missed out on the dollars
they would have gotten over Christmas. We know that for a lot of businesses in these tourist areas 50
to 60 per cent of their annual turnover occurs during the Christmas holidays, and they have lost all of
that.
I think this is a great way of taking an esky up there or spending money there and bringing the whole
of the Parliament. Yes, they can see what we do but I hope, more importantly, they see that we can be
up there to support those communities and that we are up there to hear from those communities. Now,
I am not probably suggesting an open mic session in the Parliament but something that does give the
community leaders the opportunity—
Ms Stitt interjected.
Ms PATTEN: Possibly karaoke for Ms Stitt in the chamber may be an interesting way of bringing
our community into the chamber in a more merry way. I for one will not be putting my hand up for
that, and you will all be very grateful that I have refused to sing here.
Mr Limbrick: Sing!
Ms PATTEN: No, I cannot sing, I am afraid, Mr Limbrick. In short, I think that this is a terrific
proposal. I am very much looking forward to going up there. I am very much looking forward to the
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road trip for the crossbench, where all of us—or as many of us as we can—will be joining together,
getting onto a bus and going out to learn, to share and to spend. I am fully supportive of this motion.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:13): I do also fully support this Council going out to
regional Victoria. I have been listening to the debate, and yes, it really irks me, the rhetoric that
metropolitan Melbourne does not care about regional Victoria or we do not understand regional
Victoria when we all in metropolitan Melbourne travel through regional Victoria and holiday in
regional Victoria a lot.
And, respectfully, let us just talk about air quality for 1 minute. The vast majority of my residents,
when they have children, move to regional Victoria for good air quality. Daniel Andrews is a
wonderful example. His family did that when they were small. They lived in Newport and, yes, due
to air quality or what have you they moved to regional Victoria. My sisters, my brothers all did the
same. A lot of people in metropolitan Melbourne have a tree change and move to regional Victoria.
As the member representing the Reason Party has just mentioned, we as a crossbench have been
talking about this from the beginning when we were all elected—that we would hope to actually get
out into regional Victoria because there are three non-metropolitan regions in this house: Eastern
Victoria, Northern Victoria and Western Victoria.
I had criticisms of this Liberal motion. I felt it was too narrow and too short a time frame. I hope that
over the three years we have left we actually get to all three non-metropolitan regions—Eastern
Victoria, Northern Victoria and Western Victoria—and sit in all three of those regions. That is my
hope.
It was great to hear Ms Lovell’s contribution and for her to say that she hopes regional Victoria gets
to meet me and the crossbench. I would hope Ms Lovell would actually talk to her leader and say,
‘How about, Michael O’Brien, you meet with us?’. How about arranging a meeting with all of us, all
of the 11 on the crossbench, sitting down and having meetings with us on a regular basis so that he
actually can work with us here on the crossbench? That would be wonderful. I will say that to The
Nationals leader also: I invite him to have meetings with the crossbench on a regular basis.
But I am more than happy to go out into regional Victoria. I have had a strong relationship with
regional Victoria and the councils in regional Victoria. They do a wonderful job, all the regional
councils. I have sat on boards, including the waste management board; I was their regional
representative when I ran for the Municipal Association of Victoria presidency. I went through
regional Victoria, and that gave me a great insight into what regional Victoria needs and wants.
As the Independent member for Western Metropolitan, I am more than happy to go out into regional
Victoria. You are more than deserving of us having a road trip. As I have said, this motion I feel is
very narrow. I would have hoped that the leader here in the upper house would have actually—Leader
of the Opposition, I should say; sorry, Mr Jennings, my apologies—
Members interjecting.
Dr CUMMING: I mean the half-baked leader here on the other side. He and his party could have
actually had that motion say ‘Eastern Victoria, Northern Victoria, Western Victoria over the next three
years’ so we reached out to the whole of regional Victoria. His scope is very narrow. His time frame
is very narrow. He has also just specifically said ‘regions’ rather than giving the staff here more scope
to actually pick a proper venue due to the narrowness of his motion.
Mr Finn interjected.
Dr CUMMING: I am going to ignore any interjections. I actually hope that the two people here—
only one now; goodbye—or the one here from the opposition actually listens. I am glad this is
recorded, and I am glad that I am on Hansard. Michael O’Brien, how about meeting with us here on
the crossbench? I have been here 12 months. I have not met you. We have not had a meeting. We have
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passed in the corridors. But you know what? I am reaching out. I am hoping that you want to work
with the crossbench. It was great to hear, like I said, in Ms Lovell’s contribution that she wants regional
Victoria to meet the crossbench. Well, you know what? I would like your leader to meet us too.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (11:19): I am pleased to rise to talk today about the prospect of a
regional sitting in north-eastern Victoria and the motion which is, on the notice paper, to be moved by
Mr Davis but which was in substance moved by Ms Lovell when she spoke on it earlier this morning.
I like to think that there are moments for optimism and moments for seeing the glass as half full. I
would like to hope that, notwithstanding some of the disgraceful behaviour that occurs in this chamber
and that is forever consigned to what should be the dustbin of inappropriate conduct throughout the
parliamentary ages, we might see fit to drag ourselves out of the gutter of verbal stoushes, chest
thumping, inappropriate gestures, bellowing, screaming, storm outs and all sorts of dirty tactics being
undertaken by members of this place in whatever iteration has occurred throughout various
parliaments; that in fact a regional sitting might put on a better show and might provide, as Ms Lovell
has optimistically set out in her contribution, an opportunity for people to connect with their elected
representatives, whether as local members or as members of the cabinet, or indeed, as Dr Cumming
has said, with the current Leader of the Opposition, who is yet to meet with the crossbench since the
2018 election.
I think that optimism, however, must be tempered by realism. There are a number of factors to consider
in this. Firstly, I think that we as a Parliament overstate the level of interest that people will take in the
machinations and procedures of the Legislative Council. We would like to think that we scintillate and
sizzle, that we sparkle with wit and erudite contributions which will stand the test of time. Much as we
might think that we are Rumpole of the Bailey or Mad Max or Jerry Maguire, much as we might think
that we are Erin Brockovich, much as we might think that we are Sam Newman in some cases, as
certain contributions might encourage us to conclude, we are in fact seen by the vast majority of people
as nameless, faceless hacks who are out of touch with the world and the problems, challenges and
opportunities which it faces.
There is a reason that politicians are so mistrusted, are so maligned and are seen as the least valuable
contributors to society—and I operated as a lawyer before coming into politics, so I have arguably
gone from the second least popular profession in the world to the least popular profession in the world.
I think that people should be prepared to, firstly, in this chamber put their best foot forward and lift
themselves into a semblance of civility, good purpose and public interest and, secondly, not expect
that there will be crowds circling whatever building this chamber might sit in, having travelled an hour
from Corryong or having travelled an hour from Myrtleford to see what it is that we get up to in this
place which has been, I think quite appropriately, nicknamed the ‘red morgue’ over the years.
I think that we need to demonstrate that what is delivered through any regional sitting of this chamber
manifests in actual improved engagement, actual better connections, a legitimate form of conversation
about what it is that elected representatives do and, further, that this correlates to increased expenditure,
increased awareness and increased involvement with the work to recover, rebuild, support and assist
regional communities affected by fire, because it is all too easy to fall into the tired, pessimistic ground
of tokenism when you come to a motion like this.
I look forward, in the event that we do head to northern Victoria, to making sure that Ms Lovell and
her lofty and optimistic ideals are held fully to account, that Ms Lovell and indeed everybody else are
on their best behaviour and that in fact we give Victorians a reason perhaps not to think that we are all
bottom-dwelling miscreants who simply do not care about Victorians and who have a lend of the
position of authority and elected power that we take on here but that in fact we do our jobs.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms SHING: I will take that interjection up. Ms Lovell said, ‘I don’t know that this has anything to
do with the motion’. You know what? This has everything to do with the motion, Ms Lovell, because
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if we do not deliver as a chamber in a way that stands the reputation of this Parliament in good stead,
if we do not deliver in a way that actually builds upon the incredible work being undertaken by
individual members, by communities, by community organisations and by governments to take empty
eskies, to build civic partnerships, to work across multiple levels of government, to provide record
investment—
Ms Lovell is rolling her eyes. It is a shame that you think that these initiatives are not worth listening
to or putting on the record, Ms Lovell. What a shame. That speaks perhaps to your lack of proper
purpose in moving a motion like this. I would suggest—
Ms Lovell: On a point of order, Acting President, personal attacks on members are
unparliamentary. I ask that you bring the member back to the motion, which is about holding a sitting
in regional Victoria.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem): I am not sure I can uphold the point of order. I think
there has been two-way traffic, including your contribution, but I ask Ms Shing to go back to the
motion. You have got 8 minutes to go. I believe maybe 6 minutes, because Ms Lovell might need her
2-minute right of reply.
Ms SHING: Yes, sure; thank you, Acting President. It is difficult, isn’t it, Ms Lovell, to hear things
that you do not agree with. That is why I think it is going to be really important for this Parliament, in
the event that we do head to northern Victoria, to actually achieve something, to actually achieve
something that builds on the work of local, state and federal governments, to achieve something that
actually creates direct dialogue, for locals and communities, groups and organisations to be able to see
the whites of the eyes of the people who sit in this chamber.
I want any regional sitting to be better than a token effort that saves local schools a trip down to
Melbourne to see us in action. I want local communities not to have to come away from a regional
sitting thinking that all politicians are the same and only in it for themselves. I think that if we are to
be optimistic about the purpose for which this motion has been put, it in fact behoves people like
Ms Lovell and everyone else who has been part of speaking on this motion, me included, to be part of
delivering something above and beyond what is already part of the agenda in bushfire recovery and
response. I think that within the scope of the processes that we have here in the upper house there will
be limits on the extent to which we can do that. I think we do need to be more expansive in the way in
which the Parliament and individual members, the cabinet, the shadow cabinet and any sort of
crossbench affiliation and grouping might engage with communities in this context of a regional
sitting.
Separate and aside from that, I think it is also vital that communities continue to receive the support
and the engagement of people staying in local accommodation and people going out to do the sorts of
things—to shop, to purchase and to enjoy experiences, to rent cars, to hire a boat or do whatever else
might take place in bushfire-affected areas—that put money into local economies and that provide
dignity and engagement for people as they get back to doing what they know and what they love as
they rejoin the ranks of our visitor economy in what will hopefully be a more prosperous end to
summer and start to autumn.
I hope too that we will be able to talk to people directly impacted by bushfire and continue to reinforce
the message that it is so important to accept the grants and assistance that are available to them. It is
so common that people in regional and rural areas affected by disaster will decline offers of help, will
in fact say that someone else needs it more, will in fact say that they do not want to be part of applying
for a grant or for assistance because they are too proud and they would never accept charity. I think
one of the messages that we as parliamentarians need to take to these communities is the importance
of applying for and accepting grants and assistance so that money can be returned to local economies,
that in fact this is not about being a grant recipient—if indeed they feel uncomfortable about taking
such money—but rather something that will in fact enable local shops to employ people, local stores
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to get in more product lines, businesses to be able to reopen their doors and online platforms to be able
to be developed and delivered.
These are the sorts of meaningful things that I think should happen. I do not think that they will
necessarily only happen because of a regional sitting, but I think that it falls to us to make sure that we
are doing everything possible in the event that there is such an engagement through a regional sitting
to deliver these sorts of on-the-ground practical messages and also to listen to those who have so much
to say in the aftermath of these devastating fires. We do not oppose the motion.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (11:31): I thank all of the contributors to this motion, which it
appears will be supported by the vast majority of the house. I too want the Parliament to be reflected
in a good light when it goes into my electorate, and I hope that my constituents will not be subject to
a pious lecture from Ms Shing, as she tends to deliver to so many of us in this chamber on a daily
basis. My constituents need more than you talking down to them, Ms Shing. They need you to listen
to them, and I hope that you will come with your hearing aids so that you can hear them when they
tell you how they feel about the policies of this government and also the impact that the fires have had
on my region.
I also agree with Minister Symes, who said that anyone in this chamber who could not get themselves
up to the bushfire areas to listen to the people of the bushfire areas should not be a member of
Parliament. I think that perhaps Mr Gepp could reflect on that statement by Ms Symes, because he
actually supposedly represents the bushfire area but has not been there.
The motion today is about listening to country Victoria, it is about being in country Victoria, it is about
everybody in country Victoria having access to members of Parliament and every member of
Parliament focusing on the issues that are facing the people who are in the bushfire area. It is interesting
that the government said that we had broadened the area for the sitting to be held to be too wide by
including Wangaratta and Wodonga. Then I listened to Dr Cumming, who said that it is far too narrow.
For Dr Cumming’s edification, it is being narrowed down to this area because that is where the
bushfires impacted. There would be no point for us to be having this sitting in the City of Darebin.
They were not impacted by the fires. It is not about a broad area that anyone can choose to take the
Parliament to. This is about specifically going to the bushfire areas, about listening to their issues,
about engaging with them, talking about what is needed for the recovery effort and how we can best
assist these areas to recover from the recent bushfires but also how we can assist them to prevent any
further bushfires impacting on their region in the future.
Of course, we live in Australia; we will always have bushfires. But we need to reduce the impact of
those fires. There are people who live in those areas who know those areas well, who have very good,
very sound knowledge of those areas, who know how to reduce the risk of bushfires. They are the
ones that know how to fight the fires when the fires are blazing, and we need as a Parliament to listen
to them and to act on their recommendations.
Motion agreed to.
POLITICAL DONATIONS
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (11:34): I move:
That this house urges the Victorian government to act on the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission’s findings of serious corruption at Casey City Council by:
(1) dismissing the Casey City Council and holding democratic elections for a new council as soon as
possible;
(2) introducing legislation to ban donations to political parties, sitting politicians and state and municipal
candidates made by property developers and associated entities, in line with New South Wales and
Queensland legislation; and
(3) ensuring that property developers cannot provide direct or indirect financial support or gifts to members
of Parliament, councillors, planning staff or their families.
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I was very disappointed that the Legislative Council did not support my private members bill last year
aimed at returning a say in planning matters to local communities, though I was encouraged that it was
a close vote. I appreciated the support of my colleagues, and I thought the contributions of Mr David
Davis and Dr Samantha Ratnam were particularly strong and persuasive. I thought we clearly won the
argument, with the government providing a limp and lame rebuttal. I was also very encouraged by the
extent of support I received on this issue from ordinary residents. So if we can win an argument about
overdevelopment, why do we not win the vote?
Sadly I think the astonishing revelations of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission, or IBAC, into Casey council, which came after the debate and vote on my bill, provide
all too much insight into why governments support property developers rather than ordinary residents.
You know, we are all a bit conceited in Victoria. We like to think we are less redneck than other states;
we like to think that other states might be corrupt but Victoria is not, but the IBAC inquiry into Casey
council reveals a much murkier picture.
The inquiry has been told that Casey councillor Sam Aziz, last seen in Egypt, received a staggering
$900 000 from the property developer John Woodman, allegedly for advice on smart cities, which of
course is property developer code for compacting us all into what eventually turns out to be highdensity slums. The inquiry was also told that Casey councillor and former Liberal Party candidate
Geoff Ablett received $330 000 for looking after racehorses. In 2018–19 he was paid more than
$60 000 to look after a horse that never raced. It is a bit like that episode from Yes Minister about the
super-efficient hospital: it was really efficient but it had no patients. The horse in question was called
Prima Facie, and one thing that is prima facie about this so-called employment is that prima facie it is
a bribe.
Cr Ablett supported a bid by Mr Woodman to have industrial land at Cranbourne West rezoned. The
proposal, known as C219, has been reported to be worth $100 million to the landowner, Leighton, and
millions personally to Mr Woodman. Cr Ablett said he was not aware that Mr Woodman was involved
in the rezoning bid when a motion to support the rezoning came before council in February 2014, but
IBAC produced an email showing Mr Woodman had lobbied Cr Ablett about the issue before the
vote. Nor could Cr Ablett explain why Mr Woodman made payments into Cr Ablett’s bank account
at the time using a false name. The IBAC also heard plenty of other revelations about how property
developers corrupt the planning process. For example, Mr Woodman’s company Watsons Pty Ltd and
a consultancy company paid sums of money to a residents’ group and its president allegedly totalling
$190 000, a classic astroturfing exercise, disguising a property developer’s agenda as a grassroots
residents’ campaign. It included the developer, Leighton, covering the cost of the group’s website,
signage and letterbox drops; paying for a barrister that appeared for the group; and paying the president
$5000 a month as a market researcher. This shows the insidious influence developers can have on
decision-making and how they will stop at nothing to get projects approved at the local level. A refusal
by council of course has to be corrected by the developer at VCAT or, in the case of a rezoning, by
the minister.
Frankly, these payments are a disgrace. They are an ugly stain on Victoria’s integrity and reputation.
I am not one for sacking councils, but Casey council should be sacked, and I say that with the proviso
that elections are held as quickly as possible straight after, because I think people should be
democratically represented at the local level. You have to wonder why it has not happened already.
Poor old ex-Geelong mayor Darryn Lyons must be scratching his brightly coloured head in disbelief.
He and his council were sacked because they were annoying the local Labor MPs, but the Casey
council’s position is totally untenable. Its credibility is totally shot. It admitted as much when it moved
after the IBAC revelations to hand over its planning powers to some unelected committee—a vote of
no confidence in itself if there ever was one—and who knows what influences will be brought to bear
on that unrepresentative committee.
You have to wonder why the government allows this particular council to continue. Is it because either
some of the councillors or some of the property developers have enough on government ministers that
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they are in too weak a position to move to sack the council? Counsel assisting the IBAC, Michael
Tovey, asked developer lobbyist Megan Schutz about whether some MPs were more friendly than
others in their approach to her at fundraisers. In response, Ms Schutz named the Premier, the Deputy
Premier, the Treasurer, as well as former Labor MPs for Cranbourne and Narre Warren South. And
the IBAC has heard that John Woodman paid $8500 for tickets to a dinner with Premier Andrews at
the Hellenic Museum in 2018. Indeed Mr Woodman paid tens of thousands of dollars to political
parties, with almost $160 000 donated to the ALP once it became likely they would win the last
election.
Mr Woodman and other property developers have been happy to make payments not just at council
level but at state level and happy to make payments to both Labor and Liberal parties. They are
politically agnostic; they just want to be on the winning side.
Premier Andrews says he has done nothing wrong. His explanation is that he has not discussed any
specific planning applications with Mr Woodman. Premier Andrews has said, concerning a lunch at
the Flower Drum, that he did not discuss any planning matters with Mr Woodman and would have
walked out if they were raised. While admitting to attending many fundraisers with property
developers, he says, ‘I don’t discuss active planning matters with people that are involved in those
planning matters’.
With the greatest of respect, Premier, that is just not good enough. If a political party or a minister is
discussing any policy issues with developers at the same time as they are receiving campaign donations
from them, the public interest is taking a dive, and of course property developers are only too happy
to give governments the benefit of their views on the need for urban consolidation, high-rise, less red
tape—code for ordinary residents and their municipal councils having less say—and of course the
urgent need for more rapid population growth in Melbourne. You can imagine what they would say
to ministers and MPs about my private members bill proposal to give more say to local residents over
building heights. You can imagine what they would say about protecting and preventing the
demolition of heritage buildings.
The list of donations made by Mr Woodman and associated entities to Victorian politicians is
breathtakingly long and alarming. Many Labor MPs benefited from his largesse. Macedon MP MaryAnne Thomas received $10 000, Ringwood member Dustin Halse received $5000, Ferntree Gully
candidate Julie Buxton received $5000. Mr Woodman says he donated or planned to donate $5000 to
the member for Cranbourne, Pauline Richards. Mr Woodman said Ms Richards was willing to pledge
her support for the land rezoning Mr Woodman was seeking. Deputy Premier James Merlino received
$4000. Current MP Sonya Kilkenny received $3100. Minister Martin Pakula admits to receiving
$3300, but the counsel assisting IBAC has suggested donations to his 2014 and 2018 campaigns were
worth more than $20 000, so this is a grey area.
Age investigative journalist Royce Millar reported on 29 November last year that in October and
November 2018 senior Labor figures repeatedly assured the Age and the Sunday Age that
Mr Woodman and his companies had not donated to Labor for many years. This was clearly a
deliberate attempt to mislead the Age, and frankly it goes to the heart of whether or not this government
can be honest about these matters. In total, in 2018 Labor candidates received $157 900 from
Mr Woodman, a big increase from the $94 500 they received from him in 2014. Conversely, Liberal
candidates received $63 000, less than the $80 000 they received in 2014.
At the local government level, Mr Woodman was a big supporter of Liberal-linked councillors Sam
Aziz and Geoff Ablett, as I have described. He also hired former Mordialloc Liberal MP Lorraine
Wreford as a political lobbyist. Ms Wreford and Cr Aziz communicated with each other via encrypted
WhatsApp messages, and Ms Wreford delivered bags of cash totalling more than $100 000 to Cr Aziz.
I do not have information about who gets to see the Victorian planning minister—unlike in other states,
we cannot see his diary—but I did see a report about the New South Wales planning minister’s
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meetings in 2017, and it provided plenty of insight into the way campaign donations load the dice and
diminish our democracy.
Between January and September 2017 the New South Wales planning minister met 53 times with
property developers or property interest groups, but not with a single resident. The Walker Group
donated $475 000 to the federal and New South Wales Liberal parties and met with the planning
minister three times. Meriton donated $226 000 between 2010 and 2017 and met with the planning
minister four times in 2017. The TOGA Group donated $93 000 to the federal Liberal Party and met
the planning minister once in 2017. The Property Council of Australia donated $65 000 between 2010
and 2017 and met with the planning minister four times in 2017. But there is no evidence that the
planning minister met with any ordinary residents. It is claimed that ministers are too busy to see
ordinary residents, but if they have the time to see property developers, then we live in a society where
property developers are more important and have more influence than ordinary residents, which is just
not good enough.
Is it any different in Victoria? Not according to the evidence given by property lobbyist Megan Schutz
to IBAC. She said small fundraisers for state MPs give developers and lobbyists direct access to
ministers to discuss planning issues. She told IBAC she was able to approach ministers during
functions held by the Labor fundraising body Progressive Business and that she was going to so many
events in 2017 and 2018 that it was hard to keep track of them all.
For members of Parliament, candidates and political parties to take campaign donations from property
developers is not okay, and the truth is it took an IBAC inquiry to bring a lot of these donations out
into the open because both the developers and the politicians knew perfectly well that it was not okay.
They were not in the business of publicly and transparently disclosing such donations. The Age has
reported that:
Under the Local Government Act there is no cap on the level of gifts or donations that a councillor or council
candidate may receive. It’s a gaping hole in state legislation and one that IBAC has shown keen interest in.

The government needs to tell this house, as a matter of urgency, what action it plans to take to tackle
this.
Is the problem confined to Casey council? Probably not. There was enough resident concern about the
process and the outcomes of the Martha Cove redevelopment at Safety Beach in the Mornington
Peninsula shire, where John Woodman was also active, to suggest that IBAC should have a look at
this also. Local residents have questioned why council sold council land to the Martha Cove developer
in 2003 by private treaty instead of going to a public auction. A Mornington Peninsula shire councillor
at the time, Judith Graley said the council had very little discretion about the Martha Cove
development because of the approvals given by the state Labor government of the day. This sits
awkwardly with the councillors deciding to sell the land privately rather than publicly and also sits
awkwardly with Cr Graley later working for Labor MPs and getting Labor preselection for the seat of
Narre Warren South, well removed from the Shire of Mornington Peninsula.
In 2002 Mount Martha residents wrote to their local paper complaining that there was insufficient time
to study the proposed development. They said:
The Community must have the time to discuss and absorb the impact of what seems to be suburbanisation on
this essentially rural beach …

In 2004 the president of the Safety Beach foreshore landscape committee said:
Developers and local governments are a formidable force against whom coastal-dwelling communities have
little power.

They went on to say:
At Safety Beach corporate greed is being confused with “progress” and landscape exploitation with
“development”.
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I am aware that the Shire of Mornington Peninsula has resolved to review certain planning decisions
in the light of the Casey council revelations. While I welcome such a decision, I think a more
independent review is warranted and believe that IBAC should also investigate these decisions.
The government will point to the campaign financing laws that it has now put in place. These changes
are certainly welcome and a big step forward, but political parties and developers are absolute masters
of getting around financing restrictions: setting up multiple entities, moving money between state and
federal branches et cetera. The government has done little to give us confidence that it is sincere about
campaign financing transparency. According to the Australian Electoral Commission,
Mr Woodman’s planning consultancy, Watsons Pty Ltd, gave $24 000 to the ALP Victorian branch
for the 2018 state election and $10 000 to Labor for the federal poll. But thanks to IBAC we know that
he donated almost $160 000 to Labor for the November state election. Most of this has not been
disclosed by IBAC because most of his donations were under the disclosure threshold of $13 800.
Without IBAC we would have never known.
The Sustainable Australia Party believes that the only way to clean up this mess is to ban donations
from property developers altogether. This is what has happened in New South Wales and Queensland.
The 2018 New South Wales Electoral Funding Act bans donations from property developers to
political parties. Property developers are listed as ‘prohibited donors’. A property developer is defined
as an individual or corporation when one relevant planning application has been made by or on behalf
of the individual or corporation that is pending—one application. It is also when three or more relevant
planning applications have been made by or on behalf of the individual or corporation and determined
within the preceding seven years. In Queensland the local government electoral and other legislation
amendment acts of 2018 and of 2019 banned donations from property developers and industry bodies
which have property developers as a majority of their members.
I will not pretend that the legislation was accepted instantly or easily. Matters have been raised here.
Some will be concerned about the constitution in regard to this matter. But in 2015 there was a High
Court challenge to the law by a property developer, Mr McCloy. The High Court upheld the donation
restrictions on the basis that, despite burdening the freedom, they were a legitimate means of pursuing
the objective of removing the risk and perception of corruption and undue influence in New South
Wales politics.
At the same time Mr McCloy in 2014 had told the New South Wales ICAC that he felt like a ‘walking
ATM’ before the 2011 New South Wales election. The commission heard how Mr McCloy had given
envelopes stuffed with $10 000 in cash to both the candidate for Charleston, Andrew Cornwell, and
the candidate for Newcastle, Tim Owen. The member for Swansea was also forced to move to the
crossbench after ICAC was told he accepted $1500 from Mr McCloy for his campaign.
In Queensland the recommendation for the banning of donations from property developers came out
of the Queensland Crime and Corruption Commission’s 2017 report titled Operation Belcarra:
A Blueprint for Integrity and Addressing Corruption Risk in Local Government. In response to the
report Queensland Premier Annastacia Palaszczuk said:
I will ensure that developer donations are banned.

She went further by adding:
I will not make rules for local councils that I am not prepared to follow myself, so any changes we make will
apply to state, as well as local government.

It is time we caught up with New South Wales and Queensland. They have cleaned up their act. We
need to do the same. Those states had had scandals just like we are having in Casey. I hope the IBAC
inquiry into Casey council has disabused this Parliament of the idea that here in Victoria we are
corruption free. I hope the Parliament realises that we need action to kill off political donations from
property developers to councillors, members of Parliament, candidates and political parties as well as
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planning officers. Such action is absolutely necessary if we are to restore public confidence in the
integrity of our planning system.
As long ago as 2008 Royce Millar in the Age was drawing attention to this issue. He wrote:
… there is little doubt that many in the property industry are encouraged to believe that financial contributions
to the governing party help their cause.

He said the Age had uncovered a correlation in the timing of property developer donations and key
planning issues and expressly mentioned the Martha Cove development. He reported that half of all
contributors to Labor’s fundraising arm, Progressive Business, were involved in the property or
infrastructure industries. He quoted one Labor MP as saying:
We haven’t had the scandals but it’s just a matter of time.

He was certainly right about that. The government is soon to bring the Local Government Bill 2019
before this house. I think it would be a definite feather in their cap if they included provisions as called
for in this resolution.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (11:58): I rise to begin a contribution in relation to Dr Hayes’s
motion on the notice paper as it relates to—I am sorry, Mr Hayes, have I just elevated you to the status
of doctor? My apologies for that. I did not mean to pull a Bettina Arndt on you there.
I did, however, wish to speak on this particular motion today as it relates to an urging of the house to
act on the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission’s revelations of serious corruption
at Casey council. I note that there are a number of components to the motion as drafted by Mr Hayes,
the first being a call to dismiss the Casey council; the second being a call to introduce legislation to
ban donations to political parties, sitting politicians—state and municipal—and candidates made by
property developers and associated entities in line with similar New South Wales and Queensland
legislation; and the third urging the house to ensure that property developers cannot provide direct or
indirect financial support or gifts to members of Parliament, councillors, planning staff or their
families.
At the outset I do want to indicate that the government will not be able to support this motion, for
reasons that I will go into when given the opportunity. I think that having made those preliminary
remarks about the scope of the motion, and the hour being what it is, we might now be in a position to
look toward the commencement of question time when and as 12 noon hits us, but before then it is
opportune to note that there are a number of things in Mr Hayes’s contribution here today which
overlap very squarely with work that the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission is
undertaking alongside work which the implementation monitor is also undertaking, having been
appointed to examine governance at the Casey City Council and report back to the Minister for Local
Government in relation to those matters. The implementation monitor, Ms Laurinda Gardner, has been
appointed and has indicated to the minister that a report will be completed by 11 February, and I note
that that is only a few days away from now. In that sense the idea of timing is absolutely crucial.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 4 February.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:01): Before I call on Ms Crozier to ask her question, on a point of order
yesterday I committed to Ms Crozier that I would review an answer from Minister Mikakos. In
reviewing that answer in Hansard I have decided the minister did answer the question, and I will not
be ordering a response.
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HOSPITAL WAITING LISTS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:01): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, hospital waitlists are the worst they have been since the Andrews government was elected
in 2014. Daniel Andrews promised to fix ambulance ramping and the waitlists. Your government has
failed on both accounts. Minister, you told 3AW this morning that waitlists have not got worse. How
can you say that when the waitlists have blown out by 10 000 people or more and there are now nearly
51 000 people who are in pain and their lives are at risk as they wait on those waiting lists?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:02): I thank the member for her question, and I note that just last night in the adjournment debate
Ms Crozier did refer to Australia’s health system as being fantastic. I certainly want to take the
opportunity to thank our dedicated health workforce, who do an incredible job and do provide fantastic
service to Victorians, and we are backing them in. We are backing them in with almost 40 per cent
more money than the coalition provided. When Ms Crozier and Mr Davis were running Victoria’s
health system, they were starving the health system.
Despite record demand, those Victorians waiting for elective surgery are being seen sooner than
anywhere else in Australia, and that is confirmed by the national Productivity Commission data that
was released on Friday. This is not our government’s data; this is in fact the national Productivity
Commission data that shows that the median time to treat in Victoria was 28 days for 2018–19
compared to the national median time to treat of 41. If you look at what is happening in New South
Wales, where there is in fact a Liberal government, in New South Wales the median time to treat for
elective surgery patients is 56 days, so 28 days in Victoria, 41 across the nation and 56 in New South
Wales. We know that when the Liberals were last in government in Victoria the numbers had in fact
blown out to 42 days.
You can look at the statewide waiting list numbers, but the better indicator is in fact: how long are
people waiting to get their surgery? The reality is that Victoria is offering elective surgery to Victorians
faster than any other state or territory. In fact we are the fastest at 28 days. This is because we are
making the investment that is necessary—$12.2 billion—
Members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS: That is absolute nonsense, Mr Davis—absolute nonsense. The Liberals are
peddling absolute nonsense. The only cuts to our hospitals have in fact come from your Liberal
colleagues in Canberra. Why do you not ask them to reverse those cuts? At least Matthew Guy, before
the last state election, had the decency to say that we need a better deal for Victorian hospitals. At least
Matthew Guy had the decency to call for that. Why isn’t Mr O’Brien doing the same? (Time expired)
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Minister. I remind members that interjections at that level are
disorderly, and I encourage the minister to ignore them.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:06): I note the minister’s lack of concern for those
thousands that are waiting on waitlists, so I ask: Minister, will you provide the necessary funding to
prevent further savage cuts to Victoria’s health system?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:06): There have been no funding cuts from our government. The only cuts have been $305 million
in retrospective funding cuts from the Liberal government in Canberra. It is an indictment on those
opposite that they will not call for these funding cuts to be reversed. These cuts have had to be absorbed
by our hospitals, and this has been a significant challenge for us as we have had to absorb these funding
cuts not even prospectively but retrospectively—retrospective funding cuts of that magnitude.
We understand the anxiety a patient feels waiting for care. This is why we are working to reduce that
time as much as possible. The investment that we are making—almost 40 per cent more than was
provided by the Liberals—a record $12.2 billion, a $2.5 billion boost in the state budget last year to
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run our hospitals, is in fact resulting in the fastest ever time to treatment for elective surgery for
Victorians. (Time expired)
E-CIGARETTES
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:07): My question also is to the Minister for
Health. In late January the Royal Australian College of General Practitioners produced a report
supporting the use of e-cigarettes as a legitimate quitting aid for smokers. The report states, and I
quote:
… two studies compared e-cigarettes containing nicotine to placebo e-cigarettes. Participants using a nicotinecontaining e-cigarette were more likely to have abstained from smoking for at least six months, compared
with participants using placebo e-cigarette.

Also, in recent events big tobacco has finally made their move federally, and it is nothing to do with
vaping. They are talking about their heat-not-burn technology, rather than vaping. Has the minister
taken any new advice based on these events?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:08): I thank the member for that question in relation to his continued advocacy around these issues.
What I would refer the member to is the fact that there have been very wideranging concerns expressed
by a number of organisations around concerns with vaping and the issue of e-cigarettes.
I refer him to advice from the Cancer Council going back to 2016. I refer him to the US surgeongeneral more recently—December 2018—where the US surgeon-general, Vice-Admiral Jerome
Adams, issued an advisory stressing the importance of protecting children from a lifetime of nicotine
addiction and associated health risks by addressing the epidemic of youth e-cigarette use. I have made
the point on numerous occasions that we certainly do not want to be letting the cat out of the bag and
following the US in this respect. They are certainly understanding now that they have made a very
significant error in terms of enabling so many of their young people to access e-cigarettes and vaping.
I also refer him to the Cancer Council media release of 29 May 2019 where Todd Harper, the CEO,
referred to the number of Victorians who smoke being likely to continue to fall. But he did go on to
say that those who are advocating that somehow we need to use vaping as a way to crack the numbers
of smokers is not supported by the evidence.
I refer the member also to the American Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, where they said
on 6 September 2019 that over 450 possible cases of lung illness associated with the use of e-cigarette
products have been reported to the CDC from 34 US states and territories and there were five
confirmed deaths. I understand that figure was subsequently updated to at least 34 deaths. I refer him
also to the AMA’s statement on 18 September 2019 where they urged for a precautionary approach to
e-cigarettes for some time.
I guess, in summary, there are many reputable organisations internationally that continue to urge
caution and a precautionary approach around e-cigarettes and vaping and e-liquids and the types of
chemicals in them. We will also continue to follow that advice in terms of our approach here. As I
have said on a number of occasions, we do not want to have our young people take up a lifetime of
smoking.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:11): I thank the minister for her answer. If the
Royal Australian College of General Practitioners has felt the need to publish this advice, clearly some
patients must be inquiring with their doctor about vaping to quit smoking. I am not a medical expert,
but it appears that the college of general practitioners and the minister have different beliefs about this,
so who is correct?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:11): I thank the member. I will continue to take advice from my department and also hear from
those working in the health profession around the risks associated with vaping and e-cigarettes. We
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will continue to monitor the evolving research and evidence around these issues, but the weight of
evidence to date does urge a very precautionary approach, and we think that we have struck the
appropriate balance.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:12): I rise to update the house on how the Andrews Labor government is taking every measure to
ensure that the Victorian community is kept safe and informed with the latest information following
the 2019 novel coronavirus outbreak.
From the start of the outbreak in China, Victoria has been preparing our health system in case it did
come to our shores. On 10 January the Victorian chief health officer put out an alert telling doctors to
be watchful for patients who had travelled to Wuhan and presented with fever and respiratory
symptoms. On 20 January my department set up an incident management team, and the next day it
met to coordinate the public health and sector response. There have been a series of alerts and advice
to both medical professionals and the community. As members would be aware, on 25 January
Victoria and Australia diagnosed their first confirmed case.
Since 26 January Victorians seeking medical advice have been able to call a dedicated public hotline
that also has a Chinese Mandarin translator service available and is staffed by registered nurses to
provide advice 24/7. The Victorian government has also coordinated the distribution of 90 000 P2
respirators to general practices in collaboration with primary health networks. The department also
undertakes careful contact tracing in order to identify any close contacts to confirmed cases and is in
daily contact with the Australian Health Protection Principal Committee, Communicable Diseases
Network Australia, the national incident room and our other government counterparts.
I wish to assure everyone that the Victorian government is taking this issue very seriously. You do not
have to take my word for it. Minister Hunt recently acknowledged Victoria’s contribution, saying:
As we look around the states, we know that those three states that have had confirmed cases have been
especially cooperative.
Victoria, through their reference laboratory, has helped lead the nation.

I want to congratulate the Doherty Institute for its groundbreaking discovery growing the virus, which
will help develop a vaccine and hopefully provide a cure for the world more quickly.
I am also pleased to advise the house that one of the four Victorian confirmed cases was discharged
from hospital yesterday and has now returned home. All Victorian confirmed cases are either stable
in hospital or isolated at home. We will keep working to ensure our health system is well prepared to
manage this virus outbreak and informing the community about the latest advice to ensure that
everyone is able to stay safe. I want to particularly acknowledge the incredible work of our chief health
officer and his team.
METRO TUNNEL
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:15): My question is to the
Leader of the Government. Minister, the government’s widely discussed offer to the Metro Tunnel
contractors for additional payment of public moneys in the order of $3 billion on the condition the
Metro Tunnel project is completed as scheduled was rejected. Can you please inform the house why?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:15): There is a huge
difference between what might be widely discussed and what is widely validated by the truth, as
distinct from speculation. There are a lot of conversations that go on that may not be very well
informed. On that basis, Mr Davis, can I actually say to you that I am not in a position to confirm at
all the supposition that you gave about the quantum of what discussions there may have been of a
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dollar amount in relation to project completion between the government or any contractor. So I am not
confirming that figure, and I am certainly not in any subsequent words confirming that that is the
nature of discussion between the government and any contractor or the basis of whether it has been
accepted or rejected.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:16): A ‘neither confirm nor
deny’ approach.
Mr Jennings: I denied what you asserted to be true.
Mr DAVIS: You didn’t quite. Minister, therefore will you confirm for the house that your
colleague the Minister for Transport Infrastructure required changes to the scoping of the Metro
Tunnel project, including station boxes, that have been responsible at least in part for the cost blowout
and for making a hard commitment to the original completion date risky for the contractors?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:17): No, I can definitely not
confirm what you have asserted in your supplementary question to be true.
POLITICAL DONATIONS
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question without notice is to the Minister for
Local Government. Minister, the Age has reported that under the Local Government Act 1989 there is
no cap on the level of gifts or donations that a councillor or council candidate may receive. It is a
gaping hole in state legislation and one that IBAC has taken a keen interest in. Will the government
consider a cap on the level of gifts or donations that a councillor or council candidate may receive?
Ms Shing: On a point of order, President, I am just wondering how this fits with a motion that is
currently in the process of being debated by this chamber and also in relation to legislation which may
in fact already be part of the parliamentary process.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Hayes, we have got a problem with anticipating your debate. Unfortunately
we are in the middle of it, so can I suggest we potentially come back to you towards the end of question
time. I will get the clerks to have a conversation with you.
ANGLESEA MINE REHABILITATION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12:19): My question is for the Special Minister of State, as
the subject encompasses many portfolios. Only a couple of short months after entering this place I
began working with Eden Project and Alcoa in Anglesea, the proposed site for an extraordinary project
of significance, a project of vision and practicality showcasing what can be achieved in the
rehabilitation of a mine site and a world-class example of ecotourism that will also provide significant
jobs and business opportunities for Anglesea and the local farms that supply it. I have worked
diligently for many months with all stakeholders and tried to help bring this project to fruition. I have
negotiated with government departments and ministers as well as private and public stakeholders.
Eden Project cannot wait forever. There are others who are more than willing to snap up the
opportunity. Will the government commit to this project and to the people of Anglesea and overcome
the final hurdles for approval?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:20): I thank Mr Meddick for
his question. I do not want to overstate my significance in the importance of this project or any other
project. Mr Meddick was very kind to me in his assumption that I have an interest as a member of the
government. I do not have any direct responsibility, but I do have an interest.
There are conversations I have been party to with those ministers within government who are
responsible, and they range from those ministers that are responsible for regional development,
creating jobs and investment through to the interests of Treasury, the interests of the environment
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portfolio and the interests of the water portfolio, to name a few. All of those agencies and all of those
ministers will have slightly different priorities in what they might be wanting to achieve in this
important project—the potential for this project.
I certainly know that there are many passionate advocates, such as you have demonstrated in your
question, for the potential to thread the eye of the needle of environmental values and of delivering an
ecotourism product that does not either displace or inappropriately use large volumes of water to
support an ecotourism development. I know that there are some members of the community that are
apprehensive about it. There is certainly some caution that has to be applied in relation to the
assessment and the way in which these various objectives can be achieved. I take it that Mr Meddick
is hoping, along with others, for the government to clarify its position and to provide certainty about
whether the government have formed the view that the business case is viable and worthy of support
or whether we take a contrary view in considering water consequences or planning.
I take that as the spirit of your question and your urging in your question. I will have to defer to my
colleagues in relation to assuming their various responsibilities in relation to whether this project goes
forward, but I certainly am aware that you are not the only voice in the Parliament who is very actively
interested in this project and sees the potential benefits for western Victoria.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUSHFIRE RECOVERY INITIATIVES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:22): I want to use my statement today to talk about the wonderful work
of Regional Development Victoria in responding to recent bushfires. Staff from RDV offices in Hume
and Gippsland have worked tirelessly with affected and impacted businesses, councils and
communities. This has included making sure issues are resolved quickly to help businesses and
workers get back on their feet as soon as possible. The Premier has spoken a lot about the responses
to these unprecedented fires being community led, and we know that in these communities RDV is
the trusted source of advice. It is RDV’s regional staff who those on the ground turn to every time, and
I want to thank the amazing staff for all the work that they have done.
An example of the amazing work is when the fires affected Mallacoota. RDV reached out to the
Mallacoota abalone co-op to ask what they needed. They helped to identify the planning, fisheries and
export approvals necessary to refit its third shed to be suitable to receive and handle the product. The
works need to be done by April so that they can be ready to process by the busy winter months, when
most casual work is available. Support from other processors also allowed them to begin operations
again and send divers back into the water. This has been the difference in being able to retain
customers, as closing completely would mean customers would go elsewhere and workers would be
without jobs.
RDV has also helped provide practical support to local governments impacted by the fires, sending
staff in on secondments to work with shires, in particular Towong shire. Half their staff have been
impacted by the fires, and obviously it becomes difficult to do their full-time jobs when that has
happened to them. This hands-on support is just one of the many examples of RDV providing extra
support to these affected communities.
Last week RDV helped pull together a funding announcement for me to announce an additional
$200 000 to complete the construction of the Upper Murray events centre. The significance of this
funding is that that removes the burden of the community component for that project where they were
going to fundraise. We decided that they have a little bit too much going on at the moment to worry
about raising those funds, so RDV, through me as minister, have approved funding so that they no
longer have to do that. Congratulations to RDV. You have got a long road ahead of you, but I know
you are up to the task. Keep up the good work.
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METRO TUNNEL
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:25): My question is again to
the Leader of the Government. Minister, why did your government under-scope the electrical
requirements for the Metro Tunnel, forcing costly scope upgrades as the only alternative to leaving the
high-capacity trains stuck in the tunnel?
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:25): Mr Finn interjected to
say that was a very good question. It was a very convoluted question, and I do not know that it was
actually based on fact or supposition. In fact it was a bit of an insider conversation, because in fact up
until the tunnel the connection between the electrical requirements and the high-capacity trains had
not even been connected in the question and all of a sudden the tunnel came out of the blue. So I do
not know for sure that it was a very well constructed question. It was a bit of an insider, esoteric,
convoluted construction of a question. I am just saying that I reject the original assertion. In fact the
very first five or six words that came out of Mr Davis’s mouth I reject.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:26): I actually know you to
be wrong, so you will have to wait until the details come out, and you may need to correct the record
at that point, Mr Jennings.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr DAVIS: You are on those committees, and you know well that the early works package has
actually got more juice being put into the tunnel. Minister, will this upgraded electrical work—
Members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS: Yes, electricity. Minister, will this upgraded electrical work, including substations and
the higher capacity cabling, cost more than $500 million, and will this be supplemented by the state
government given it is your government’s error?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:27): President, I understand
why you in theory allowed this supplementary question, because it may have been able to be
constructed from the original question, but in my mind it clearly does not and I am not going to any
level—
Mr Finn: Are you reflecting on the Chair?
Mr JENNINGS: No, I am not reflecting on the Chair. I am answering a question in a somewhat
unorthodox way to say that I am answering the question and in my view there is an extraordinary leap
from the original question, which I have already refuted, to the supplementary question, which asserts
a number of not only dollars but technical matters that are not necessarily substantiated or directly
related to the substantive question.
AIR POLLUTION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:28): My question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the other place. Can you please provide a date for when the air
monitoring stations in Point Cook, Footscray and Altona North will be fully and reliably operational?
The EPA AirWatch portal states:
Since 14 January the air monitoring station at Point Cook is offline due to a disruption to electricity supply.

Footscray’s monitoring for PM10, found in plumes of truck smoke, has been ‘offline due to technical
difficulties’ since 29 January. I am shocked to learn Altona North has been ‘offline temporarily’ since
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June 2019. The AirWatch site refers people to the other monitoring stations in the region, which are
also offline.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:29): President, thank you
for asking me to respond to the member’s question. I do not want to be evasive in any shape or form
to your question. I do not know the technical nature of the matters that you have raised or the conditions
of those important monitoring regimes, and I will seek the advice of my colleague rather than
speculate. This is not a matter that warrants any mischief in the chamber at all, and I will not respond
in a way that I have to previous questions.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:30): Thank you for your response. I look forward to
the minister’s response, who is responsible, in the other place. Minister, are there plans to increase the
number of fixed and mobile monitoring stations in my region or in other regions too? As the Western
Metropolitan Region’s population and infrastructure grow, air quality and health outcomes decline. In
my region we are experiencing an increase in air pollution, contributing to a number of health issues.
On 4 February 2020, only a couple of days ago, there was only one operational monitoring station in
my region. Mobile monitoring stations could have helped with monitoring bushfire smoke and indeed
the warehouse fire in West Footscray. Minister, it appears it is time for more options.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:31): The way that
Dr Cumming has actually mentioned it, it sounds patently true, but I will wait for my colleague to
respond to that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUSHFIRE RECOVERY INITIATIVES
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:31): I rise to update the house on the incredible work being done by councils
during the bushfire crisis. It has been a devastating and challenging time this summer for Victoria. I
am sure the house shares my admiration for the tremendous efforts by Victoria’s emergency services
workers out on the front line day in, day out. Local people have been at the heart of the relief and
recovery, and despite the devastation caused by these fires it has been great to see communities
banding together and supporting each other during these extremely challenging times.
I was very impressed by how quickly the Towong, East Gippsland and Alpine councils mobilised to
assist people during the bushfires. I was also impressed by the assistance and support given by
neighbouring councils and that councils across the state provided to the councils which have been
hardest hit and to the people that have been evacuated. During my visit to East Gippsland last week it
was clear that the impact of these bushfires will be long lasting and the council and the community
have a long road ahead. As a government we will continue to work closely with councils and local
communities as they recover and contemplate rebuilding what they have lost.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:32): My question is to the Leader of the Government,
representing the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Minister, news media has
been reporting the state government was warned as far back as 2017 that contaminated soil could
become a major problem for the West Gate Tunnel works. Minister, the Victorian public has a right
to know. I therefore ask exactly what sites are under consideration for dumping toxic spoil from the
West Gate Tunnel Project and along which routes this dangerous, toxic contaminated soil and dust is
intended to be transported.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:33): I thank Mr Finn for his
question, because it is a legitimate concern. I do not necessarily want to join him in the adjectives that
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he has used, but there is a significant issue of contaminated soil or soil that contains contaminants that
need to be not only monitored but transported and stored in a safe fashion for the community. So on
behalf of the government I reiterate that that will be something that from the very beginning, in terms
of it being an occupational health and safety issue, right through to the final relocation of this material,
the government and agencies that are contracted to work on this matter or have statutory
responsibilities have to take seriously and provide the community with confidence that these matters
are being addressed appropriately. So I agree with the substantive concern that Mr Finn has expressed
in his question.
In relation to the locations that may be appropriate to store this material into the long term on the basis
that I have just described, I will need to take the advice of my colleagues on this matter, which include
the minister for the environment, who does have an interest; the Minister for Planning, who has an
interest; and the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, who is responsible for the project. From them I
will obtain an answer to your question.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:35): I wish the minister all the very best in getting an answer
from any of those colleagues. Minister, isn’t it a fact that Labor and Transurban’s sweetheart West
Gate Tunnel deal is too risky to proceed with and the project is in complete chaos as a result of the
very contamination of which you were warned in 2017?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:35): No.
The PRESIDENT: Can I just bring to the attention of the chamber that a previous member of this
chamber, Daniel Young, is in the public gallery.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: WIMMERA HIGHWAY UPGRADE
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:35): The Andrews Labor government is strengthening a key
section of the Wimmera Highway near Natimuk as part of its record investment rebuilding, repairing
and resurfacing regional roads. Works are underway to rebuild a 2-kilometre stretch of the highway
west of Natimuk to ensure that it can continue to function as an important link for freight and other
travel. The $1.16 million project will remove the existing road surface and replace it with a newer,
smoother and safer surface, delivering a more reliable journey for thousands of drivers each day.
As members may be aware, the Wimmera Highway links local grain and livestock producers with
important domestic and international trade markets, as well as connecting local communities with the
regional hub of Horsham and providing access to the renowned Mount Arapiles-Tooan State Park in
my own electorate of Western Victoria. Works are expected to take a month to complete, weather
permitting. A further 2.9 kilometres of the Wimmera Highway near Murtoa and Rupanyup are set to
undergo rehabilitation works in the coming months.
Around 378 kilometres of roads across western Victoria are being rebuilt, repaired and resurfaced as
part of our government’s regional road maintenance blitz. In total over 1500 kilometres of Victoria’s
regional roads will be upgraded this road maintenance season, creating 1100 jobs to ensure that this
work is undertaken. It is all part of our government’s commitment to delivering smoother, safer
journeys for regional Victorians no matter where they live.
RICHMOND MEDICALLY SUPERVISED INJECTING FACILITY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:37): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, freedom of information obtained by the opposition on identified risks of the injecting centre
demonstrates that the Department of Health and Human Services has identified 17 pages of risks due
to the North Richmond Community Health centre but has refused to release the information in full, so
I ask: what are you hiding?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:37): I thank the member for her question. She is referring to a matter that does sit in fact in the
portfolio—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS: You are talking about the injecting room, though.
Members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS: Well, firstly, the member is raising issues around the injecting room, which do sit
with Minister Foley, which I have explained before, but in terms of FOI issues those decisions are
undertaken by my department. They do not go through a ministerial approval process, unlike what
happened when you guys were in charge.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:38): Minister, the department failed to undertake a
risk assessment on two of the three service areas as requested. Some of those areas are within the North
Richmond Community Health centre, that you have responsibility for. So I ask: which service area
did not have a risk assessment undertaken and why? If you do not know the answer, maybe you can
come back to me at a later time.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:39): The member is referring to a document that has been released on FOI by my department. I
would need to get some advice about the assertions that she is making in relation to these matters.
Ms Crozier: It is the facts.
Ms MIKAKOS: I think this house knows very well, Ms Crozier, that over the last five years many
of your so-called facts are in fact made up by you, so I will get some advice from my department and
provide some advice on that matter.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:39): I thank Minister Mikakos for getting a written response to Ms Crozier
on that supplementary and also the Leader of the Government, who will get written responses in line
with the standing orders for both of Dr Cumming’s questions for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change and also the substantive question from Mr Finn for the minister for environment.
Also, outside the standing orders, the Leader of the Government will get some further information for
Mr Meddick from a number of ministers.
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) (12:40): There are five written
responses to questions on notice: 1015, 1076–7, 1127, 1474.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:40): My question is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. In August 2019 I raised with the minister the concerns of the volunteers at the
Mooroopna fire brigade regarding the current lack of security at the station in Echuca Road. The
station is currently devoid of adequate security measures for brigade members, of particular concern
for members attending at the station for a call-out late at night. In my contribution I detailed numerous
serious and violent incidents that have threatened the safety of volunteers and have required police
attendance. In her reply in October the minister indicated that a security fence, CCTV cameras and
motion-activated lighting were being considered for installation at the station. Four months later no
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work to upgrade security at the station has commenced, and a recent violent incident at the front of the
station delayed volunteers from leaving the station to attend a call-out. Will the minister now act to
ensure security upgrades are completed at the Mooroopna fire station to protect the wonderful
volunteers who continue to serve the Mooroopna community?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:42): My constituency question is to the Premier. The history
of the West Gate Tunnel is, at best, chequered. My constituents looked on in amazement as the
government’s $500 million ‘shovel-ready’ western distributor became Transurban’s multibilliondollar project that we know today. Many of my constituents are totally perplexed as to why they are
already paying higher tolls to pay for a tunnel that they may never go anywhere near. They are
astonished that they will be paying these higher tolls for longer to pay for a project that now looks in
doubt. Revelations late last year have merely added to the questions surrounding this project. Premier,
how can you justify touting the ‘shovel-ready’ western distributor publicly while at the same time
being in secret discussions with Transurban over what we now know as the West Gate Tunnel?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:43): My constituency question today is for the Minister
for Public Transport. My constituent Darren commutes to work by bike and train each day, a practice
this government has encouraged. Recently Darren became stuck in the city with his bike when buses
were replacing trains due to works on the Mernda line, as he was told he could not take his bike on the
bus. When he asked Metro attendants if there were any buses coming that did have bike racks, they
simply told him they did not know. With much more work yet to be done on level crossing removals,
my constituent has requested I ask the minister: how many train replacement buses offer bike racks,
and will the government consider putting bike racks on all buses used on the network?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:43): My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure, the Honourable Jacinta Allan. Melbourne’s population continues
to grow more than any other capital city, with 60 per cent of that growth happening in our outer
suburbs. The western roads upgrade will improve eight main roads across the west. It will also repair
and resurface 37 roads and strengthen seven structures, mostly bridges. The project will make it
quicker, easier and safer for all road users; give local businesses opportunities for growth by improving
priority truck routes; improve access to jobs; and improve safety for cyclists and pedestrians, including
three new overpasses along the Federation Trail. My question to the minister is: can the minister
provide an update on the progress of the western roads upgrade project and explain how the road
closures during the summer period will contribute towards the timely delivery of this important
project?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:44): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. In their 2017 submission to the West Gate Tunnel Project
environment effects statement Environment Protection Authority Victoria recommended that the
project address the management, treatment and disposal of PFAS-contaminated groundwater and land.
Nearly three years later the state government is apparently in discussions with multiple landfill
operators, including Maddingley Brown Coal near Bacchus Marsh, to dispose of the contaminated
soil. There is considerable concern among constituents in Bacchus Marsh and Maddingley over the
potential for contaminated soil to be dumped on this site. The Moorabool Shire Council expressed this
in a letter to the Minister for Planning, noting that Maddingley Brown Coal sits beside Parwan Creek,
which flows into the Werribee River, which provides irrigation water for Bacchus Marsh and
Werribee. The principal of Bacchus Marsh Grammar school has also expressed his concern. Can the
minister assure the Bacchus Marsh and Maddingley communities that if contaminated soil is moved
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from the West Gate Tunnel to Maddingley Brown Coal, they will not suffer any long-term
environmental effects?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:46): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure in the other place. Minister, has a feasibility study been conducted, or are there
plans for one, in relation to the reopening of Paisley station along the Werribee line? Residents are
keen for Paisley to open, rather than driving to the already overflowing Newport station. Buses are too
slow on highly congested roads. New estates in Williamstown and the new cinema and shopping
complex on Millers Road will only increase the pressure on the roads and other train stations. In 2011
Hobsons Bay City Council reached out to the Baillieu government—their plea rejected. It is unclear
why. My constituents, as I do, hope for a favourable response.
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:47): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
hundreds of kilometres of roadsides are being cleared and have been cleared of dangerous trees by
harvesters assisting with the recovery effort. Currently this valuable resource is going to waste on the
sides of the road, rotting and remaining as a fire hazard. I have been speaking with the timber harvesters
on a regular basis, and they inform me that there is some very good quality sawlog timber in that
roadside laying-down timber. We also know that these harvesters have been out on the roads, but they
have also been clearing tracks and clearing firebreaks when the fires have been most active. The
Shadow Minister for Agriculture, the Honourable Peter Walsh, has written to you, on the 24th, in
consultation with me and Tim Bull. So I ask of you: why will you not make the necessary changes to
allow this very valuable timber resource to be processed by the local mills and used as an important,
valuable resource?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:48): My constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Weeds are an ongoing problem in our national parks. Once they
get growing it is difficult to keep them in check. Following bushfires in and near my region I have had
several constituents alert me to the opportunity to get out ahead of the problem. If we act now, we can
keep weed populations low and give native species a better chance to flourish. Many weeds are also
highly flammable, so this is also an opportunity to reduce the intensity of future bushfires. The
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning do not have much of a reputation for
managing their weeds. To be fair, it is a Herculean task, and DELWP are probably not well equipped
for practical land management jobs. But the fires present an opportunity to make a real impact on
them. We should use this opportunity to get on top of them. My question is: what is the government
doing to take advantage of the fires to ensure that native species return to our forests but that weeds do
not?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:49): My question is to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. It is about the terrible recent bushfires in my electorate of Northern Victoria
Region. I ask the minister if she could indicate what information the government possesses about the
actual ignition sources of each of the fires. To clarify what I mean by that question, what I am asking
is if the minister could state how many separate bushfires began within Northern Victoria Region
during the period from 1 December 2019 to the date of her answer; and in what percentage of these
cases have the ignition sources respectively been identified as being (a) attributable purely to natural
events, (b) human caused, ideally subdivided into accidental, suspicious or deliberate acts, and/or due
to any factor other than (a) or (b)?
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SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:50): My question is for the Minister for
Training and Skills. Moorabbin Airport is one of the biggest flight training airports in the world. The
Australian Skills Quality Authority has recently cancelled Soar Aviation’s registration as a registered
training organisation while simultaneously removing five aviation qualifications from Box Hill
Institute’s course list. Four hundred students have been impacted by the decision, leaving some with
up to $77 000 of vocational education and training student loans without the commercial pilots licence
they were expecting. Many of these students are now considering class action. My question to the
minister is: have there been failures in the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority that
have allowed this situation to occur and what support is the department offering to the affected students?
Sitting suspended 12.51 pm until 2.04 pm.
Motions
POLITICAL DONATIONS
Debate resumed.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (14:04): Acting President Bourman, I am somewhat disappointed
that we do not have a tiny new addition to the chair this afternoon, but that notwithstanding, it is
probably for the best given that I might then spare Rebecca the misery of having to listen to me make
a further contribution on Mr Hayes’s motion for the next 27-odd minutes.
As I was saying before the lunchbreak and before question time interrupted this contribution, the
government is unable to support the motion in the terms proposed by Mr Hayes for a number of
reasons. It is important that we set those reasons out and that in fact we apply a sense of sequential
reasoning to a discussion around matters which are currently the subject of investigation and inquiry
by the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission on the one hand and also fall within the
remit of the independent monitor, Ms Laurinda Gardner, who has been appointed to advise the
minister on, firstly, whether councillors individually or as a group are behaving in a manner that does
not accord with the role of councillor and, secondly, of any impact on the integrity and/or functioning
of council decision-making and the orderly governance of the City of Casey arising from Operation
Sandon.
As I said in my opening remarks, there is a requirement for the monitor to report by 11 February in
relation to her inquiry. That is following on from an extension of some 12 days, with the initial date
of deadline being 31 January. So next week the minister will receive a report in relation to
Ms Gardner’s inquiry within the scope of those terms of reference. At the same time, to pick up on a
number of the points raised in Mr Hayes’s substantive contribution, there is also currently an IBAC
process which is considering a range of submissions as well as primary evidence from witnesses.
Mr Hayes has gone into some considerable detail on matters that have either arisen prior to the
commencement of the IBAC’s work and hearings or been revealed in the course of evidence provided
directly to the IBAC through hearings.
I listened carefully to Mr Hayes’s contribution as it related to the Minister for Planning, Richard
Wynne, and to various assertions that—if we look at what Mr Hayes has put on the record today—
have been alleged as having occurred. I do not wish to express any views on matters which the IBAC
will contemplate and make findings on. However, it strikes me that there is yet to be any evidence put
to the IBAC, either in the course of matters which are in the public domain and which have been the
subject of evidence given to that inquiry or in the context of Mr Hayes’s contribution and the extracts
of various articles and evidence that he has provided today, that link any donations made to ALP
members to any decisions that have been taken by the planning minister, Richard Wynne.
So in this regard I think it is again of absolute importance that, for the sake of an evidence-based
approach to the matters which are currently being investigated by IBAC and are being examined by
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the monitor, we are very, very careful about casting aspersions which may not necessarily fairly and
reasonably be there to be made. It is also vital that we enable those processes currently in train to take
place and to be concluded before making any decisions as a government, before the minister takes any
action or does not take any action in relation to these matters.
At the outset, on the drafting of Mr Hayes’s motion, the call that is set out in the notice, to dismiss
Casey council, is at its very least pre-emptive and at its very least speculative in that it relies upon a
making out of the evidence and the revelations—as they are framed, at least, in Mr Hayes’s motion—
as being conclusions and findings that the IBAC may reach. We do not know that that is actually going
to happen. It is absolutely vital that we do not know what the IBAC is going to do because the IBAC
absolutely has to be independent in its undertakings. So it is paramount that IBAC be allowed to
undertake its work, not just in this inquiry, not just as it relates to these matters, but more broadly. We
have seen the many efforts that were undertaken, some two dozen pieces of legislation that were
required, to create the IBAC in the first place. We have seen that from 2014, when anti-corruption
legislation first began to be developed in the state of Victoria, it required reform after reform after
reform in order to take some shape.
Even now there is criticism in the public domain around the extent to which the objectives are being
met within the current framework. But on the question of an integrity body and the way in which it
undertakes its work, independence is absolutely crucial. So to seek the outcome which Mr Hayes is
looking for at part (1) of the motion—namely, to dismiss the Casey council—would in fact be either
relegating or diminishing the role of the IBAC in the work that it is currently doing.
I do not know what the outcome of IBAC’s inquiry will be. Similarly, I do not know what the
municipal monitor will conclude in her advice to the minister, which will be provided next week. What
I do know, however, is that there is a huge social and community appetite for integrity in the way in
which decisions are taken and for transparency in the way in which matters such as donations and
decision-making occur at all levels of government. You only need to look to the pages of papers in
recent days and the last couple of weeks to see that something as apparently uncontroversial as sports
facilities grants has become a touchstone for an enormous amount of scepticism and cynicism around
political interference and to know that this is an absolutely crucial issue for people to develop a greater
sense of confidence on.
In that sense I do not disagree with where Mr Hayes comes from in his position around the importance
of accountability and transparency and of consistency in the way in which government undertakes its
work and of a clear line in the sand around the way in which donations are made on the one hand and
people are elected on the other.
With that in mind, I think it is also important to make a number of comments around the donations
reform which has in fact been a very, very big part not just of the landscape in which we operate now
as political parties and as elected representatives but also the work of the last Parliament in undertaking
these significant reforms. For those who were here in the last Parliament, it will be a matter of lengthy
recollection to go back over the detail of the debate which was undertaken leading to those reforms
which were passed and leading to the changes to transparency, to reporting and to publication of
donations as they occur.
We used to have a system that meant that multinational corporations and vested interests could donate
millions to political parties. In fact we have seen enormous donations made over the years to a range
of political parties and individuals, and we have seen that that has attracted, in my view quite
reasonably, an enormous level of scepticism and cynicism. You could not help but run into a series of
yellow billboards, bus stop awnings and television commercials last year before the federal election.
You cannot help but look at the way in which big spends occur for political advertising to see that this
creates a jaded sense of cynicism, which I think we need to do something about, and that speaks to the
nature of donations. It speaks to again that correlation between donations on the one hand and the
composition of a Parliament on the other.
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The reforms that were put in place in the last Parliament—which were, I note, opposed by the
coalition—gave the Victorian jurisdiction the strictest and in fact most transparent framework for
donation in Australia. That is a really important line in the sand that must be drawn and also should be
recognised.
In overhauling the political donations regime that had previously enabled multinationals and vested
interests to donate whatever they wanted to political parties, there are now very, very clear caps on
political donations. There are, as Mr Hayes outlined and recognised as being a good thing I think, to
paraphrase his contribution, caps of $4000 of political donations over a four-year term. The practical
effect that that has is to eliminate large political donations to political parties and to associated entities
and third-party campaigners.
It is also really important to note that through the operation of anti-avoidance mechanisms built into
that legislation multiple political donations from the same source or indeed from related companies
are now also treated as a single donation. There are grouping provisions which operate there in fact to
cure a number of the examples which Mr Hayes referred to in his contribution.
The scale of the numbers that Mr Hayes listed in talking to this motion today are obsolete in that the
laws which have been introduced and passed by this government now prevent donations of that
magnitude from being made. They are banned. We also have a situation whereby foreign political
donations are banned, with all political donations from foreign corporations and foreign nationals
being outlawed.
Importantly, and for the sake of the point of transparency and accountability and the rigour which
Mr Hayes has referred to as underpinning this motion, there is now disclosure within 21 days with the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) publishing donations online. It is effectively a real-time
publication with that 21-day process, because of course information has to be collated, but also a realtime disclosure and publication of donations so that in fact it is abundantly clear to whoever wants to
go looking for it who has donated to which political party and in what sum.
It is only recently that the VEC has published the first set of data. In fact it is in about the last week
that this information has become public. What we have seen since then is not a great furore or hoo-ha,
not any public scandal or outrage. We have simply seen the commencement of a scheme of
transparency which is achieving the objectives which underpinned it. Those objectives were, as I
indicated earlier, put by the Andrews Labor government prior to the election and passed,
notwithstanding the Liberals and The Nationals at the time opposing that legislation.
It is really important to note that there has been a disclosure limit reduction from $13 500 to $1000 per
financial year. That is another important way for more information to be captured and indeed provided
and published to the broader community to again develop hopefully a better sense of confidence in the
way in which the donation system operates.
There are also, importantly, new penalties of around 10 years imprisonment for those who enter into
arrangements that seek to circumvent these laws that now apply, so any attempts to avoid the
application of these laws are subject to very, very heavy penalties indeed. Not only does that serve as
a crucial deterrent but it also reflects the weight upon which this Parliament places truth in disclosure
and the seriousness with which deception is addressed, where in fact donations are not properly
disclosed or where in fact there is an attempt to circumnavigate the process for limitations of those
amounts of a total of $4000 over the four-year term.
It is also crucial that as we look at the way in which these new laws operate there be a process to
review and to assess their efficacy and their operation. So that is why the new legislation, again that
was passed by this government and opposed by those opposite, provides an opportunity to consider
the operation of this system after the first full electoral cycle which has occurred following its
introduction. That is a process which invites an opportunity for continuous improvement. It invites a
discussion around how we can be better at transparency, at rigour, at consistency and at accountability.
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When I look at the way in which Mr Hayes’s notice of motion is couched, as it relates to general
legislation to ban donations to political parties, sitting politicians and state and municipal candidates
made by property developers and associated entities, in line with similar New South Wales and
Queensland legislation, and ensuring that property developers cannot provide direct or indirect
financial support or gifts to members of Parliament, councillors, planning staff or their families, I come
back to the fact that the framework which is now operating in the state of Victoria, as it does following
passage of this legislation, achieves many of the objectives which are referred to in Mr Hayes’s
motion. By its very operation in the system as it now functions, as it functions through the publication
and disclosure of numerical information and donations, as it functions through the limitation on the
scope and the identity of donors, as it outlaws and bans donations from foreign corporations and
foreign nationals, we see that those objectives are in fact in a considered way doing precisely what it
is that Mr Hayes is seeking.
However, I come back to the point I made earlier around the anticipation of an outcome from the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission on the one hand and the municipal monitor on
the other, as that relates to the discharge or not of functions of individual or collective members of
Casey council. It is very difficult for this chamber to talk about what has been occurring at this council
without wading into the mire of public debate and discussion which has swelled around these issues
since they first arose and since the IBAC first began its work. It is also very tempting to get into the
weeds and to express views about what it is that we as politicians in this chamber think about the
council and about its functions and about the achievement or not of its objectives under the Local
Government Act 1989. It is a temptation that we need to resist, that we must resist, because process
and adherence to process is of paramount importance, as I said.
Making sure that we can wait for the advice to be given to the local government minister is absolutely
consistent with the work that is undertaken in interrogating the discharge or not of obligations by other
bodies and organisations. It is a matter of procedural fairness. It is a matter of natural justice. It is a
matter of the rule of law—something I am very fond of—having a clear application in every
circumstance. It is about making sure that as lawmakers we do not step in and over established
processes, established regulation and law, to make our own decisions about matters which are
currently in the hands of decision-makers.
I am very keen to avoid an exercise of power by this Parliament which may undermine or relegate the
role and functions of IBAC or of the independent monitor. I am—I am happy to say it—absolutely
passionate about making sure that independence in inquiry, findings, recommendations and decisionmaking in a form such as that provided to IBAC be allowed to continue within the scope of that
legislative and regulatory framework in the way that it needs to, separate and aside from the work of
this Parliament. It is very, very clear that there will be occasions when this Parliament is drawn to the
idea of potentially stepping on the toes of the separation of powers, and that is something that we
cannot and must not allow to happen under any circumstances.
It is also incumbent upon us as lawmakers to observe the importance of the framework as it operates
for IBAC and of the importance of the public interest in the way in which these organs, these
independent organs of decision-making such as IBAC, operate. Because without that measure of
integrity there is the capacity of IBAC, of other independent bodies, to be undermined, to be diluted,
eroded or dissolved. So it is not just a matter of anticipation here that I make a contribution about how
it is that we are unable to support this motion; it is a matter of principle about the role that we as a
Parliament have in undertaking our duties and functions and in making sure that we meet the
responsibilities to observe a separation of powers and the rule of law as it operates.
I look forward to seeing what it is that the independent monitor provides by way of advice and I look
forward to the end of IBAC’s consideration of these matters, which have in fact created an enormous
amount of confusion and disruption, most importantly for residents and for ratepayers of Casey
council. I think it is absolutely vital that people can go about their daily lives with certainty in the way
in which services and facilities will be staffed and function and will be funded. It is imperative that
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local government has a very clear structure within which to operate, and in fact that wherever possible
we remove any ambiguity about the way in which that might occur. But we cannot simply do that with
the stroke of a pen and without observing the rigour that is required of us by operation of the broader
system of public interest and the rule of law, amongst other things.
IBAC has an enormous challenge in addressing, to quote the motion, the revelations that have been
examined in the course of this matter. I do not envy it its work. I do not profess to know that I can
stand in the shoes of a decision-maker and support a conclusion around the operation of a council
which others know far more about, which others have had the benefit of interrogating through oral and
written evidence and which others have got a far more intimate knowledge of through not just the
oversight of the monitor and IBAC but the day-to-day functions of the council within the scope and
the contemplation of the Local Government Act.
I think it would be remiss of anyone in this chamber to purport to know more prior to the outcome of
these inquiries and this advice from IBAC and the independent monitor respectively being received
and understood. We need to be careful and we need to be thorough. Our role as government in being
careful and thorough in the way in which these matters are understood and perhaps conclusions are
reached upon them is to look at motions like this and, however tempting it might be, to turn down the
opportunity to pre-empt a decision which might otherwise fall foul of the obligations that we have to
provide procedural fairness, natural justice and equity, and the way in which administration of
decision-making occurs in the best of all possible ways.
Government has an obligation not just to be a model litigant, not just to be a model employer, but to
understand fulsomely the effects and potentially the unintended consequences of decisions that might
otherwise be taken without that full benefit of knowledge, information and advice. To my mind, the
knowledge, information and advice that government can and should rely upon comes in the form of
that which will be provided by IBAC when it concludes its process and which will be provided by the
independent monitor when she concludes her advice and provides that to the minister next week.
Noting the tenor of Mr Hayes’s contribution and the way in which its purpose appears to be founded
in achieving better transparency, and the noble purpose with which he has moved this motion, I
confirm that the government will not be supporting it for the reasons that I have outlined, and I confirm
again my ongoing desire to see that we maintain the true independence of bodies of interrogation such
as the ones that I have outlined today. Finally, I look forward to a more rigorous approach to
understanding the obligations that exist for representatives at all levels of government—local, state
and federal.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:32): I am pleased to rise and
make a contribution to this motion that has been brought to the chamber by Mr Hayes. In doing so I
want to note that he has brought this in very good intent with purposes of highlighting weaknesses in
our system and of ensuring that IBAC has strong support in this Parliament, and those objectives I
agree with. I do note that there are some cumbersome aspects of the motion that he has moved here.
I will come back and say more about IBAC more generally, but I just want to say something about the
first points that he has made about the IBAC-based reviews of the City of Casey. The opposition
welcomes those reviews. They are pointed at all manner of things and they are matters of public record,
and people will have read this in the paper. I think some people will have been shocked and surprised
by what they have heard, and I understand exactly why people would want to take action from that,
but I do note that IBAC has actually yet to give its findings. I am very much minded to give it the
space to come forward with the actual findings from its work. I think it has got much more to dig and
much more to do, and when it comes forward I want to see comprehensive findings that give advice
to the Parliament and give advice to a range of authorities in the way that IBAC ought to do.
For the record, on Casey City Council, Tim Smith, our Shadow Minister for Local Government, has
been very, very clear that Casey council should be sacked, and I understand why he said that from
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what he has heard and what we have all heard out of the IBAC hearings. I think that is a very reasonable
position that he has adopted. Having been around this place for a little while, if I was a betting person
I would say we will not go a month before the Minister for Local Government brings a bill to sack
Casey. He has already got a monitor in there; he has put a monitor in. I understand why the minister
also might want to wait to see what comes forward from IBAC. IBAC will make very clear
recommendations. I do not know precisely what IBAC’s time cycle is, and it may be that the minister
acts before the final work of IBAC is completed. But I think you give an authority like IBAC that
power to go and investigate, and they are doing the work. I do not think anyone is saying they are
doing a bad job at it; they are doing a pretty good job at it, I would have thought, and we should be
letting them do their work and come back with a response.
The opposition has actually been clear that if the minister brought a bill to the chamber we would not
oppose action on Casey council, and that is a very clear position that we have adopted. I do want to
say on the matter of IBAC though, it was a creation of the Baillieu government. It was our policy in
2010 to put IBAC in place. We did put it in place. It was the first anti-corruption commission that this
state has ever had. It was a difficult process to get a lot of the architecture in place because it had not
been there. The old Office of Public Prosecutions and so forth was simply a weak, unsatisfactory body,
and the IBAC that was brought forward actually had very, very substantial powers and has been
incrementally strengthened as time has gone forward. I make the note that Ted Baillieu got a
significant gong in the Australia Day honours list and I think it was an extremely well-deserved gong
because he did a lot of good work for our state both as Premier and before—and indeed since, with
the work that he has done on Anzac remembrance and other key matters as well. I was part of that
government and I was very proud that we did put in place an IBAC that had the strength to make a lot
of the changes that are required.
I do think that IBAC’s powers—and this is an ongoing process—will need to be strengthened. Robert
Redlich has asked for additional powers, and we are minded that if that is done in a proper way, we
would be supportive of those additional powers. I am going to read a couple of quotes here. He said
that IBAC is:
… constrained in terms of both its powers and resources in what it can investigate …

That is the IBAC Commissioner, and I think it is a legitimate point he is making. He goes on to say:
IBAC is seeking additional resources to enable us to increase our capacity to undertake more of our own
investigations and reviews …

He goes on to say that IBAC needs greater oversight powers and greater ability to initiate inquiries.
He also talked at previous points about the government’s earlier legislation, which constrained the
ability to do hearings, obviously not in the case of Casey, but the hurdle for hearings has been made
higher. We did not support that; we are not in favour of that, and I understand the points that have been
made by various IBAC commissioners on those points. But those recent comments by Mr Redlich are
ones that I want to put on the record today in the context of Mr Hayes’s motion.
It is true, as Ms Shing said, that a bill went through to ban donations to political parties, sitting
politicians and other groups in the last Parliament. It was a bill that had in our view serious flaws. It
actually had a series of matters in it that specifically targeted the Liberal Party unfairly. The
constraining of the ability of unions to make donations was not a sufficient part of it, so Labor gets a
free ride with its union base and the resources that come from the mobilisation of union labour and
money. Those constraints were not put on those inputs to the Labor Party, and that was in our view a
bill that very much was pro-Labor.
Changes were made, for example, to direct mail that shamefully blocked the use of direct mail in the
way the Liberal Party had used our mail systems since 1990. These were changes that were made
specifically to target our direct mail efforts. They were partisan, they were not neutral and they were
designed to smash the Liberal Party’s communication strategy—and that is what they did. They had a
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huge impact on our ability to communicate directly with voters. That was what this chamber did, it
was what the other chamber did and it has fundamentally skewed and tilted the field for democracy in
this state into the future. We can get unhappy about it, but it is the world as it is now. That is the law
of the land, and our party will obey the law of the land and do the right thing.
In terms of the other aspects of Mr Hayes’s motion, the donations that are there now are minute—
trivial, many of them—and there is a huge record-keeping requirement to ensure these sorts of things.
Looking back in history we saw, for example, that through the 2000s all the minor parties and the
Independents had no requirements. If you were a state Independent between about 2003 or 2002
through until very recent times, until this bill went through, you had no reporting requirements
whatsoever. Ms Sheed, for example, in Shepparton got elected with huge donations and no
requirement to declare them to anyone in the world. She could have been given $1 million by one of
her backers, and there was no requirement to make any declarations at all. I think there were
weaknesses in our system, and some of those have been repaired, but you should not imagine for a
second that the bill that was introduced is neutral or even-handed or fair. Having said that, as I say, the
Liberal Party—and the National Party no doubt—will always abide by those rules and those laws.
In terms of property developers, we will await the findings of IBAC, and I think IBAC are doing their
work. I think it is going to be quite interesting to see what they come up with. I welcome their focus.
As I say, IBAC was a creation of the Liberals and Nationals in 2010 to 2014.
In that context I understand Mr Hayes’s motion, and I welcome him bringing the motion to the
chamber. We think it is phrased in a cumbersome way which is not quite accurate, and for that reason
we will not support it. But I understand the sentiment behind him bringing this to the chamber.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:42): In rising to speak to Sustainable Australia’s
motion today around the sacking of Casey City Council, which also looks to ban donations to political
parties or sitting politicians and the like, I say that it is obviously a little bit premature. I understand
that IBAC is obviously deliberating; we should be receiving a report in March.
I struggle with the aspect of, if we actually do sack the council, knowing that we have council elections
occurring in October this year, how that will go. You would hope that Casey City Council will not
miss out on the election cycle this year, that they can go through a democratic process this year and
that that community will have the ability to elect the councillors they so desire for their city. I do hope
with what is happening at the moment with IBAC and the like, regardless of what is recommended,
that the City of Casey will have the ability to vote in a new council this October in this election cycle
and that they do not have to go without a democratically elected council for years like I have watched
many times over. I hope that does not occur.
I do like Mr Hayes’s intent of looking at donations to people who are running for council. You would
hope that they would actually be in line with the Electoral Act 2002. There are currently discrepancies
in that, in that if an Independent runs for council at the moment, because of how the Electoral Act is
written—aimed towards parties—they could raise millions of dollars just to run for council. There is
that discrepancy there. That was highlighted to me by Dr Ratnam, because we all share similar
concerns about local democracy and protecting our local councils.
But I also have concerns around this motion talking about property developers and property
developers’ financial support or donations. Respectfully, as a ratepayer you own property, and as a
ratepayer or a resident you have the right to run for local council. The actual terminology of ‘property
developer’ you would hope would not capture those people in their own communities who are just
trying to get ahead by developing their own properties. Respectfully, if we start meddling with who
can donate and who cannot donate, where do we stop—community groups that raise money to help a
candidate run?
You have to understand that this is where this lies. There are a lot of candidates out there that might
not have the financial means to run, but they are actually very good candidates. A lot of community
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members that are out there would and should run for local council, but they do not have the financial
means. It should not just be if you are endorsed by a party—you have party backing, you have those
connections to parties and parties can actually help those candidates run—but that the whole
community has the ability to run for council. Otherwise you are in the position of having only people
who are wealthy—who have the financial means—having the ability to run.
I truly feel that donations should be allowed. They should obviously be modest donations that would
not affect someone’s ability to make decisions on council. As well as that, I think always the process
of donation should be completely transparent in terms of where those donations actually come from.
They should be recorded and the community should know prior to an election, because under the
current Local Government Act 1989 you do not know where donations actually came from until that
person is elected. They do not have to report their donations until months later.
I do hope, Mr Davis, you having previously been Shadow Minister for Local Government, that when
the Local Government Act comes before this house you use the same amount of energy that you have
used today to actually raise your concerns. But I am obviously not holding my breath. Mr Hayes, good
luck.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:49): I will speak briefly to this motion today. The
Greens have long called for stronger restrictions on political donations, particularly to limit the
corrosive influence of major lobby groups like the gambling industry, coal and gas companies and, as
we are discussing today, property developers. On Monday the political donations from the 2018–19
financial year were disclosed—a year which also included a state election—and all over the donations
figures, as expected, we saw the fingerprints of powerful industry lobbies donating tens and hundreds
of thousands of dollars to political parties in order to sway outcomes.
We saw an extraordinary $1 million handed to the old parties from the Australian Hotels Association,
who represent the pokies and gambling lobby—an investment that they must be pleased with.
Victorian Labor also received over $1 million from Progressive Business, the fundraising body that
organises events for the party involving donors meeting with MPs—effectively a way to hide
donations from various entities and individuals, including property developers, as the IBAC
investigations have revealed. Corporate lobby groups like property developers should not be able to
buy influence over elected parliaments and representatives. Democracy relies on decision-making
being guided by the public good, not by who has the biggest pockets. When political donations direct
policymaking we see terrible projects and terrible decisions that leave people and communities worse
off.
While we have had some reforms at the state level to restrict the influence of donations from the likes
of the gambling industry and property developers—although without banning their donations
completely—our local government sector has not benefited from these reforms, and the government
has inexplicably backed down from an earlier proposal to reform political donations in the Local
Government Bill 2019. Having been lucky enough to serve as a councillor and as mayor at the City of
Moreland, I know very well how important our system of local government is. Councils are at the
forefront of so many of Victoria’s biggest challenges, from climate change to transport to housing
stress, not to mention picking up the pieces of families devastated by gambling. By managing our
planning system local government is overseeing the growth of our city and the shape of our
neighbourhoods. So as the lobbyists that have cosied up to state Parliament descend upon councils,
the important work done by this level of government is distorted by corporate greed and self-interest.
Developers can seek to influence councillors or entire councils via donations and in return get planning
decisions skewed in their favour. In return for donations they hope to have access and influence
unavailable to others in the community and to encroach on our green wedges and parkland and the
livability of our suburbs, all in order to maximise their profit.
Our planning system should put people and communities first, not profit. We should be growing
Melbourne in a way that prioritises green spaces, public transport and sustainable living, not allowing
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developers to buy up influence on councils and in return get approval for massive developments that
are designed more for profit than for livability. New South Wales and Queensland have managed to
ban donations from property developers. There is no reason Victoria should not follow in their steps.
I would also like to note that the Greens have concerns about a parliamentary motion that calls for the
dismissal of a democratically elected council, as has been canvassed previously. There are already
existing parliamentary procedures to dismiss councils. For the council mentioned in this motion an
IBAC investigation is currently in progress and the council is being overseen by a monitor. We do not
support pre-empting existing processes. We note that Mr Hayes has amended the motion to include
the important democratic principle that where a council is dismissed it should be subject to a
democratic election as soon as possible. We would hope that Casey will be returned to democratic
election this year. With the caveat about the call to dismiss Casey council, we will be supporting the
motion for the reasons I have outlined.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:53): I rise today to talk on Mr Hayes’s motion
regarding Casey City Council. Today the Liberal Democrats will not be supporting this motion for
two main reasons. Firstly, the current public examinations into allegations of serious corrupt conduct
in relation to planning and property development decisions at the City of Casey council are not yet
complete; therefore, it would be improper to act before an outcome is reached, as others have already
mentioned. While we do agree that donations to political parties, politicians and candidates by property
developers can be dubious, we believe that banning donations altogether is even more problematic.
To ban such donations paves the way for more corruption and encourages more complex and devious
mechanisms to trade self-interests for financial gain and vice versa. The Liberal Democrats support
having transparency, especially in relation to political donations, as well as reducing government
confidentiality and having stronger public scrutiny.
The second reason is that this motion highlights the problematic nature of planning systems
themselves. The reason we have this corruption is because of our planning system. Excessive planning
is like pouring sand into a gearbox just to be part of an already functioning mechanism. It is not useful,
and in the case of Casey City Council it is potentially destructive. Victoria would benefit from a
simpler and more accountable development approval system such as those in a few jurisdictions that
I will outline, the first of which is Japan.
Like Victoria, Japan has a very comprehensive building code which outlines the technical standards
with which buildings must comply. Also like Victoria, Japan uses zones to determine which sorts of
buildings belong in which areas. But unlike Victoria, Japan relies on those technical standards and
zones to determine whether or not a development proposal may proceed. It does this by designating
areas either ‘urbanisation control areas’, where developments which increase urbanisation may not
occur, or ‘urbanisation promotion areas’, where developments which comply with zoning and
technical standards may occur. All metropolitan ku—metropolitan districts are called ‘ku’ in Japan—
or wards must comply with this system, but non-metropolitan wards may opt in or out of the system,
and the designation of areas is, to a large extent, devolved so that communities can choose whether or
not they want to urbanise. This is a fantastic way to ensure the citizens have a say but to also encourage
fast and practical development while maintaining and adhering to regulations and safety requirements.
Other systems have worked elsewhere. For example, Houston has experienced phenomenal growth
for a long period of time by relying entirely on its building code and having no zones and no city plans
whatsoever. It has allowed the city to develop almost organically, giving rise to architectural culture
and diversity. It creates new space for innovative design, as the demand for many of the features we
would call ‘planned’ features still exists because people want them. The Liberal Democrats will
support simple and effective planning systems. Political donations should continue as long as they do
not become tangled up in shady and dubious behaviours.
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Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (14:57): I completely understand the sentiment with which
Mr Hayes has brought forward this motion, and I respect where he is coming from absolutely.
Governance at all levels of government is absolutely critical, and certainly as a former councillor I
think that at all levels of government we have to have adequate processes in place. The community
need to know that they can have faith in the people that they have elected and who represent them on
very important decisions in our community, and our government certainly is deeply concerned about
the state of governance at the City of Casey. There is absolutely no doubt about that. We are deeply
concerned about it, hence the appointment of the monitor.
For the sake of—what is it now?—six days, because it is going to be on 11 February that the report is
completed, respectfully I think it is worth waiting for that report and not presuming what will come
out of that report. I am as keen as you to know exactly what will be revealed as a result of a very
thorough process, noting that Laurinda Gardner has a background in town planning and currently sits
on the Victorian Planning Authority and Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
boards. So certainly she is someone who has the appropriate calibre and experience, I would argue
and I would assert, to be able to handle the processes in place.
The people of Casey have every right—and I think this is exactly where you were coming from—to
expect high standards of those who represent them. I do not disagree with that sentiment as well. That
is absolutely fair and reasonable under the circumstances, and the minister has been clear that once the
actual report comes down all options are on the table. I know how tempting it must be. I know you
want an outcome. But really, for the sake of rigour and for the sake of process, I concur with Ms Shing
that when we are looking at issues of procedural fairness you do not want to go halfway through this
kind of process and then just cut to the chase. I think that would be actually quite inappropriate and
might not reflect so well on the minister if they were to not actually carry this process through and
then set about and said to the monitor, ‘I want you to conduct this process independently and fairly,
but then I’m going to presume what it is that you’re going to say and I’m not going to actually take
what you say seriously’, because that might be the implication, and I would say that would not reflect
well on our government if we were to presume ahead of that report coming down.
I say that with the utmost respect. What are we now? It is 6 February. I had to look at my mobile to
even remember what date it was. Is it the 6th?
Ms Terpstra: Yes.
Ms TAYLOR: It is the 6th. I am not meaning to be jocular in this discussion.
Ms Terpstra: You are having a senior’s moment.
Ms TAYLOR: A senior’s moment, exactly. So for the sake of 11 February I think it is worth
waiting. There is merit in waiting for that report to come down, and I think we can all agree that it
would be most meritorious to wait for the findings of the IBAC inquiry as well.
We have put all these processes in place to facilitate independent assessment of these kinds of
situations which call into question governance and other matters which we as a community expect of
those who represent us. And so in turn I think we should allow those processes to be carried through,
because I do not know about you but I want to know that this has been done thoroughly and
appropriately so that the community can have faith in the process. As a government—I think Ms Shing
also referred to this—there is that fine line with the separation of the powers. Let us respect the
separation of powers. Let us allow IBAC to do the job that they have been asked to do and ensure that
the community can have faith in the outcomes that are handed down. I think shortcutting the process
would not bode well for the Parliament in the long run, and I hope that you understand where we are
coming from with that particular issue.
Now I am going to move on to the issue of donations, and I again understand the sentiment and the
seriousness with which Mr Hayes has brought forward his motion with regard to ensuring appropriate
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rigour when it comes to donations and those who represent us and political processes. Now, had the
previous government not brought through these extensive reforms with regard to the manner in which
donations are permitted, I would have understood where Mr Hayes was coming from. I probably
would have felt a little more flexible in terms of the motion that he is bringing forward. But as there
are extensive reforms—the strictest in the country—that have been brought through, then I think it is
worth making a little note that there is to be a review of new laws within 12 months of the November
2022 state election, so there will be a review built into the new legislation to provide an opportunity
to consider the operation of the new system after the first full election cycle and to consider whether
any further changes are required. In fairness we probably should allow those laws to be implemented
in full and to see an election cycle to see if they are providing the outcomes that the community—and
in fact that we all—would like to see as a result.
I would put forward, and I think this is a fair and reasonable argument, that the reforms that have been
made by our government in the last election cycle are the strictest and most transparent donation laws
in the country. We have eliminated large donations and ushered in Australia’s most transparent
donation disclosure laws to give Victorians increased confidence in political decision-making. So the
big political donations are now banned, with political donations capped at $4000 over the four-year
term.
Mr Finn: Unless you’re a unionist.
Ms TAYLOR: Enough of the union bashing, thank you. We had a lot of that from Mr Davis, and
I have had right about enough. You owe it to every nurse and every teacher and every scientist that
you slap, so take that back. You really upset me this time, sir.
We have eliminated large political donations to political parties, associated entities and third-party
campaigners, so you can see the various checks and balances that make it extremely difficult to
circumvent the controls that have been put in place. Multiple political donations from the same source
or related companies are also now treated as a single donation—again, extra checks and balances to
make it extremely difficult for people to circumvent the laws. And as a test of the rigour and the
expectations that we have imposed upon governance and the manner in which donations are made,
there are new penalties of 10 years imprisonment for entering into arrangements that seek to
circumvent these laws that now apply. So make no mistake, we have taken this very, very seriously.
Further—and Ms Shing also mentioned this, but I am just going to reiterate it for the purposes of
thoroughness in this place—foreign political donations are now banned, with all political donations
from foreign corporations and foreign nationals outlawed. So we have taken this extremely seriously,
and I would pray you to allow the process—
Mr Davis: Except for the unions.
Ms TAYLOR: Enough of the union bashing. You owe that to every teacher, every nurse, every
scientist that you want to slap. And I would pray you to await the review of the new laws within
12 months of the 2022 state election. Give it a chance. Let us see this through. We can do it together.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (15:07): I will just briefly sum up. I want to thank everyone
for their contribution to the debate today, and I just want to note that the government and the opposition
both say the status quo is okay.
Mr Davis: That’s not what we said at all.
Mr HAYES: Well, ‘The existing laws seem to cover it’ is what you seem to be saying. But both
of these parties are the parties that have benefited from developer contributions, and both of these
parties when they are in government make sure developer interests come before the community’s
interests. With that, I will end.
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Motion negatived.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (15:15): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 196 to 207, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
MELBOURNE STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT (ENVIRONMENT MITIGATION LEVY)
BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms PULFORD:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:15): I am pleased to speak on our one bill for the
week, given the many other things that we have had on. It is 3.15 on a Thursday as we start the
Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. The purpose of this bill
is to establish a Victorian head of power and legislative framework for the strategic assessment
program. The bill also streamlines the current requirements for developers with projects in growth
areas covered by the Melbourne strategic assessment program.
The key elements and the main provisions of the bill are to impose an environment mitigation levy to
fund measures to mitigate impacts on the environment caused by the development of land in
Melbourne’s growth corridors; also to manage the impact of urban development in Melbourne’s
growth corridor on native vegetation and matters of national environmental significance as protected
by the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC act) and the Victorian
native vegetation controls; and thirdly, to streamline the current application process and have one levy
through the Melbourne strategic assessment rather than multiple levies across the commonwealth and
Victorian jurisdictions.
This is a program that was initiated back in 2010 to provide a combined environmental impact
assessment of urban development in Melbourne’s growth areas under both the commonwealth EPBC
act and the Victorian native vegetation controls. The commonwealth government has approved urban
development in Melbourne’s growth areas under the EPBC act to be undertaken in accordance with
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the biodiversity conservation strategy. So it has been a way to coordinate across the commonwealth
and the state governments in relation to the management of growth and the investment levy that comes
out of that process to be able to reinvest in environmental mitigation.
The biodiversity conservation strategy was released in June 2013. Obviously there had been a change
of government, and it is something that we worked on very hard in government. We also released a
habitat compensation scheme in the same year. Under that scheme developers pay habitat
compensation levies primarily at the point of subdivision based on the impact on protected vegetation
and habitat. The levies fund the cost of implementing the delivery of commitments required by the
commonwealth approvals. So what is very clear is this is a scheme that we support. It is a scheme we
have had significant involvement with over the years that we clearly support—that there is a
reasonable levy put in place to be able to deal with the issues—given that the implementation of it was
effectively crafted and delivered under the Baillieu government.
Prices are set on a fee per hectare basis. It was noted at the time that, given the uncertain nature of the
number of costs involved at that stage of the program’s operation, habitat compensation prices would
initially be set for a period of two years, with a formal review in 2015. Prices were to be recalculated
on a rolling basis every two years after considering a range of factors. The current government carried
out a review of the cost of delivering the program commitments between 2017 and 2019, and the
government is saying that increasing land values have had a significant impact on the cost of acquiring
land identified for future reserves and consequently the cost of delivering the program overall.
The intent of the bill is to return to rates which will provide full cost recovery incrementally over five
years. There are some very significant increases in the levy, so they are in a phased implementation.
The new scheme will allow an increase in the levy rate, cited as an additional cost per lot of $152 in
the 2020–21 financial year, increasing to $1099 by the 2024–25 financial year. So that gives the
context in relation to the bill.
There has been agreement between the commonwealth and the state, and as I said, we strongly support
the intent of the agreement and the intent of the act. We are concerned, though, that in seeking to
translate an agreement which has worked well for over a decade into legislation, without clear
justification there is a significant tax increase that will be imposed on new home purchasers. One of
the things I want to investigate in committee, foreshadowing to the minister who will be having
carriage of this in committee, is trying to get an understanding of the components of those cost
increases and the variation between different types of vegetation. This is something we sought in the
briefing and were unable to get some detail in relation to. We do have concerns about the calculation
of those levies and the components that have driven those outcomes, specifically the three types of
habitat increases, which range from 19.3 per cent to 26.4 per cent, that are proposed in this bill.
The second area of concern is that funds collected will go into the Melbourne Strategic Assessment
Fund with no guarantees that the money will in fact be spent for the purposes for which it is collected
or in a timely manner. There is a real risk, as we have seen with the Sustainability Fund, that money
collected will be used for other purposes. The purpose of the Sustainability Fund is that it serves as a
significant prop up to the budget bottom line, and it is not spent for the purposes for which it was
collected. So further in committee I will be seeking some clarification in relation to the expenditure of
those moneys.
As a result of our concerns I am proposing a reasoned amendment that seeks to prevent the bill from
proceeding at this stage and to address the issues, as we would be seeking to protect homebuyers from
some of the higher levies that are being put in place without justification. We would like the
government to do that work and to demonstrate the detail behind it and, secondly, that the money will
be expended in a timely manner for the purposes for which it is intended. I request that the reasoned
amendment be circulated.
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Therefore, I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the government has demonstrated to Victorians that:
(1) the significant tax increases proposed by the bill, and for which no mandate was sought at the 2018
election, can be justified;
(2) the excessive fee increases proposed by this bill for the various habitat types, including 26.4 per cent for
the golden sun moth, 19.3 per cent for native vegetation and 19.3 per cent for scattered trees, will not
result in higher purchase prices for homebuyers; and
(3) that all moneys held in the proposed Melbourne Strategic Assessment Fund will be expended in a timely
manner and not used to protect the bottom line of the state budget.’.

Our concerns here relate to these significant levy increases and the translation of them at a time of
significant price increases, especially for new homebuyers. There will be a significant increase in
prices as a result of this significant levy increase that is incorporated into the bill for homebuyers in
these areas. We have got significant concerns, given the substantial tax increases that we have seen on
multiple fronts from this government, that this is clearly going to have a significant impact on
homebuyers.
It is reasonably straightforward from us. Overall we obviously believe it is appropriate to have a
scheme such as this. It helps simplify processes. A single fee does work, and we have been supportive
of that but very concerned I suppose with the implementation and management of what is incorporated
into this bill in relation to taking that the next step further. I look forward to hopefully having some
questions in the committee stage and the consideration of our reasoned amendment.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:26): I also rise to speak on the Melbourne Strategic
Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. In doing so, I think this is good timing. It is
great to actually have this bill in the house in light of the recent bushfire events where a lot of animals
and species have been impacted and millions and millions have disappeared with the threat of being
lost forever. So I think it is very good timing to introduce a bill like this to make sure we maintain
biodiversity in Victoria, particularly in Melbourne as part of the growth plan which was established
back in 2008 by a former Labor government and then came into effect in 2010. This is a continuation
of that program.
The bill establishes a Victorian head of power and legislative framework for the Melbourne strategic
assessment, MSA, program. That has come as a result of a major review that was conducted to
basically make sure that the MSA program was developed in parallel with the Melbourne 2030:
A Planning Update—Melbourne @ 5 Million report, which identified areas to be considered for new
urban facilities or development, and the subsequent Delivering Melbourne’s Newest Sustainable
Communities report, which recommended an expansion of Melbourne’s urban growth boundary to
include 60 000 hectares of new land for urban development.
The program talks about the establishment of a 15 000-hectare western grassland reserve to protect
Victoria’s endangered native grasslands. I am pleased to report that it is in my electorate, and it is a
very welcome development. It also establishes a 1200-hectare grassy eucalypt woodland reserve in
Melbourne’s north and also protects and manages important habitat for the southern brown bandicoot
and the growling grass frog. It establishes 36 conservation areas across the new suburbs in Melbourne
growth areas and that goes on to the south-eastern suburbs.
Melbourne is growing, and as part of that growth it is important not to just build high-rise buildings or
houses. If we finish up with just houses, concrete and asphalt and lose open space in the process, we
will destroy the natural habitat for various animal and flora species which had been there for thousands
and thousands of years before we even arrived. We can coexist, and it is important to make sure that
we provide a balance for nature, humans and animals. We can actually coexist and live together. That
has been worked on for a long, long period of time, and a lot of it has been implemented, but this bill
will enshrine a lot of these changes in law.

BILLS
Thursday, 6 February 2020

Legislative Council

221

The bill provides the legislative underpinning to the existing MSA, simplifies the MSA program’s
levy structure and administrative processes, reducing costs and improving compliance. It also indexes
and updates the levies to return the program to full cost recovery by 2024–25. I think it is very
important that we do that. It also looks at improving the MSA program’s operational and financial
transparency. It secures and embeds the MSA program’s streamlined approval regime as well as its
economic, environmental and social benefits for Melbourne’s growth corridors and Victorians
generally. I think it is very important to get all the efficiency we can put in place to make sure we
deliver on this program and make sure there is full compliance as well.
A benefit of this program is significant reductions in holding costs for developers compared to the
usual project-by-project and offset approach to environmental approvals. The cost reductions are
estimated at between $25 million and $28 million annually. I think that is an important point. Instead
of focusing on a project-by-project approach, taking a holistic view of how we deal with all of this
will, one, deliver a greater outcome and, two, provide some efficiency and some consistency across
the board instead of leaving it to individual developers or projects to basically develop their own
approach and try to navigate the system. That is why the MSA program will do that. It is all about
getting the right outcome.
I talked earlier about having a strategic assessment program versus a project-by-project approach. This
program will consider conservation measures as part of a strategic and long-term plan and identify
areas of important biodiversity value at the outset to ensure their protection. It allows urban
development to occur under both Victorian and commonwealth laws in one process, provides certainty
to developers and strengthens coordination, consistency, transparency and accountability for decisions
made under multiple regulatory regimes.
There has been major consultation with the commonwealth to make sure our Victorian laws work
hand in hand with the commonwealth laws so there is no conflict and make sure we achieve the desired
outcomes. That is why there has been a fair bit of work with the commonwealth in relation to this,
particularly as the commonwealth government protects matters of national environmental
significance, which includes threatened plant and animal species and threatened vegetation
communities, under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.
So it is very important that we work closely with the feds. There are various other Victorian acts which
will apply. In relation to clearing of areas of native vegetation, that is regulated through the native
vegetation clearing regulations and also Victoria’s Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988, the Wildlife
Act 1975 and the Environment Effects Act 1978. As you can see, there is various state legislation in
place as well as federal. It is important that we will be able to marry them together to make sure we
get a great outcome. This bill will make sure we have that consistency and all this various legislation
working in harmony so that we can get the best benefit out of the MSA program. That will be
something good for the environment and for Victorians.
There are some administrative changes and efficiencies, which I talked about. Some of these changes
include that the MSA levies will be imposed by Victorian law, so they will basically become
legislation. The levies will be adjusted annually according to a tailored composite index designed to
reflect changes to the cost of implementing the program. The levy rates will be fully reviewed every
five years. The number of events that trigger the requirement to pay MSA levies on freehold land are
minimised and made clearer for both the regulated community and the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning to identify when the MSA levy event has occurred. Also it is proposed that
infrastructure and utility providers will no longer be required to pay MSA levies if they undertake
actions associated with urban development on freehold land. There will be an effective compliance
framework with administrative hold points whereby subdivision lodgements and building permit
applications will be held until MSA levies have been paid. We do not believe there will be any impact
on the property industry as a result of this legislation, or the impact will be absolutely minimal.
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The bill also gives the commissioner for environmental sustainability increased oversight and powers
to review and audit the government’s implementation of the MSA and its outcomes. I think it is very
important that we have someone independent of the government to actually monitor what we are doing
and make sure we are achieving the outcome that this bill is set to achieve. The MSA program was
designed to achieve a particular outcome, and we are making sure we are achieving that outcome. A
review will be done every two years examining the government’s progress towards meeting the
program’s conservation outcomes. The review will invite submissions from the public and will be
tabled in Parliament. It is another example of the Victorian government’s focus on transparency. I
think we were debating some of these similar matters about transparency and auditing yesterday in
relation to the fires and about the inspector-general doing the audit as an independent body. So the
commissioner for environmental sustainability will be doing exactly that. There will be a five-yearly
review of the levy, which I mentioned earlier.
I just want to turn to what impact that will have on my electorate. I am very pleased that it is going to
have a huge impact on my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region because, as we know, the
western suburbs of Melbourne are some of the fastest growing suburbs in the state. Places like
Kororoit, Melton, Sydenham, Tarneit and Werribee will be some of the huge beneficiaries out of this
program. I will just go through some of the examples. In the Kororoit Creek north grassland west
section, 13 hectares will be set aside as a high-quality native grassland with a significant population of
spiny rice flower; also in the Kororoit Creek north grassland east, 41 hectares of high-quality native
grassland with a significant population of spiny rice flower. The Kororoit Creek regional park is a
great initiative. The government is already setting aside 175 hectares to basically have a regional park
in the western suburbs of Melbourne. It is long overdue. I know it is progressing really well, and I am
looking forward to the park starting to take shape. A bill like this will make sure that will become a
reality.
The Greigs Road grassland at Mount Cottrell in Kororoit will have 46 hectares; the Ravenhall North
grassland, 35 hectares; the Deer Park quarry grassland at Ravenhall, 94 hectares; the Mount Atkinson
grassland in Kororoit as well, 25 hectares; the Middle Road grassland, 95 hectares; and the Middle
Road south grassland, 35 hectares. The list goes on. The Truganina Cemetery grassland will have
4 hectares; the Woods Road grassland in Truganina as well, 22 hectares; and the Ballan Road reserve
in Wyndham, 52 hectares. The western growth corridor growling grass frog north corridors will have
504 hectares; and the western growth corridor growling grass frog south corridors, 520 hectares.
These thousands of hectares just in my electorate will benefit from this bill and will benefit from the
MSA program.
In the northern growth corridor there is a long list as well and also in the south-east. It is mainly the
northern and western suburbs, where the significant growth in population is taking place, that will be
the big beneficiaries out of this program. It was a commitment of former Labor governments, the
Bracks-Brumby governments, from 2008, and now we continue that legacy by making sure that we
continue with that program. We will make sure that we keep our open-space policy and make sure that
what used to be the green wedge at one stage will be balanced with the growth of population. We do
not want that to happen at the expense of destroying grasslands and endangered species which have
the same right as us to actually continue to exist. We do not have the right as humans, as the supreme
beings, to decide that we can live but they cannot. I think we can coexist. This bill and the Melbourne
strategic assessment program will actually allow that to occur so that we can live together in harmony.
I will finish off by just making reference again to the horrific fires this country and this state have
faced. They are the biggest fires since 1939 and millions and millions of species and animals have
basically disappeared. This will go some small way to preserve these habitats and these areas. With
that, I commend the bill to the house.
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Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (15:41): I too rise to speak on the Melbourne Strategic
Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. The bill establishes a Victorian head of power
and legislative framework for the Melbourne strategic assessment (MSA) program. In December 2008
the Victorian government announced a review of the urban growth boundary. It was identified early
in the review process that urban expansion on the scale envisaged would have a significant impact on
biodiversity values in the investigation area. The MSA program was developed in parallel with the
report Melbourne 2030: A Planning Update—Melbourne @ 5 Million, which identified areas to be
considered for new urban development, and the subsequent report, Delivering Melbourne’s Newest
Sustainable Communities, which recommended an expansion of Melbourne’s urban growth boundary
to include 60 000 hectares of new land for urban development.
This expansion to the urban growth boundary was given effect in 2010 by planning scheme
amendment VC68. The MSA program applies to all areas included in the expanded urban growth
boundary as well as to 16 precincts within the previous 2005 urban growth boundary where
development had not yet commenced in 2010. The MSA program provides a combined environmental
impact assessment of urban development in Melbourne’s growth areas under both the commonwealth
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 and the Victorian native vegetation
controls. The commonwealth government has approved urban development in Melbourne’s growth
areas under the EPBC act to be undertaken in accordance with the MSA program. Under the program,
developers pay habitat compensation levies primarily at the point of subdivision based on impact on
protected vegetation and habitat. The levies fund the cost of implementing the delivery of the
commitments required by the commonwealth approvals.
The overall objective of the bill is to resolve any key legal and financial risks affecting the MSA
program; simplify the MSA program’s levy structure and administrative processes, reducing costs and
improving compliance; reduce the risk of the Victorian government not fully mitigating the impacts
of urban development in Melbourne’s growth areas and thus not meeting its environmental
commitments to the commonwealth government; improve the MSA program’s operational and
financial transparency; secure and embed the MSA program and its economic, environmental and
social benefits for Melbourne’s growth areas and Victorians generally.
There are various benefits of the MSA program. The MSA program provides significant reductions in
holding costs for developers compared to the usual project-by-project assessment and offset approach
to environmental approvals. Cost reductions are estimated at about $25 million to $28 million
annually. It provides improved certainty in planning for the regulatory cost of the projects before
beginning the development process. As project-by-project assessments are not required, the fees are
consistent and known. It also provides improved certainty to Victorians that the environmental impacts
of Melbourne’s development will be offset through plans for the development of an integrated network
of large conservation reserves. These reserves will be important environmental assets for future
Victorians and will make significant contributions to reducing extinction risk for threatened species
and ecological communities. The network of reserves to be established under the MSA program will
not only provide important habitat for endangered species but also leave an important legacy in terms
of the benefits of providing access to open space, particularly to the west of Melbourne.
Why is the MSA program needed? The MSA program ensures that urban development within
Melbourne’s growth areas complies with commonwealth and Victorian environmental laws in an
efficient and effective way. The MSA program does this by streamlining the assessment and approval
processes while delivering important and necessary conservation outcomes. Biodiversity regulation is
complex. It includes overlapping and intersecting Victorian and commonwealth laws regulating the
impacts of development projects on threatened species and native vegetation. The ongoing urban
expansion of Melbourne is a large and complex development project with significant impacts on
biodiversity values.
What are the conservation commitments of the MSA program? The primary conservation
commitments which make up the MSA program are the protection and management of 36 areas of
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high biodiversity value within the urban growth boundary—these areas cover over 4000 hectares in
total; the creation and management of a 15 000-hectare grassland reserve to Melbourne’s west, the
western grassland reserve, outside the urban growth boundary between Little River and Bacchus
Marsh, primarily for the conservation of the critically endangered ecological community of natural
temperate grasslands of Victoria’s volcanic plain; the creation and management of a 1200-hectare
grassy eucalypt woodland reserve in Melbourne’s north outside the urban growth boundary; the
protection and enhancement of habitat for the growling grass frog in creek corridors within the MSA
program area, including the construction of new constructed wetland habitat; the protection of habitat
connectivity corridors for the southern brown bandicoot, connecting important populations and habitat
to Melbourne’s south-east; the creation and management of further reserves outside the urban growth
boundary to protect and improve habitat for the golden sun moth, matted flax lily and spiny rice flower.
The program is a long-term endeavour. The commitments are to be fully delivered by 2060, when
urban development in the MSA program area is expected to be completed and by which time all the
associated impacts will have occurred. The full details of the conservation commitments can be found
within the Delivering Melbourne’s Newest Sustainable Communities program report.
The bill does not propose any measure which is likely to add administrative burden or delays to
developers who pay their levies by the applicable due date. Developers value the simplicity of the
MSA program in its current form and this simplicity is retained under the bill. The efficiency of the
MSA program’s habitat compensation scheme and the reduced administrative burden of the
streamlined approval system are estimated to deliver considerable savings.
The legislative proposal is not imposing new legal requirements on developers and landowners.
Developers and landowners in the MSA program area are already subject to the requirement of the
commonwealth EPBC act approvals. The proposal establishes a Victorian head of power for the
collection of MSA levies, provides greater clarity around the imposition and discharge of liability, and
includes a range of measures to support the administration of and compliance with the levy framework.
Developers will still have the option to defer payments by entering into staged payment arrangements.
These payment arrangements typically align payment terms with the stages of multistage subdivisions
but also have the flexibility to be used in a number of other ways. The bill does not propose any
measure which is likely to add administrative burden or delays to the construction of infrastructure.
Infrastructure construction providers value the simplicity of the MSA program in its current form, and
this simplicity is retained under the bill.
The bill imposes MSA levies on infrastructure works only when those works are on Crown land. This
is a further reduction of administrative burden when compared to the MSA program in its current
form, under which fees are charged for infrastructure projects on private land as well. The bill
deliberately creates no additional barriers to acquisition of land by acquiring authorities seeking to
deliver infrastructure.
The impacts of MSA levy costs on housing affordability are low when considered in the context of
overall house and land costs. The increases to MSA levy rates are unlikely to deter a prospective
homebuyer from purchasing a home in the growth areas over an equivalent home in the established
suburbs of Melbourne. To ensure that the levy does not impact directly on homebuyers, there are a
range of exclusions included in the legislation.
It should also be remembered that the levy is in place of the more expensive, time consuming and
unpredictable project-by-project environmental approvals process under the Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Protection Act 1999 and the Victorian native vegetation controls.
The program overall is aimed at contributing to the regular supply of residential land available in
Melbourne’s growth corridors, keeping houses affordable and accessible for Victorians. The Victorian
government recognises the impact of owning a home and has a range of initiatives in place to improve
housing affordability.
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As well as the large reserves created through the MSA outside the urban growth boundary, there are
36 conservation areas within growth areas. These reserves interconnect with regional parks and local
parks to form a connected network that protects important species while providing plenty of open
space. These 36 reserves protect 2500 hectares of high-quality endangered species habitat within
Melbourne’s new suburbs. They also include an additional 2500 hectares of conservation areas for the
growling grass frog. These form wide corridors along 145 kilometres of creeks and rivers in
Melbourne’s new suburbs.
Western Metropolitan Region has been home to strong growth. The western growth corridor and
north-western growth corridor are in Western Metropolitan Region. A large connected network of
growling grass frog conservation areas along the Werribee River and Lollypop, Davis and Kororoit
creeks will be managed by Melbourne Water for the primary purpose of protecting and creating
growling grass frog habitat to make sure the frog remains a resident in these waterways. A large
connected network of growling grass frog conservation area along Jacksons and Emu creeks will be
managed by Melbourne Water for the primary purpose of protecting and creating growling grass frog
habitat to make sure the frog remains a resident in these waterways. There is also a series of
conservation areas focused on the protection of woodlands and endangered species. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (3:55): I rise to make a contribution today as well in
regard to the Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. As I have
been listening to other speakers but also reading through the material I have been very pleased to learn
of much detail that is contained in the bill that will go towards strengthening and protecting habitats
and the environment in our urban growth boundaries. Ms Vaghela just talked about the western
suburbs, of which she is a representative as a member for Western Metropolitan Region. It is so
important to make sure that as housing grows we continue to protect and conserve natural habitats.
If I can just remark on a memory from my own childhood, I can remember growing up in Sydney.
When I was a very young person, we used to actually have bandicoots as well in our local area roaming
around. Of course it was not very long afterwards, when I began to get a little bit older, that
unfortunately those bandicoots disappeared.
Not only is it because of housing growth but of course with more traffic on the roads and those sorts
of things often wildlife is killed on the roads, which is unfortunate. It is optimistic and hopeful that this
bill will provide a mechanism for not only the conservation and protection of habitats and conservation
areas but also will allow communities to participate and begin to take part in the protection of some of
these habitats. I know that in my own region, Eastern Metropolitan Region, near where I live, the
Warringal Conservation Society does great work in protecting the wetlands in the Banyule Flats area,
and I myself have walked along through the Banyule Flats area just after large rains and listened to
many a frog growling happily and birds chirping. It is indeed important.
This bill will ensure that there is a strategic approach to protecting endangered species and ensuring
that these species can become part of our new suburbs, while ensuring a streamlined process for the
housing industry to support Melbourne’s growing population. Of course it is important to have
housing, but it is important that whatever housing is developed residents moving into these areas also
have access to green open space and can enjoy habitats and wetlands and see these parts of our
biodiversity and these species in their natural environment as well. It is extremely important. There
are so many species—the list is so long—and Ms Vaghela did in her contribution talk a little bit about
some of the native fauna that are listed in the bill that will come under protection. There are many,
many things listed in the bill in terms of the north-western growth corridor, the northern corridor and
the south-eastern growth corridor—in those suburbs—as well as the western growth corridor.
But just by way of a very brief overview, the key conservation outcomes of this bill will ensure that a
15 000 hectare western grassland reserve will be established, and this will assist in protecting
Victoria’s endangered native grasslands—again, so important for wildlife and for birdlife to make sure
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that those populations are supported with natural and native habitats. It will establish the 1200 grassy
eucalypt reserve in Melbourne’s north—again, very important to make sure that we conserve that
habitat for a range of wildlife. It will protect and manage important habitat for the southern brown
bandicoot and the growling grass frog, so again very important. As I just remarked upon, from my
own experiences growing up as a young person I do recall the bandicoot. I do not think it was the
southern brown bandicoot; I do not know exactly what kind of bandicoot it was, just that it was a
bandicoot. It was indeed sad to learn that it was no longer able to live in its own natural habitat and
that through development it had effectively either been extinguished or no longer lived in that habitat.
Hopefully it did not die but moved somewhere else. In any event it is not good when we dislocate
these native species. The bill will also establish 36 conservation areas across the new suburbs in
Melbourne’s growth corridors. Earlier I remarked on those four growth corridors—where they are. I
will not go through all the suburbs. You can see where those growth corridors and conservation areas
will be protected.
Additionally, the levy will also look at habitat compensation, so it will streamline the biodiversity
offsetting process through the payment of a levy to avoid the need for multiple approvals.
Conservation legislation is complex: there are various things that overlap. We have commonwealth
legislation and state legislation. Through the implementation of this bill there will be a streamlining
process that will see the payment of a new levy established, but again avoiding the need for multiple
approvals.
We are building long-lasting partnerships with communities and landowners to manage public and
private land. As I said earlier, many a conservation group will come and start up as a result of needing
to protect and preserve local parks and wildlife. That is important, and it does bring many people
together. That is a wonderful thing as well. The bill implements long-term monitoring and reporting
to make sure that current and future management frameworks can adapt to ensure that new information
is where it should be included when new and important populations of endangered species are found
in the reserves, because often what happens is that when habitats are improved things then re-emerge,
which is fantastic. So it is important to make sure that we capture any new and emerging species and
that when they are found or identified, whatever plans are in place can be amended to ensure that we
adapt and ensure their long-term survival as well.
In terms of research, the latest science and information will be used to restore grasslands to support
and expand populations of threatened species. So again it is very important to make sure that we use
science, rely on experts who know what they are doing and know what they are talking about to ensure
that we can restore grasslands where they have been damaged or extinguished.
Again, it is about restoration and conservation work that is very important. Where those grasslands are
able to be re-established, we would hope to see and like to see other populations of things that are no
longer around, whether that be animals or amphibians or any of those sorts of things, come back to
those areas, particularly if they are threatened species. Surveys will be used to look at detecting rare
and threatened species through detailed analysis and surveying, so it is a good thing to make sure that
we effectively and carefully analyse and monitor what species are in these conservation areas to make
sure that we can cater for their longevity.
A network of conservation areas within Melbourne’s new suburbs will be established to protect
threatened species including the striped legless lizard—that is an impressive thing—as well as the
matted flax lily and the spiny rice flower. My colleague Ms Vaghela remarked upon these earlier as
well, but I would like to see a striped legless lizard. That would be an impressive thing. We must
ensure that—
Mr Jennings interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Well, yes—I am not quite sure how you would distinguish between a legless
lizard and a snake. That might be an interesting thing to do, but I would rely on a scientist, perhaps, to
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tell me that. I am sure I would have a very detailed explanation of exactly how that works, and I would
be very interested to hear that.
It would be a good thing to make sure that the conservation areas that are in place, or that we perhaps
might restore and expand, could indeed support the striped legless lizard. That would be a wonderful
thing.
Regarding precinct structure plans, there needs to be clear and consistent planning for rules to
minimise delays with permit applications, and this bill will look at streamlining that.
This is something that I am interested in: protecting and restoring one of the last remaining populations
of the endangered button wrinklewort. That is very important. I look forward to receiving updates on
how that is going, because if it is the last remaining population of the endangered button wrinklewort
we want to make sure that it is supported.
I might just quickly remark on a few other things as well in regard to this levy that will be established
under this bill. As I said, the bill in effect does many things, but importantly it sets a framework for
the collection of a levy to support this important work. There will be seven different components as
part of the levy, one each for native vegetation patches and scattered trees, with the other five each
corresponding to threatened species listed as matters of national environmental significance under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. I might just quickly name them: the
golden sun moth, the growling grass frog, the southern brown bandicoot, the matted flax lily—I think
I can hear something there that sounds like a growling grass frog—and the spiny rice flower. Each
were identified at the time of the original assessment as being significantly impacted by urban
development in Melbourne’s growth corridor. As I touched on and remarked upon earlier, this is the
importance of surveying the landscape and understanding what in fact is impacted or is threatened,
because we can see that the levy itself has been tailored to target these endangered species of flora and
fauna. I remarked earlier upon the southern brown bandicoot, but the golden sun moth is a new one
and I am glad to see that its habitat will equally be ensured.
Each of the seven components is mapped across the levy area with the mapping derived from extensive
habitat survey work and modelling data that has been collected during a previous 2010 assessment. It
is very important to rely on evidence-based information. Each of the levy components has been
mapped across the program areas to create an environment mitigation dataset, so there is a base there
to work from and it is a solid base. To ensure that all losses due to urban development since the
commencement of the program are adequately captured the dataset is time stamped at 2010 and will
not be subsequently updated or monitored. So there is a benchmark, if you like, from 2010 that had
been mapped up to that point, and then we can see prospectively going forward and actually measure
how we are doing in terms of whether the conservation measures that we are taking are actually reaping
the benefits and rewards and whether various flora and fauna are in fact thriving or not. Presumably
then appropriate modifications or adjustments can be made if necessary to ensure things are improved.
Each of the levy components attract different levy rates based on the estimated cost to mitigate the
clearing of that type of vegetation or habitat for development—again, that is important. The rates
currently being charged under the program were initially informed by a cost recovery model developed
in 2013 and were calculated to fully recover the estimated cost of delivering the program’s
conservation commitments over the duration of the program to 2060—so a very extensive program,
40 years prospectively looking forward. It is very well thought out and again, it is designed to protect
and assist in the management of 15 000 hectares in the western grassland reserves primarily for the
conservation of the endangered ecological community of the natural temperate grasslands of Victoria’s
volcanic plain. That is just one aspect.
Again, it is extremely important work that is being undertaken. Additionally there is the protection and
management of 1200 hectares of the nationally threatened grassy eucalypt woodland ecological
community to form a grassy eucalypt woodland reserve; the protection of 36 areas of biodiversity
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value within Melbourne’s urban growth boundary to provide for the conservation of native flora and
fauna, as I have previously mentioned; additional reserves outside the urban growth boundary to
conserve important habitat for those threatened species, as I have mentioned; and other conservation
actions for threatened species such as the brown bandicoot and the Australian grayling as well as
migratory bird species protected under international treaties.
It is extraordinarily important work. It is extraordinarily important that we ensure that, where urban
development goes on and development is reaping maximum returns from the landscape, in fact those
that have the most capacity to pay are included in making sure that they are putting back into the
landscape, such as by conservation works for threatened flora and fauna species.
I do look forward very much to hearing about conservation works undertaken in regard not only to the
button wrinklewort but also to the southern brown bandicoot and the growling grass frog. I will leave
my contribution there.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:10): I rise to make some brief comments in relation to
this bill. The bill is codifying the scheme that has been in place since 2010, the Melbourne strategic
assessment. The scheme is designed to try and manage the seemingly endless growth of Melbourne’s
suburbs while also protecting threatened flora on our outskirts from the spread of our suburbs.
I begin by noting that regardless of the merits of this scheme we should be questioning the viability of
constantly expanding outwards and encroaching upon the city’s green wedges. There are better ways
of managing Melbourne’s growth, such as utilising the urban land we already have with established
transport links and services rather than just continuing to create new suburbs filled with brand-new
developments, with limited public transport and little to no real active transport options.
Under the scheme the government is required to purchase land, particularly grassland and woodland
reserves, to offset the environmental impact of urban development. A developer will pay a levy when
they acquire new land for development, which helps fund the purchase of an equivalent parcel of land
for conservation purposes. However, in practice the scheme is not delivering the conservation
outcomes it promised. In fact the government has almost entirely failed to purchase the land that was
supposed to be bought for conservation. As one example, under the scheme the government was
supposed to buy land for a western grasslands reserve in Melbourne’s west, but so far less than 10 per
cent of this land has been bought. In our north, land for a woodlands reserve was supposed to be
acquired, but it appears that either very little or no land at all has been acquired so far.
We are also concerned that the conservation land covered by the scheme, both the land that has been
purchased already and the land that has been earmarked but not purchased as yet, is not being properly
managed and that the flora and fauna that call this land home remain at risk. Victoria’s precious flora
and fauna are already under threat from logging, from the climate crisis and from the devastating
bushfires we experienced this summer, and it is under threat from development.
We support developers having to pay a levy. They have a responsibility to the broader community,
and the government has the responsibility to protect grasslands and woodlands on our city’s fringe.
But there is no point charging developers a levy if the funds are not being well spent and conservation
reserves are not being created or well managed. We do not want a situation where Treasury coffers
are being filled while more of our precious natural environment is being handed over for development.
So while the Greens are very concerned about this scheme, and I intend to ask the government further
questions about the implementation of this scheme during the committee stage, we will not be
opposing the bill.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:12): The question of how we balance the needs
of the environment and the needs of an expanding city is a complex one. As the city expands and
impacts on the environment, an environmental levy is perhaps a reasonable compromise to many.
Conservation efforts are complex however, particularly in grasslands such as those of Victoria’s
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western volcanic plains, one of the most impacted and fragile habitats in Australia. Knowledge about
what works best and how to best target conservation efforts is an emerging field. Despite these
conservation efforts being highly valued by some members of the community, the reality is that we do
not have unlimited resources and ensuring cost effectiveness is an important measure in prioritising
work.
There are elements of the current system under the Melbourne strategic assessment framework that
were an improvement over the previous ones, including reducing red tape and streamlining the
processes to allow development projects and the associated offset projects to proceed with less delay.
There are elements with this bill that are worthy of support, particularly the audit and review process,
which has the possibility of creating efficiencies that could lead to a reduction in the levy costs over
the long term. Unfortunately I know how government works, and we can probably expect further
increases in the levy in the future.
The western grasslands reserves was touted as an important conservation project creating a large
grassland reserve to protect threatened habitats and endangered species. This involves the voluntary
acquisition of several private properties and ongoing work to restore the quality of these grasslands.
The project, however, has experienced significant delays in these property acquisitions and will likely
have significant and ongoing cost overruns.
Many environmental groups expressed concern that both funds and conservation priorities have been
funnelled towards this project at the expense of other potential offset sites closer to the development
projects. Many of the properties are farmland which have had rocks removed, which provide habitat
for grassland animals. There are also significant challenges with the abundance of listed weeds of
national significance across this project, with Chilean needle grass, serrated tussock, bridal creeper,
prickly pear and African boxthorn all found in abundance.
The Victorian National Parks Association wrote about the western grasslands reserves in their Park
Watch bulletin last June. They pointed out that the government had acquired only 10 per cent of the
planned reserve area and much of the grasslands have been allowed to seriously degrade through the
spread of noxious weeds. They also pointed out that no detailed economic analysis for the western
grassland reserves has ever been published. In addition, I quote:
Rough calculations indicate that recent offset prices/habitat destruction fees are probably far too low to
purchase all the land and manage it to what might be expected to be a reasonable standard.
Also, the economics of the WGR has been sabotaged by Victoria’s failure to comprehensively tackle the
area’s evolving weed problem; this will add to future management costs. Some land may not be salvageable.

There are also possible perverse outcomes of this. Also from the Park Watch publication, I quote:
The voluntary Public Acquisition Overlay placed on the land proposed for the WGR had an impact on
landowners by creating doubt about the future monetary value of their property. This probably led some to
reduce or stop their weed control, while inhibiting innovative grassland management and restoration. An
open-ended acquisition plan as desired by the Victorian Government perpetuates doubt over the grasslands’
future. It is the worst possible option.
With so much time passed, if the remnant grasslands across Melbourne’s western plains are to have a
reasonable chance of being managed to achieve the social and environmental objectives for which the WGR
were promoted, then the reserves proposal needs to be publicly scrutinised. An independent publicly funded
review with strong community involvement needs to examine all options for creating new ecologically sound
and financially secure futures for these endangered grasslands.

In a submission from several environment groups to the federal government’s environmental offset
inquiry this was summarised:
The Western Grassland Reserve has been revealed to comprise mainly vegetation of poor quality or secondary
grasslands with very few areas of Very High quality … In fact the majority of the grassland reserves comprise
fertilised pasture, derocked pasture, fertilised and derocked pasture or crop.
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Serrated tussock is challenging, as a mature plant can produce up to 10 000 seeds per plant and these
seeds can travel a significant distance carried by the wind. The control of these invasive species
involves considerable use of herbicides.
It may be that this whole project is swallowing up resources due to the sunk cost fallacy or continuation
bias which drives a lot of poor decision-making in both humans and animals. This is a bias towards
continuing with an existing approach due to previous investment. One of our concerns with this bill is
that this may continue to drive further investment in this project, with continuing cost increases to the
detriment of environmental outcomes, the property industry and the state budget.
I will address some of these concerns in the committee stage of debate, but if the review process within
the legislation does not allow for a broad consideration of whether the scope of the western grassland
reserves should be limited for better allocation of resources then it will hardly be worthwhile. Simply
pouring more money into a project that only has the prospect of limited success will not work, and it
would be a tragic outcome if it takes us another decade or two to figure this out.
In Ms Vaghela’s contribution she mentioned another aim of the Melbourne strategic assessment
program in conservation of the endangered growling grass frog. I would also like to take the
opportunity to highlight the work of a Victorian business that has made a positive contribution to this
conservation work. The Alex Fraser Group, in addition to their considerable contribution to recycling
and providing for green roads, has a recycling facility in Cooper Street, Epping, which is one of the
sites where habitat has been enhanced, and they are helping to build a habitat corridor between Merri
Creek and Central Creek. We hope the government will take this into consideration when reviewing
decisions on their Clarinda recycling facility.
While considered in isolation, the increase in the environmental levy may not seem over the top, but
the property industry is not a limitless ATM. The cost increases are borne not simply by some property
developer but by aspirational home owners. In greenfield developments government taxes and charges
are the second-highest contributor to the cost of a new home, contributing 24 per cent of the cost. This
may be up to three times the cost of the land acquisition.
The property industry in Victoria contributes $45.1 billion to gross state product, employing more than
331 000 people directly and supporting more than 400 000 workers in related fields. In Victoria’s
2019–20 budget property taxes are estimated to contribute 45 per cent of total state revenue compared
to 39 per cent in New South Wales.
Property Council of Australia analysis shows that since the Victorian election there have been 17 state
government tax changes that have negatively affected the property industry. This includes the recent
increase in the building permit levy to fund cladding rectification works. These costs are not a tax on
wealthy developers, they are a tax on aspirational home owners. Driving up costs to deliver poor
environmental outcomes does not benefit Victorians or the environment.
We believe that, in the context of the accumulating costs on the property industry and legitimate
concerns about the cost-effectiveness of the measures covered by this legislation, it should be rejected.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (16:20): In rising today to speak to this bill I must say
that the intent of the government is good. The intent of the government to try and protect the grasslands
on the western plain is an admirable and worthy thing, and something we as Victorians should all try
to do. The western grassland reserve is, it would seem, almost there by accident due to it not being
touched. This has arisen in this debate earlier. Because it has actually got a lot of rocks, it would seem
that there have been a lot of species protected in that particular area, obviously too because it has not
been built out. So we accidentally still have a lovely patch of grassland in the west. It is definitely of
poor quality and definitely there are weed species throughout it that need to be controlled.
Respectfully, there does need to be a plan put in place and money allocated to protecting this area and
getting it into something that is much larger and that future generations can actually be proud of.
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The current situation with urban growth is we are losing these grasslands bit by bit. There needs to be
a line drawn in the sand, and we need to actually step up our efforts in the conservation of these
precious grasslands in my wonderful backyard of the western and northern suburbs of Melbourne. The
grasslands are not pretty to look at. They are not forest; they are rocky. Also with a lot of those species,
especially the smaller flowers and grasses and the like, you really do need to take the time to stop and
have a look to find them, but they are there. And yes, there is the growling grass frog and we get the
chance to actually hear it. We would not want that to be lost here in Victoria. Most frogs are annoying
at times, but we still do not want them lost.
Just recently with the fires in West Footscray one of the things that my West Footscray community
really struggled with was how Stony Creek was polluted and how there was the loss of the sound of
the birds and the frogs along that area. Twelve months on we are just starting to hear the frogs back
again. Yes, they are a little annoying, but we cannot not have the frogs making those noises in our
suburbs. Annoying or not, the growling frogs are part of my wonderful western suburbs.
I do feel that there needs to be some way of collecting some funds to conserve our biodiversity in my
favourite part of the world, the western region. We are growing at such a rapid pace in the western
suburbs from Werribee through Tarneit, Truganina and Melton and all the way around to Sunbury.
The surveys that have been conducted show there is still some high-quality grassland intact where we
have those spiny rice flowers as well as the golden sun moth and—yes, I will say it again—those
growling grass frogs. They will continue to be lost in small areas and pockets of my community if we
do not actually take the steps to have larger protection of our grassland in my wonderful west of
Melbourne—that is, obviously, along the Werribee River and Lollypop Creek and the like and
continues all the way around from Kororoit Creek to Tarneit, Werribee, Melton and Sydenham.
There are a lot of suburbs in that particular growth corridor in the west that will benefit from a
concerted effort to protect the western grassland reserve, because once we become quite urbanised we
do need those spaces to break out to. We need to have those times when we get into those green spaces,
given we are surrounded by concrete.
I am looking forward to getting into the committee stage and asking those questions. They are not
dissimilar to others that have been raised today. We want to know what the government has done
around the purchasing of property to guarantee that this reserve is in place. My community and I are
obviously concerned that there are always chances for the government to raise levies, to put the funds
in their coffers and not spend them. We have seen that with the waste levy for over 10 years. Obviously
the community can sometimes feel sceptical about whether the moneys that go into those coffers will
be spent where they are meant to be spent.
My community wants those assurances that that is occurring and also that it is occurring at a pace. We
want time frames, we want time lines. We do not want to feel that it could be done anytime in the
future. We need to actually attach time lines to it and have actions in place and goals set. We cannot
continue to live on hopes and dreams and strategies without actions or policies without proper
direction. We need time frames, money and political will to get that done. I am looking forward to the
committee stage.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (16:28): I rise to speak on the Melbourne Strategic
Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. Grasslands once covered almost a million
hectares and spread from Melbourne’s west to Portland, but since European settlement 90 to 95 per
cent of these grasslands have been destroyed and as little as 1 per cent remains as high-quality habitat,
much of it threatened by Melbourne’s urban sprawl.
Decade-old commonwealth and Victorian government promises to protect these grasslands, such as
by creating new large grassland reserves, have so far failed. The last publicly available update in 2017
revealed that since commencement the program has received less than 5 per cent of its total budget—
$72.6 million in revenue—and expended approximately $46.4 million on program implementation
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activities. But the scheme seems to be working well enough for property developers, with almost
3000 hectares of land approved for urban development and, according to the government, a saving of
almost $500 million in costs for developers. But the conservation outcomes of the scheme seem to be
the lowest priority. According to the Victorian National Parks Association, in referring to the bill we
are now debating:
The Andrews Government is now trying to legislate its way out of the commitment.

The Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019 is about collecting
and spending revenues from levies for clearing federally listed threatened species habitats, and it has
at its core the proposition—the now widely discredited view—that it is okay to clear an area of
important species habitat provided you provide and protect an alternative habitat somewhere else. This
is often referred to as offsets.
I do not support the Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. As
the Victorian National Parks Association says, the bill does not deal with the fundamental flaws and
failed delivery of grassland reserves. After 10 years this state government has failed to deliver on
promises in the Melbourne strategic assessment (MSA) to protect grasslands and create large grassland
reserves by 2020. Less than 10 per cent of proposed grassland reserves have been delivered—less than
10 per cent. In 2010 state and federal governments solemnly stated that they would:
… increase the extent of … Natural Temperate Grassland of the Victorian Volcanic Plain from two per cent
to 20 per cent.

And:
The Department of Sustainability and Environment will be the acquiring authority and will acquire all
freehold land (excluding quarries) and reserve it by 2020.

Now, I share the belief of residents who have expressed concerns to me that the bill will close off the
opportunity to develop better funding and expenditure models for the Melbourne strategic assessment,
western grassland reserves (WGR) and grassland conservation than proposed through this legislation.
The government’s briefing note claims that the Melbourne strategic assessment program improves
certainty to Victorians that the environmental impacts of Melbourne’s development will be offset.
However, Victoria has utterly failed to implement its commitment under the MSA to establish the
western grassland reserves by 2020. This is because it depended on the unreliable and inconsistent
income from developers offsets and compensation fees to fund the creation of the western grassland
reserves. This dependency continues, and there is no reason to believe the bill will increase the rate of
grassland protection.
There is an easy, reasonable and logical alternative to passing the bill now. The alternative to passing
the bill now is to postpone consideration until after the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office reports this
year on its audit of managing native vegetation clearing, which examines the effectiveness of
Victoria’s native vegetation clearing regulations and management of vegetation clearing. The AuditorGeneral’s audit will include Victoria’s remnant native grasslands, including those covered by the
Melbourne strategic assessment and the proposed western grassland reserves. Furthermore, in October
last year our Parliament agreed to conduct an inquiry into the decline of Victoria’s native ecosystems
as well as the measures in place to protect threatened and endangered species. This will cover the
remnant grasslands and other vegetation and habitat types inside the Melbourne strategic assessment
area, including the western grassland reserves proposal.
The report of these two substantial inquiries will provide Victoria’s citizens and the government with
a better understanding of the condition of MSA ecosystems, the economics of establishing and
managing the proposed western grassland reserves and other reserves, and what is needed to ensure
protection and restoration of WGR grasslands. The passage of this bill would tend to exclude the
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concerned public from important policy development on the future of Victoria’s remnant grasslands,
especially those near Melbourne.
The reasons I will not be voting for the bill are as follows. One, the government has not published a
proper explanation of the need for this bill. What are the ‘key legal and financial risks affecting the
MSA program’ and the ‘financial and implementation risks’ mentioned in the government’s briefing
note? Why hasn’t the government addressed these risks with public involvement? Two, Victoria failed
to implement its commitment through the MSA to establish the western grassland reserves by 2020.
Under the conditions imposed by the MSA program, the government should produce a comprehensive
remedial plan. The fee structure for developers should be considered by such a plan.
Three, there is no published analysis of the economics of the western grassland reserves and
Melbourne strategic assessment that shows what levy dollar value is sufficient to meet Victoria’s
conservation obligations through the MSA program. If the government were fair dinkum about
transparency concerning the funding process, it would release previous and current economic analyses
now. Four, there is no published up-to-date report on the environmental significance of areas in the
proposed WGR. How much of the WGR meets formal criteria for endangered grasslands? A 2012
report for Victoria showed the WGR were seriously infested with serrated tussock and related weeds.
What is the current situation? Will the levy funds be used to buy weedy land? How, and at what cost,
will that land be rehabilitated?
Five, over the past decade the dollar value of western grassland reserves land has increased. Much of
the income from the levy is likely to be used to compensate current owners of land in the proposed
WGR who sell to commercial buyers for less than its assessed value rather than selling to Victoria.
Such monies cannot be used to protect grasslands. Six, the government did not seek public input on
the need for or the contents of the bill. Property developers, through the Urban Development Institute
of Australia, were allowed to comment on and influence the bill—surprise, surprise—but conservation
and other interests were not.
Seven, the bill contains no guarantee that governments will act on any future recommendations from
proposed reports by the commissioner for environmental sustainability on the MSA. Eight, the timing
of environmental and economic reviews proposed by the bill is not coordinated.
The Melbourne strategic assessment program helped restrict developers’ costs but it failed to properly
protect remnant grasslands west of Melbourne. Funding Victoria’s MSA and WGR conservation
obligations should be based on a publicly developed, integrated and comprehensive plan. The
Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019 does not come from those
with clear conservation and economic objectives.
There are numerous questions that the bill presently leaves unanswered. How does it require revenue
to be spent to deliver already-agreed outcomes such as the clearly defined western grassland reserves
or the proposed 1200-hectare grassy eucalypt woodland reserve in the north? Does the bill allow levy
money to be spent anywhere across the volcanic plain, which stretches from Melbourne to Portland?
I have pointed out already, and previously, that the government has totally failed to deliver on the
promises made by the Labor government under Premier Brumby a decade ago that we would get
remnant grasslands protected as a trade-off for agreeing to the urban sprawl caused by that
government’s expansion of the urban growth boundary. At the present rate of progress it will take
100 years for the government’s undertaking to be delivered.
Of course expanding the urban growth boundary was a consequence of the rapid population growth
which that government had embarked on. Both the rapid population growth and the expansion of the
urban growth boundary were consequences of the excessive influence wielded over the Labor
government by the property developer lobby. A better grassland protection and funding model with
high-quality public input is desperately needed.
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Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (16:39): I would just like to rise to make a small
contribution to the Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Bill 2019. This
bill effectively is trying to legislate what has been practised in policy for the last decade or so using
the old Melbourne strategic assessment, and that is something that was done conjunctly with the
commonwealth and the state.
For the most part people think it has been operating relatively well. I do not think it has been operating
as well as people had expected, and it seems the legislation may well sort of firm up some of the
expectations of that levy and also ensure the future of it. There have been a lot of areas where it has
not lived up to the promised grassland reserves that it said it would, but it does, I believe, provide some
certainty through legislation for a network of large conservation areas. I know there will be some
questions during the committee stage, and I will add to that, but given what has been happening over
summer and given that 170-odd rare species have lost 50 per cent of their habitat—50 per cent of their
homes—I think anything that we can do that will make a contribution to extinguishing or reducing
extinction rates must be done.
I have got concerns, and I will raise them, around some of the really important areas in the north. A
number of my constituents in the north have raised their concerns about committing to and ensuring
that some of those very important woodland areas in the north are protected. Again, with the western
grassland reserves as well as the grassy eucalypt woodland reserve, although I listened to Mr Hayes
saying that it was not adequate, I think it did protect 36 areas of high biodiversity and it did provide
some conservation actions for things like the southern brown bandicoot.
Being someone who grew up in the ACT, where the notion of green pathways for our habitat was
crucial to the development of that city and to the planning of that city, I understand that this again will
provide some of those habitat corridors in this very fast growth period that Melbourne has been
experiencing for quite some time and continues to experience. I think it is incredibly important that
we work to protect those pathways, work to protect those corridors to ensure that we do not find our
species being captured and cornered into certain areas with no way to migrate, move, breed et cetera.
I look forward to listening to the committee process for this bill. I think there will be lots of really
important questions asked, but at the moment the Reason Party will support the legislation.
House divided on amendment:

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

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

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

Noes, 24
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr (Teller)

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

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

Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
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Committee
Clause 1 (16:51)
Dr RATNAM: Minister, just as an outline I have questions on clause 1 and clause 90, but I am
happy to ask them all at the start. I am happy to ask them all in clause 1 for the ease of the passage of
the bill, if we are not dividing.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Is the minister happy to take all questions on clause 1?
Mr JENNINGS: Yes, I would be happy to take all the questions on clause 90.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: I was going to do it clause by clause.
Dr RATNAM: Okay, I will just ask my clause 1 questions then. Minister, I have a few general
questions on the bill. The Greens have been talking to a number of environmental NGOs and
community groups who have been concerned about the operation of the Melbourne strategic
assessment so far and are still concerned about how the bill will operate. I note that the Melbourne
strategic assessment stated that the department would create new 15 000 hectare grassland reserves by
2020 by purchasing designated freehold land excluding quarries. It is now 2020, and only 10 per cent
of these reserves have been purchased. My first question is: can the government provide an explanation
of why it is taking so long and can the government give a commitment for when the western grassland
reserves will now be delivered?
Mr JENNINGS: In the first instance can I actually say that I would hope that there is a recognition
of the value of the program and the significance of the undertaking and ultimately what will be the
benefits to the environment and to all of us when the outcome is delivered. I know that there are a
number of people who focus on a specific point in time, and you are asking me to replicate that pattern
by setting a specific point in time. The sooner the better, from my perspective, and I am sure that is
the perspective of the government. One of the reasons why the overall procurement has not occurred
in terms of the land transfer and the accumulation of conservation areas has in part been through a
change in the expectation of the development profile within the boundary, partly because there has not
been a significant increase in the amount of resources that have been available to the program to
provide for land purchases. This bill provides for the step change in relation to this.
There has been extensive consideration about what are the cost recovery elements of a contemporary
program now rather than being based upon price settings and price signals that were established in
2013. This is a monumental catch-up provision. It will create the opportunity for us to start getting a
contemporary source of revenue that addresses the value of land and the priorities in relation to habitat
protection in a way that we have not had for a number of years.
So this mechanism, we think, will lead to a step change. It will allow for active measures that will not
only lead to the accumulation of land parcels but actually provide the financial wherewithal to back in
what might be voluntary exchanges of parcels of land that we have actually not seen previously
because there was not a pool of readily available funds for somebody effectively to tip into by
volunteering their area to join the conservation zone.
As someone who might have been intimately associated with the establishment of this program in
2010—and I know what its objective was, I know what its intent was—I still believe in the method. I
think if we want to tease out what the value of the method is, the value of the method is that it satisfies
commonwealth expectations in relation to conservation, it allows development to occur, it actually has
a pricing mechanism that is dispersed to minimise the cost and it does it on a landscape basis rather
than a project-by-project basis. It has all of those in-built features to it. What it has not had is a
contemporary price structure, and now it has a contemporary price structure that is actually going to
be increased at a rate which is consistent with indexation. The accumulation of the land that can be
accumulated and added into the conservation area, we think in a timely way, will be ultimately at that
price mechanism that we have not had to enable that to occur.
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Dr RATNAM: Thank you, Minister. I appreciate your response. So if it has been an issue of
resources and needing the stronger mechanism for the resources to be collected, can the government
provide a sense or a commitment of when the western grassland reserves will now be delivered, if it
is a revised time line?
Mr JENNINGS: I did address that but not in a way obviously that you found satisfactory. When
the program was established there was an expectation at various times that the accumulation might
have taken place somewhere by now, but that was predicated on there not being a pause in relation to
the revenue stream from 2013 onwards until now. This bill provides an opportunity because it has
annual indexation and it actually has evaluation mechanisms. This bill provides the ability for fiveyearly assessments of what the rate may be. Whereas that mechanism was not available previously,
now it is locked in.
There is a loop in relation to the satisfaction of expenditure. In terms of any question that may be
coming my way in relation to whether money is raised and accumulated and not dispersed, there is
annual reporting by the minister in relation to the annual program delivery and the expenditure. Every
second year there is an evaluation by the environmental sustainability commissioner in relation to
meeting the program’s objectives and the acquittal of the expenditure which has been raised and that
should have been acquitted during that period of time. Then there is the indexation that is factored
through. By the end of the five-year period there is a formal mechanism that will review what the rate
is from that time onwards.
Those interlocking financial features and accountability mechanisms cumulatively mean that there
will be a reliable increasing profile of money that is available to acquit the program’s objectives. It is
a much better structure in terms of reinforcing the imperatives of what is overall the objective, which
I do not think anybody is arguing about: the value of habitat protection.
Dr RATNAM: Thank you, Minister. There are also a number of high-quality grassland and
wetland sites in our growth corridors that have been overlooked by the MSA process so far. Can the
government commit to also protecting these areas?
Mr JENNINGS: I think the process itself and the review mechanism—the review that occurs every
second year—will be identifying what are the appropriate measures that could be taken, the priorities
in relation to parcels of conservation area accumulation that could be protected and the best way to
achieve that outcome.
As you would know, there are opportunities inside and outside the urban growth boundary for this
purpose. Certainly by design that continues to be the intention, that there will be, on either side of the
boundary, those opportunities. The grassland reserve is obviously the largest reserve outside the area,
but it is by no means the only one. There are 36 that have currently been identified and activated. There
is a critical mass issue and buffer areas that need to be considered, so there is nothing to preclude the
consideration of the issues that you raised with me.
Ms PATTEN: Just following on from Dr Ratnam, certainly the expectation of this program was
that we would be able to purchase most of the western grassland reserve by now, and it would appear
that we have only really managed to capture about 10 per cent of it. I know this is a catch-up, but I am
just wondering: could you give us any time frame for when we will catch up, and is there any part of
the bill that requires us to spend that money on those defined western grassland reserves? The bill
seems to allow us to look more broadly than what this program was initially for.
Mr JENNINGS: The program was always for a variety of conservation outcomes, of which the
western grasslands was the most contiguous and largest area of conservation. Indeed even though that
has not been accumulated, it is still basically in a form that is there to be assembled and protected for
this reason.
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That is a very highly focused aspect of the program. No-one has ever lost sight of it; it is just there has
not been enough money in the system and a perpetuating scheme to enable that to be accumulated.
That does not mean it has been ignored, nor does it mean there are not other options to achieve
conservation outcomes. As I indicated, 36 in total at this moment have been identified for that. They
constitute a range of parcels where these outcomes can be obtained.
In relation to the time factor, I know many people, even if they are recent converts—I am not saying
you are, but some people may be recent converts to the value of this program—may say, ‘Why has it
not occurred?’. By and large it is a cost issue, it is a revenue issue, and the revenue has been on pause
since 2013.
We will address that question and do it in a smooth way that in fact does not disrupt the industry, does
not disrupt stakeholders and maximises our chance to get the program, to reflect on the program, to
monitor the effectiveness of the measures under the program, to acquit the money that comes in and
goes out for those purposes in a flexible way—there are flexible ways in which that money can be
expended—but ultimately with the accumulation of those significant parcels that have been identified.
Ms PATTEN: Thank you, Minister!
Mr Jennings: Wasn’t that sufficiently hypnotic? It was not sufficiently hypnotic to satisfy you? I
find that very surprising.
Ms PATTEN: One of the criticisms that has been put to me about this legislation is that it is vague.
Mr JENNINGS: I would actually like to go back to this. The thing about it was I was very
unassuming. This in my view was a very, very wise program that was established in 2010—a very
wise program. Whilst people can actually say that it has not met its objectives fundamentally, even
though they have not been reached between 2010 and 2020, the objectives of the program can by and
large still be met even though that time has been lost. I want you to think about that. How often can
we actually say, if we have not met all those objectives within a 10-year horizon, that our opportunity
still exists? This is an occasion where virtually the intention in 2010 can still be realised when we are
arguing the toss about why it had not occurred before and how quickly either can occur in the future.
There are many, many situations where we can say our opportunities in environmental and
conservation management are going to be completely lost to us for all time. Well, here is one occasion
where that is not the case.
Ms PATTEN: Do not get me wrong; I am very supportive of this. I suppose the concern is that
from 2010, when this very good idea was implemented, we managed to capture 10 per cent of the
grasslands—10 per cent of what we had anticipated to capture by 2020. I appreciate that that was a
finance issue. I suppose I am trying to get some clarity as to whether we have a catch-up plan.
Mr JENNINGS: The catch-up plan is embedded in the profile of the increase in the funding that
is available and the reporting mechanisms. In a sense part of me grieves in this conversation because
a couple of these programs I might have been associated with. One was the Sustainability Fund, one
was this, and how much money actually came out of them to satisfy what the expectation was.
Ultimately at the end of the day it is a matter of how much revenue is there. The good news about this
is it is not subject to drip-feed on the budget. It has to be allocated in accordance with revenue in,
revenue out, be accountable annually through the minister, be accountable every second year in
relation to ‘Have the objectives of the program been met?’ and ‘Has there been effective expenditure?’.
That will build a momentum, that will build some expectation of people who may be sitting holding
areas of high-value conservation assets, who may then make a decision—‘Well, there is now enough
money in the system to make it worth my while to actually voluntarily bid in’—rather than waiting.
So there is a chance for a momentum that we have not seen, notwithstanding the fact that there has
been a whole range. There are preventative and defensive overlays that can actually be applied in terms
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of vegetation protection that have done their work but they actually have not done the parcel
accumulation.
Mr MEDDICK: I just want to say from the outset that some of these questions might sound
remarkably similar, and I am beginning to wonder if both Ms Patten and Dr Ratnam perhaps have got
cameras planted in my office. I am going to try and rephrase some of these questions to make them a
little bit more relevant to the minister. First of all, the government is committed to interim management
of the grassland reserves to prevent degradation. However, there appears to be a failure to control the
spread of noxious weed species, such as serrated tussock, across the reserves. What new measures will
the government undertake to meet their obligations in that area?
Mr JENNINGS: I am just making eye contact with some material that was prepared for me in
relation to answering that serrated tussock question. I think ultimately it boils down to how active the
evaluation will be in the reviews that are undertaken, in terms of the effectiveness of the conservation
measures, every second year by the environmental sustainability commissioner in relation to the
effectiveness of the program. Up until now there has not been that requirement. This bill certainly adds
to effectively the scrutiny of the program and the way in which its objectives have been satisfied. So
to answer your question, I would expect—and I think you were anticipating—what the program will
do is in fact make sure that conservation values are not eroded by predators or invasive species or other
forms of inappropriate development, and actions will be taken to prevent those outcomes and then
reported on in a very proactive way, to build the confidence that you and other members of the
committee are seeking.
Mr MEDDICK: Thank you, Minister. That is pleasing to hear. However, can you give us any sort
of details, I suppose, of the reporting regime and when we might expect to see some of those and how
they are listed within the legislation?
Mr JENNINGS: Within the legislation there are provisions. I am just trying to track down, to give
you the answer, the specific provisions within the bill detailing the requirements. In the first instance,
the minister, as I indicated, would be responsible, in accordance with the Financial Management
Act 1994, to provide for the accounting of money that has gone into the trust fund and its purposes,
and that would be tabled in the Parliament on an annual basis. In part 7 of the bill there are expanded
provisions for the commissioner for environmental sustainability’s functions to include the carrying
out of strategic audits every two years of the implementation of the program, and again the
commissioner would publish that report to assess two things. One is, has the program assessed the
appropriate either risk that needs to be mitigated or the potential for the program to acquire properties
to add to conservation areas? So both of those elements. The assessment would do this. The
commissioner would actually assess whether that is an appropriate assessment of those matters and
what measures should be in place to actually achieve those outcomes. So there is assessment going in,
there is action that is taken from it and running in parallel with that is a process every two years to say:
were they the right inputs, were they the right measures, was it the right accumulation and was it the
right expenditure in relation to the program?
Mr MEDDICK: Thank you for that answer. I really only have one other question: what is the
government’s commitment to deliver the agreed outcomes in the Melbourne strategic assessment, such
as the already clearly defined western grassland reserves or even the proposed 1200-hectare grassy
eucalypt woodland reserve in the north?
Mr JENNINGS: Is this the third time I have been asked the question when? Is that right? The thing
about it is it would be very, very, very unfair of me if I said when to you when I had actually not said
when to the previous two questions. I just want you to know, if nothing else, I treat all of you equally—
or do my best. The very first words that came out of my mouth, I think, when I was asked the first
question were that no-one would be happier—the government wants these outcomes to be secured at
the earliest opportunity.

BILLS
Thursday, 6 February 2020

Legislative Council

239

We acknowledge that in fact there have effectively been limits. I keep on using Hansard-unfriendly
gestures to indicate that there has been someone who pushed the pause button on the program
effectively in terms of how much work is going to be done on the basis of the price and the funds that
were available. The pause button is now on play, and hopefully we will have enough revenue to be
able to get the program to a new level. Satisfying people’s original hopes and aspirations for the
objective, the mechanisms in the bill in terms of its indexation, the pricing regime and the way in
which it flows through, and those inbuilt accountability measures will add to the confidence that people
have.
Mr LIMBRICK: One of the parts of the bill that I really do like is the reporting of a cost-benefit
analysis, different treatment options, how much they might cost and what their effectiveness might be.
I thought this was really good. But has there been any cost-benefit analysis done previously for the
western grassland reserve project?
Mr JENNINGS: Ultimately the answer to your question is that, whilst there have been a series of
reviews in terms of the price mechanisms, there has been an expectation to fit into the commonwealth
reporting regime that has required a cost-benefit analysis. It is not a cost-benefit analysis with a big
‘C’ and a big ‘B’ for ‘cost’ and ‘benefit’. It has really been price: how much money have you got and
do you use it efficiently? So it is an efficiency measure as distinct from what now is more proactive:
better compliance with commonwealth expectation and a financial compliance issue in relation to this
legislation going forward now. So I would say that anything that you would consider to be a formal
cost-benefit analysis of those options has been done not to the degree that you would expect it and
now is incumbent as a consequence of the bill.
Mr LIMBRICK: I thank the minister for his answer. Following on from that, one of the things
that has been put to me is that some parts of the western grassland reserve are in very poor condition
and others are in better condition. Is it possible within the scope of this legislative framework to make
the decision to maybe decrease the size to something more manageable of higher environmental value
in a smaller area, or is this all about the amount of land that we are actually allocating to the reserve?
Is it possible for it to be a smaller, higher value area?
Dr Cumming interjected.
Mr JENNINGS: In fact I might just let the crossbench have a go for a few minutes and then come
back to them. No, they have been as one up until now.
The answer may not satisfy anybody, but I certainly am not in a position to desert what the aspiration
is absolutely in relation to what has been identified as the scale of the reserve system. I would not want
to start speculating that in fact we would be starting to lower the aspiration. In fact I do not want to
give anybody the impression that we are reducing the aspiration.
The reality is that, as you have described, within an area such as that there are areas of higher
conservation value than others. The issue is: how do you protect those or enhance them or restore
them, and what is the appropriate way to treat them? That will vary across that landscape; as you know
within the question, they already are not a monoculture. In fact that is exactly the reason why we want
to protect them—because they are not.
So the treatment will be different. The size and intensity of treatment or accumulation will vary, but
there will be an overall landscape in the first instance that will be seen to be important to protect one
way or the other in relation to its conservation values over that landscape, and the internal treatment
and the rate of accumulation will vary depending upon its urgency of either procuring or protecting.
Mr LIMBRICK: I thank the minister for his answer. My understanding is that in some areas of
the reserve one of the primary treatments is herbicide use. Has there ever been an audit of herbicide
use in the western grassland reserve, and is it publicly available?
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Mr JENNINGS: Ultimately the answer to your question is that the information that is relevant—
so what area has been treated, what areas may be treated in the future, where herbicide has been used,
with what intensity has it been used and to what effect, all of that information—is cumulatively kept.
It has not actually been considered to be a formal audit, but the information is kept. There are
contractual arrangements with Wyndham council in relation to undertaking that work on behalf of the
program. So ultimately, for instance, at the end of the committee if you were beyond today interested
in that information, it is able to be gathered and shared.
Mr LIMBRICK: I thank the minister for his answer; it is good to know that that data exists. One
of the ways of preserving some of these threatened species of flora is through propagation so that they
can be used by private residents or by local councils, and some examples given to me are the matted
flax lily and the spiny rice flower. Is it envisaged that there will be work to allow propagation of these
species for these purposes?
Mr JENNINGS: I will go and talk to my colleagues in the box. Can I just drill down: do you mean
to meet the objectives of the program or beyond the objectives of the program?
Mr LIMBRICK: Well, if the objective is to protect those species, then getting those species is part
of the program, I suppose.
Mr JENNINGS: I am going to ask them whether they consider it to be, but that is what came to
mind when you were asking the question.
We like that question; it is a good question. And the answer is that the conservation ethos is to use any
seed propagation in the first instance to augment the genetic viability in situ, so that is the objective of
the program. Beyond that, seed propagation that may be outside that put into other parts of the
environment would be an additional bonus to that activity.
Dr CUMMING: Running through the same vein, around how we are actually keeping weeds under
control, my community is very concerned about the use of Roundup and the like and is wondering if
the department takes that very seriously, because there are a lot of local councils these days who are
trying to steam weeds and look for organic alternatives rather than using nasty chemicals, such as
Roundup. Can we have some information about that.
Mr JENNINGS: I was just trying to check, before I go and insult my friends’ intelligence, to see
if I could answer a question they are going to tell me I have got an answer to. I am going to talk to
them.
In the spirit of the Council going out to the community, my friends in the box have actually indicated
that one of our options could be, as a Council, if we are concerned about this, to go out and hand-pick
some weeds to make our contribution. We are a hands-on Council.
The issue, going back to Mr Limbrick’s question of a few minutes ago, is we do have an ongoing
record of the use and proliferation of pesticides, of which Roundup is a broad application that is
effective in terms of eradicating a range of invasive species. So whilst there may be in some sense a
philosophical and in some instances an environmental preference not to do so, it is a viable option. It
is not overused or overapplied, but it is something that is used within strict occupational health and
safety guidelines and protocols in relation to the appropriateness of its use: the containment, the
application to try to minimise cross-contamination or wind drift or other things that actually may
impact upon a broader environment. But it is something that continues to be used, and if other viable
options become available, I am sure that the program would look at what those viable options may be.
Dr CUMMING: Thank you for your answer. My other question from my community’s
perspective is: how much land has been currently purchased? Is that information currently available
for the community? Is that readily available? And once the land is purchased, obviously what measures
are in place to restore the land or what time frames are in place to restore that land so that the
community has access to that land? Because obviously, Mr Jennings, my community understands that
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there are always times that the government could purchase land, but it is actually sitting there. The
community is not able to have access to it because it has not been cleaned or restored for community
access—land banking of sorts.
Mr JENNINGS: I am going to have a bit of a discussion about how our team would prefer me to
answer that question.
My friends have actually gone to see whether they can identify it already in terms of its public
availability on the program’s website. It may well be that in fact it is able to be seen, so they are going
to verify that in a second.
The other issue that you asked me about and we talked about was this question of public access. Clearly
the larger the conservation area and the nature of ultimately what would be its designation under the
parks act would indicate that the ultimate aspiration is to establish a park and to allow for appropriate
access to protect conservation values but for people to be able to move through the landscape. When
it comes to smaller parcels of land, or maybe land which has very sensitive environmental values, you
would understand that access may not be as equally available, except that it will be a native vegetation
space that will be surrounded by public amenity and be visible, but not necessarily as accessible as
others. It will be a mix and match depending upon scale, where it sits in the landscape and the
appropriateness of community access. But certainly by design it is recognised that these should be
public spaces as well as conservation spaces.
I have not made visual eye contact with anyone yet to confirm if it is on the website.
Dr CUMMING: I guess a supplementary question is, then: if we cannot answer the question of
whether the information is currently publicly available, will the government make that information
available so that the community can have real-time access to what the government has already
purchased and the community can know that immediately and always have that publicly available on
a website or in some form of publication so they do not have to go searching for it via the titles office?
Mr JENNINGS: Yes, I totally agree with you, and I believe it is the intention of the program, if it
is not already, to make this available and transparent. The requirements of this act will guarantee that
they are transparent, and so if it is not on a website already, let us get the bill through and get it up and
working and let us actually see the time delay before it is up online—and we will all be looking, won’t
we? I will.
Dr CUMMING: Again, I have another technical question around when the land is actually
purchased. So the intent is to make it into a park. It is not to be seen to be Crown land, or is it going to
be public land? Or how quickly will it be rezoned? Does the government have those mechanisms—
those interdepartmental mechanisms—to make sure that the rezoning is occurring in a timely way,
rather than the possibility of purchasing those lands for the community but not necessarily in a timely
fashion having the rezoning in place?
Mr JENNINGS: So in the first instance the use of the words ‘Crown land’ and ‘public land’ were
taken to be the same thing. When it is purchased it becomes public land, and then depending upon its
designation in relation to conservation status, conservation values, and the appropriate public access
and land use context of the parcel of land, it would be designated in the various categories of public
land. It could be a conservation reserve, it could be a state park, it could be a national park. That would
be a subsequent decision that would be made on the classification of the land, and that would then be
subject to parliamentary scrutiny in relation to its designation. If it is in a higher order conservation
reserve, that would come through the Parliament. But it would be secured from day one as being public
land.
Dr CUMMING: I am very satisfied with that answer. I have spent much time on council finding
unusual zones of land that should be public or should be community access but are not, so I am pleased
to hear that. I think I will allow others to have questions.
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Mr LIMBRICK: I have one more question for the minister regarding the reviews that happen. In
clause 96—I will ask it in clause 1 just for convenience’s sake—there is a statement:
The Minister must cause notice of a review to be published on the internet.

It seems a bit vague because the internet is a big place. Can the minister please clarify where this notice
of review might be published?
Mr JENNINGS: No, look, my answer is not going to be ‘On a daily basis do a Google search and
see if you find it’. That will not be my answer. Consistent with the answer I have just given you about
the program, given the interest in the program and given that the Council is demonstrating today, as is
the community obviously, the constituents, a concern about these issues, which is very valid—a
number of people in the community are very concerned about conservation values and the
transparency—I think the obvious place that that would take place would be through the program’s
website. Beyond this, how it then is identified on the department’s website—you know how the
internet works; you know how the linkages between sites work—is a matter of whether there is an
appropriate location for it and it is linked appropriately in terms of the official communication of the
minister and the department and the program.
Dr CUMMING: My question is around the government holding onto the levy and the timely
fashion in spending it. I have heard the contributions earlier on the question, but I know that my
community does not take kindly to having developer contributions of sorts sitting in government
coffers—if not council coffers, government coffers—knowing that they obviously are collected to be
spent specifically in a certain area.
But without having time lines, and I do understand the constraints that were raised earlier, there needs
to be a sense of urgency around purchasing or cleaning or somehow spending the money in the way
that was intended, because I guess my community has concerns that with money that is collected in
levies, sometimes a lot of that money is actually just spent on administration or information collecting
rather than on those physical, tangible land purchases or those tangible conservation objectives of
trying to reinstate the grasslands of the western suburbs, volcanic or otherwise.
Mr JENNINGS: Earlier on in the committee I talked about the way in which the original design
of the scheme effectively started to fall behind the community’s expectations in relation to parcels
accumulation, by and large for the reasons of how much revenue was derived by the program.
So for the last 10 years revenue has averaged about half of what it is going to average after the next
five years indexation of the program, which will be at full cost recovery, which will then mean that by
the end of the first five-year period after this legislation is passed the bill will actually be able to give
effect to that aspiration of either the appropriate treatment of land or the purchase of land or the
acquisition of land, whether it be through an overlay or whether it be voluntary purchases that actually
take place. We actually think that the accumulation and the treatment will effectively double the effort
that is annually on average being fed into the program. So that will make a difference. That is one.
There is a requirement in terms of the annual expenditure in relation to revenue that comes in and the
expenditure to be reported annually by the minister in the Parliament to account for that expenditure.
Then every two years there is an evaluation of the effectiveness of what has occurred in the program—
so the appropriateness of the priorities and the actions that have been taken within the program and
the way in which money has been acquitted against that, and the ability to report whether there is any
time lag or delay in the expenditure of what is meant to be expended within the program by the
environmental sustainability commissioner, which will occur every two years. Hopefully that will
provide you and your community with greater confidence—that every year, and every second year
there will be two measures of accountability to demonstrate how effective the program is and how this
money has been expended.
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Mr LIMBRICK: I would just like to come back to treatments for a moment. In addition to
herbicides there is another treatment option that is often used, and has been used for a long time, which
is fire. I am interested to know, and maybe the minister can tell me if this is outside the scope of the
bill or not, what mechanisms are in place to deal with local landholders et cetera and whether fire
might be an option that could be used in addition to or instead of herbicide treatment options, and
whether that is part of this mix.
Mr JENNINGS: I am back full of good news. Yes, we use fire; we have used fire; yes, we are
prepared to use fire. We are happy to incorporate the cultural practices of traditional owners in terms
of that fire regime when that is an appropriate method at an appropriate time of the year. And the other
good news is that, yes, the parcels of land are on the website, and they can be found currently.
Dr CUMMING: Currently and in the future?
Mr JENNINGS: The land that is going to be identified in the future?
Dr CUMMING: No, the website.
Mr JENNINGS: Yes. The website is not coming down today.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 19 agreed to.
Clause 20 (17:52)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Minister, in clause 20 the bill provides for public access to the system but
only at the principal office of the department, not at regional offices, and does not allow internet access.
Why is this?
Mr JENNINGS: I am going to have a conversation about that. The only good news that I can
actually give is that the next provision is that it is free of charge. That is something I can hang my hat
on at the moment, but I am going to go and actually ask about the sensitive nature of the material and
its access.
I think this is a style guide issue in relation to how legislation has been drafted so that it may not be as
user-friendly as it might be, because the information is available always online. This is a safety net
provision. If somebody wants a hard copy of it, if they walk into the head office and ask for it, they
will be given a hard copy of it, and it will be free. From the act, it does not necessarily fall out that that
is what actually happens, but it is the intention that the information be available all the time online.
Clause agreed to; clause 21 agreed to.
Clause 22 (17:55)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Minister, as foreshadowed in my second-reading contribution, we are keen
to get a little bit more detail in relation to the bill. Under clause 22(1)(a), in relation to the golden sun
moth habitat, there is a levy of $10 005 per hectare, which is a significant increase of 26.4 per cent.
Can you please provide the basis for how the per-hectare rate is calculated and perhaps as part of that
why there is a need for such a significant increase in that calculation—what has driven the significant
increase in it?
Mr JENNINGS: The way in which the formula that has been applied to the increase effectively
distils is that within the land that is anticipated to be offset and then accumulated as a conservation
area through this program—or to be guaranteed to be protected through this program—there is an
indication, dependent upon the area of habitat within the total of the conservation area, of what habitat
is contained within that area and where. On that basis the value is apportioned between the
conservation imperative in terms of the preservation of the species and in terms of its risk and its
vulnerability and the area in which it exists or is designed to be protected. The more acute that that
risk is, the smaller the area that needs to be protected, and where it sits across the urban fringe would
determine its value relative to the other parcels of land that need to be accumulated.
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It is effectively a heat map of the intensity and the conservation values over an area relative to other
habitat protection. That is effectively averaged over the total habitat protection, over the total area, and
then you have a proportional value. Because ultimately one rate is paid by the developer in relation to
the per hectare, and that averages out over these relative components of habitat protection.
Ultimately when you drill down to the cost structures that may come to a household, a household that
may ultimately be contributing to that cost structure is not going to be paying a fee for a golden sun
moth and a fee for a growling grass frog or a matted flax lily habitat area. They are paying one rate
that covers the relative importance and conservation value of all of the conservation outcomes that are
being measured through the program.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Thank you, Minister. So, to help, because I actually had these questions for
each of the areas, what I think you are saying is that it is all relative.
Mr JENNINGS: Yes.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Is it calculated working forwards or backwards? Does each area come up
with a value that is then added or divided, which I think you have described, or is a rate determined
and then worked back to the different components?
Mr JENNINGS: Before I start making too much stuff up, I might go and actually talk to my
colleagues, but I think there are two things that are in play. One that is in play is an idea of how each
of the conservation values sits—in what dimension within the entire conservation area it is going to
be protected under the program, its relative risk and what measures need to be put in place to acquire
it or protect it. The more intense the value and the more risk and the more intense that area may be,
the higher the value that has to be put relative to other conservation outcomes. So that in a sense can
be mapped prospectively in relation to what would be anticipated as needed to be factored into the
overall cost of the program.
The other dynamic that is in play is what can be reasonably expected to be acquitted in relation to the
cost recovery element of this program—so what treatments are appropriate and can be played out over
what period of time in relation to what conservation measure or treatment, such as fire, herbicide or
other types of treatment, could be applied. In terms of the acquisition elements of the program, at what
rate do we expect either public overlays or acquisitions to drive the program, given some historical
evidence about how quickly or slowly landholders want to complete those transactions? There have
not been that many voluntary actions made, but there might be some now there is a greater pool of
money, so what you would anticipate for the acquisition side of the program. So within that there are
those two organising principles.
Then you determine what you think is a reasonable size for the program. This program is now designed
to raise revenue in the order of $28 million when it comes into full maturity over the next five years.
That would be able to satisfy the demands of the program and the investment strategies that underpin
it, and that drives ultimately the value of the total program. Then, going back to the organising principle
of relativity and proportion, you drop it back down in terms of attributing a value to each individual
species.
Yes, they are happy with that. We have never workshopped that before.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: I think they have a look on their faces as if they could not have described it
better themselves. But if I could sum up, it sounds like it is both a bottom-up and a top-down
combination to come up with the factor.
Mr JENNINGS: Yes.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Can I then ask this so I understand it. Three areas have gone up
significantly: the golden sun moth habitat, the native vegetation and the scattered tree location are the
ones that have had significant increases relative to the other two. Perhaps, then, if you could help in
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terms of the bottom-up aspects of it, what variables out of the ones you have outlined have been the
drivers of the significant increase so that those have had to be readjusted at such a significant level
relative to the others, which have gone up at a very modest or even less than CPI rate?
Mr JENNINGS: The critical issue is the value of land in the west, particularly in relation to the
western grasslands being the habitat for the golden sun moth and the scattered tree locations in that
area. So the price of land in the western grasslands has primarily driven and been the factor of that
variation, because it is a combination of where that is located. So for instance the southern brown
bandicoot’s habitat is in the south-east as distinct from the west, so its driver is not exactly the same,
and in fact the parcels of land that you need to secure are not as large as the large land holdings that
you need to acquire in the west.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: I just want to get a sense then of the relativities—I understand that it will
be approximate—and the contribution of the land price to the overall increase. Are we saying that it is
a vast majority or roughly 80 per cent of that increase? How much of the increase is attributed to the
land prices?
Mr JENNINGS: In fact almost all of it.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 23 (18:07)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Minister, clause 23 refers to schedule 2 in relation to the calculation of the
indexation formula, which determines that the indexation is based on one-third CPI and two-thirds
wage price index. I am wondering why that ratio between those two was used in relation to the
calculation.
Mr JENNINGS: As you would be aware in a whole range of applications—whether that be
sometimes wage adjustments—there is an accommodation of whether the CPI or wage adjustment
generally is a better indicator of the true cost of living or what might be the growth in the value of land
or other activity under the program. A balance of those items was the method that was deemed to be
appropriate in terms of anticipating what has been the historical change in the price structure where
the program has not adjusted its price since 2013. It was seen as both a retrospective catch-up and what
might be a reasonable figure of indexation that might be able to be borne by the development industry
into the future but also in terms of being seen to be a reasonable limit of indexation plus what is the
cost recovery of the program. So it was a balance of those items.
Clause agreed to; clauses 24 to 79 agreed to.
Clause 80 (18:10)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Division 3 of part 4 provides the right of review by VCAT, and the clause
reverses the onus on the liable person so that they have to prove they are not liable rather than the
secretary having to prove that they are. I am just wondering why the onus is on the developer, or the
landowner, rather than the secretary.
Mr JENNINGS: I will go and take further advice on this discussion, but the review in question
that is referred to in clause 80 is a review at VCAT of the determination by the secretary, so in that
instance the secretary exercises statutory requirements under this bill and the process of the
assessments under this bill and then makes a determination. Then if the case goes to VCAT, the
requirement is that this bill—
Ms Wooldridge: Because they are the appellant.
Mr JENNINGS: Yes.
Ms Wooldridge: Okay, that is straightforward.
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Mr JENNINGS: Are you happy with that?
Ms Wooldridge: Yes.
Clause agreed to; clauses 81 to 85 agreed to.
Clause 86 (18:12)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: This clause permits the secretary to remit interest payable on levy amounts,
but there do not appear to be any constraints on the authority of the secretary under this clause. Under
what circumstances might the secretary consider remission of interest to be appropriate, and what
guidelines, if any, will be placed on the exercise of this power?
Mr JENNINGS: I am just going to have a conversation about this matter.
I am advised that this provision is modelled on a standard taxation provision that exists in other
Victorian statutes, so it is there effectively to be consistent with the structure of where debts have not
been paid. In those circumstances you may effectively decide at a point in time, given that that debt
continues to exist, the interest accumulation may be effectively a wasted accumulation in pursuing that
debt, so effectively it is written off in terms of the interest payments at the very least. That provision
exists in tax law and other tax laws.
In this instance it is extremely unlikely that would ever occur, because in fact, going back to basics of
what these debts are about, the debts under this scheme are from developers who are not able to get
their subdivisions through unless they have paid the levy. In that sense this is a provision that is
extremely unlikely to ever be exercised, because they are not going to be able to get their business
away or their activity away in developing parcels of land unless they pay the levy. If they pay the levy,
then that provision has no effect because they have already paid it, so it is only there for completeness.
Clause agreed to; clauses 87 to 89 agreed to.
Clause 90 (18:17)
Dr RATNAM: The clause refers to natural temperate grassland of the Victorian volcanic plain. I
note the volcanic plain stretches from Melbourne to Portland. Does this mean the funding could be
spent on land anywhere in that region?
Mr JENNINGS: Whilst when read alone this clause may in theory indicate that the answer is yes,
the answer is no. The reason why it is no is going back to the original agreement with the
commonwealth and the expectations of that program. The program and the intergovernmental
agreement that actually underpins everything here is predicated on this objective being met in the
interface areas of Melbourne.
Dr RATNAM: Thank you for that response. Clause 90(1)(b) says the fund can be spent on:
the acquisition of land, the management of land, and the carrying out of other activities in conservation
areas …

What sort of other activities does the minister envision are meant to be captured by this clause?
Mr JENNINGS: In the scheme that has been provided for me graciously by the support team here
I was hoping that they might have been able to give me some specifics beyond what we have already
discussed in the committee for the last hour or so. In terms of land treatments, there are not any beyond
what we have discussed, with the exception of there being regulatory instruments that could apply in
terms of protections that could augment the planning scheme or conservation overlays and other
regulatory instruments that could be used to augment the program.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Minister, who will be responsible for the land management activities on the
land acquired through the fund?
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Mr Jennings: The land management activities?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: I suppose, to help you think about that, the question is then: who funds
them? Is it funded out of the fund? So if the land is acquired beyond the scope, is that funded out of
the fund? It actually ties into the previous question a bit: is it funded by the normal operations of
government or does the fund fund those activities?
Mr JENNINGS: To answer your question cumulatively, going back to before, I talked to
Dr Cumming about the designation of the parcel of land based upon its conservation values or what
might be access questions. So there may be parcels of land that are managed by Parks Victoria on the
basis of those designated reserves under their act and their authority. Parcels of land may be managed
by Melbourne Water across the metropolitan fringe. The relative local government may be the
committee of management. It depends upon its configuration or how it may be used. And it is
anticipated at this point in time that the ongoing maintenance of those parcels of land in those
conservation areas would be funded out of the fund.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 91 (18:23)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: This is my last question, Minister. I suppose it is just reflecting on the
experience of the Sustainability Fund. While there is a requirement to report the income and
expenditure and the balance of the funds, we are interested in the utilisation of the funds. Are you able
to guarantee that the monies collected and deposited in the fund will be used and not simply
accumulated within the fund? Are there any requirements on time frame for expenditure? How will
that be managed so that it will be spent rather than perhaps becoming another item to underpin the
budget?
Mr JENNINGS: Certainly in the undertakings that I have made the expectation within the program
is that it is meant to be a revenue in and allocation of the cost recovery of the program on an annual
basis, and as you know, there are provisions for the minister to report on the financial position in the
Parliament annually in relation to acquitting that program. So that is one. Secondly, there is an
expectation—again outlined in the bill; part 7, from memory, outlines an obligation—on the
environmental sustainability commissioner to evaluate the program every two years, to report on the
effectiveness and appropriateness of the program, whether it is meeting its objectives, and to report on
the effective expenditure and identify where expenditure has not been made. That is part of that
reporting requirement. Cumulatively I would hope that those accountability measures will mean that
the cash flow of the Sustainability Fund is not replicated.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE: Thank you. So just to clarify that, there is no requirement on expenditure or
time frame, but the reporting and oversight mechanisms are meant to act as a deterrent to
accumulation?
Mr JENNINGS: Absolutely. In fact the government has committed, and I have clearly indicated
on behalf of the government there is an expectation, that this will be a cost recovery program. As you
know, in all government programs it is almost impossible to get the dollar out to the—
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS: Absolutely, but it is not meant to be an accumulation scheme; it is meant to be a
cost recovery scheme of the program, and indeed the scepticism that I was actually confronted with at
the very beginning in relation to the mechanisms and the delivery of the program objectives would be
exacerbated if in fact that was not met.
Clause agreed to; clause 92 agreed to.
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Clause 93 (18:27)
Dr RATNAM: This clause requires the minister to set conservation outcomes through regulation.
In relation to the matters of national environmental significance, how will the minister decide what
these conservation outcomes are?
Mr JENNINGS: Well, going back to my previous answer, some of the conservation outcomes
have been well established because they are a requirement of the intergovernmental agreement, the
compliance with the commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1999, and this whole piece of legislation and the program are predicated on those undertakings.
Now, it may well be that they need to be updated or there may be a commonwealth requirement; there
may be a requirement in relation to a degree of urgency that may warrant interventions. Because as
you asked me the question before, ‘What are the appropriate measures that could be applied in terms
of the treatments?’, beyond acquisition and physical treatment there may be a regulatory instrument
that is applied. They would be the things that add to this list that would already exist in terms of part
of our pre-existing obligations.
Dr RATNAM: Thank you, Minister, for that response. Furthermore, can you provide an assurance
that these conservation outcomes will set out measurable and comprehensive on-ground management
targets to reverse the decline in condition of the western grassland reserves and the northern grassy
woodland reserves and as far as possible restore their natural ecosystems and species?
Mr JENNINGS: Well, I think it is easy for me to do that rhetorically. It is easy for me to say yes,
and as you and as concerned citizens may know, it is harder to do that—to be able to have a linear
connection or prescription that I volunteer that will deliver on what you are asking me to do today. But
certainly the intention is to do so.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 4 February.
Ms STITT: I move:
That the meal break scheduled for this day, pursuant to an order of Council of 4 February 2020, be suspended.

Motion agreed to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I am sorry, Minister. I was told I had to stop you because you were
going on too long!
Mr JENNINGS: Anytime the committee wants me to stop—anytime. I think I had actually almost
finished that, because in fact what I was actually saying is that, yes, that is what the intention is. That
is what the objective has been. The one thing I was going to add is that the original design of the
scheme, I think, had integrity. The notion of underpinning an agreement—of satisfying the
commonwealth expectations and the state’s expectations about conservation protection and
management—was sound. The mechanisms that are in this piece of legislation, which is effectively
updating those, will take it to a new degree of clarity, of purpose and of particularly revenue that
underpins the program and will take it to a new level that will see significant strides and uptake in the
desired outcome. So I am confident that conceptually what has been added into this piece of legislation
adds to a very good foundation, which I have described in this committee stage as having been put on
pause because of the revenue that was available to it. Now that is going to be addressed, and the
accountability and rigour in the scheme and the amount of resources that are available to it will have
met the objectives in a way that we have not seen. There will be a step change in the outcome.
Dr RATNAM: I thank the minister for that assurance. Furthermore, can you provide an assurance
that the collected environmental levies will be used exclusively for achieving those conservation
outcomes?
Mr JENNINGS: Yes.
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Clause agreed to; clause 94 agreed to.
Clause 95 (18:33)
Dr RATNAM: My next and last question is about the review of levy amounts, which clause 95
says must be undertaken within three years. Would you, Minister, commit to reviewing the levy and
the activities and measures taken to achieve the conservation outcomes during the next financial year,
given the amount of concern there has been about being able to deliver on the outcomes of this as
quickly as possible?
Mr JENNINGS: Clause 95 is about the review of the rate of the levy. So this is actually about the
funding issue and the rate by which the levy is struck. The review of the program would be actually
undertaken by the sustainability commissioner under a different provision and will occur every two
years.
Clause agreed to; clauses 96 to 147 of the bill agreed to; schedules 1 and 2 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (18:35): I move:
That the report be now adopted.

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (18:35): I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

The PRESIDENT: The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:

Ayes, 23
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr

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

Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
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The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council has agreed to the bill without amendment.
GENDER EQUALITY BILL 2019
Introduction and first reading
The PRESIDENT (18:43): We have got a message from the Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly presents for the agreement of the Legislative Council ‘A Bill for an Act to require
the public sector, Councils and universities to promote gender equality, to take positive action towards
achieving gender equality, to establish the Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner and for other
purposes’.

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:44): I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Ms SYMES: I move, by leave:
That the second reading be taken forthwith.

Motion agreed to.
Statement of compatibility
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:45): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
Opening paragraphs
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 Gender Equality Bill 2019 (the Bill).
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.
Overview
The Bill is a fundamentally rights-promoting piece of legislation. The Bill will introduce measures to promote,
encourage and facilitate progress towards achieving gender equality in Victoria and improving the status of
women. The Bill enshrines overarching gender equality principles, and requires the public sector, Councils
and universities to:
•

consider and promote gender equality in the design and delivery of public-facing policies,
programs and services (General Duty) (Part 2), including by undertaking gender impact
assessments (Part 3);

•

address workplace gender inequality by preparing Gender Equality Action Plans every four years
(Part 4, Division 1);

•

make reasonable and material progress in relation to workplace gender equality indicators (Part 4,
Division 2) and any prescribed gender equality targets and quotas (Part 4, Division 3); and

•

report on that progress, and the actions taken in response to any gender impact assessment
undertaken within the relevant period, every second year (Part 5).

The Bill empowers the Governor in Council to make regulations for or with respect to any matter or thing
required or permitted by the Bill to give effect to the Bill (clause 54). This includes making regulations that
prescribe targets and quotas relating to the workplace gender equality indicators, which defined entities must
make reasonable and material progress towards meeting.
The Bill establishes the Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner (the Commissioner) (clause 29). The
Commissioner’s primary functions and powers are to promote and advance the objects of the Bill throughout
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the public sector and to support defined entities to comply with the Bill (clause 37). The Commissioner has
powers to monitor, and enforce, defined entities’ compliance with the Bill (Part 6). The Bill also provides that
disputes arising under an enterprise agreement or workplace determination that relate to a ‘systemic gender
equality issue’ in a designated body may be referred to the Commissioner, to be dealt with as the
Commissioner considers appropriate (Part 7, Division 3).
Human rights issues
Recognition and equality before the law (section 8)
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal before the law and is entitled to the equal
protection of the law without discrimination.
Discrimination is defined in section 3 of the Charter as, in relation to a person, discrimination within the
meaning of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 being, discrimination on the basis of an attribute protected by
section 6 of that Act, which includes sex and gender identity. The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 provides that
direct discrimination occurs if a person treats, or proposes to treat, a person with an attribute (including sex
and gender identity) unfavourably because of that attribute.
However, section 8(4) of the Charter provides that “[m]easures taken for the purpose of assisting or advancing
persons or groups of persons disadvantaged because of discrimination do not constitute discrimination”. The
measures described in section 8(4) are known as special measures, defined by section 12 of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 (Explanatory Memorandum, Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Bill 2008,
10). Special measures are actions taken ‘for the purpose of promoting or realising substantive equality for
members of a group with a particular attribute’ (section 12(1) of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010).
The measures proposed to be introduced by the Bill target the economic and social inequalities that exist in
Victoria between people of different genders. The World Economic Forum’s Global Gender Gap Report 2018
estimates that without intervention, the economic gender gap will not be closed in 202 years. International
best practice demonstrates that substantive gender equality will only be achieved if legislatures are required
to introduce compulsory measures that improve the status of women.
In promoting the rights of women and gender-diverse Victorians who have been historically disadvantaged,
the Bill may be perceived to adversely impact men. However, the Bill acknowledges that special measures
may be required to promote gender equality (clause 6(10)). Pursuant to section 8(4) of the Charter, the aim of
such measures is to provide or facilitate appropriate services, benefits or facilities for the welfare of a targeted
group in need to advancement or assistance. While such targeted measures involve providing services,
benefits or facilities to certain people only, they do not limit the access of other people to generalist or other
specialist services, benefits or facilities.
Special measures do not engage section 8 of the Charter (City of Casey—Casey Aquatic & Recreation Centre
(Anti-Discrimination) [2012] VCAT 893 [42]). The right to equality is protected by reasonable and
proportionate special measures that seek to address disadvantage or discrimination against a group or person
(Lifestyle Communities Ltd (No 3) (Anti-Discrimination) [2009] VCAT 1869 [263]).
Furthermore, the Bill will not derogate from the prohibitions on discrimination under the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010. Any action that defined entities take in pursuit of the gender equality principles (clause 6) or to meet
the workplace gender equality indicators (clause 3) must still comply with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010.
In promoting the rights of women and gender-diverse Victorians who have been historically disadvantaged,
the Bill protects and promotes the Charter right to equality. Clause 4(a) provides that one of the Bill’s objects
is to promote, encourage and facilitate the achievement of gender equality, defined as the “equality of rights,
opportunities, responsibilities and outcomes between people of different genders” (clause 3). This definition
is inclusive and embraces all gender identities. The Bill also aims to redress disadvantage, address stigma,
stereotyping, prejudice and violence, and accommodate persons of different genders by way of structural
change (clause 4(d)).
Clause 4(f) provides that another of the Bill’s objects is to further promote the right to equality set out in the
Charter and the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women. To this end,
the Bill enshrines the gender equality principles (clause 6) and requires defined entities to take specific and
measurable actions to promote and improve gender equality. Such actions include complying with the General
Duty (clause 7), undertaking gender impact assessments (Part 3), creating Gender Equality Action Plans (Part
4), and making progress in relation to the workplace gender equality indicators and any prescribed targets and
or quotas (Part 4, Division 2).
Concurrently, the Bill will have a protective effect on men’s right to equality before the law in certain contexts.
Clause 6(7) of the Bill provides that all human beings, regardless of gender, should be free to make choices
without being limited by gender stereotypes, gender roles, or prejudices. Greater gender equality will reduce
the discrimination men face in certain contexts and professions (for instance, when taking paternity leave, or
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in traditionally women-dominated fields of employment). In this respect, men’s Charter right to equality
before the law is also promoted by the Bill.
For these reasons I consider that the Bill is compatible with the right to recognition and equality before the law.
Right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family, home
or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The Bill promotes and encourages progress towards achieving gender equality. Measuring progress towards
gender equality requires the collection and reporting of gender-identifying information or data. The Bill
requires defined entities to conduct workplace gender audits based on data broken down by gender, and, if
available, data on Aboriginality, age, disability, ethnicity, gender identity, race, religion, sexual orientation
(clauses 11(3)(a)-(b)). However, the Bill does not require any person to gender identify.
It is anticipated that defined entities will use existing data (VPS-wide or otherwise) to fulfil their workplace
gender audit obligations under the Bill (clause 11). The Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 protections
will apply to the collection of new data, if any, for the purposes of complying with the Bill. In any other case,
employees could elect to abstain from any data collection. For this reason, the Bill does not limit the right to
privacy of a defined entities’ employees.
The results of the workplace gender audits will be used in developing the Gender Equality Action Plans and
measuring the progress of a defined entity. Whilst some identifying information may be included in the
Gender Equality Action Plans and progress reports that are submitted to the Commissioner, a defined entity
must advise the Commissioner if any personal information is contained within a document or report. The Bill
specifies that prior to publication, a defined entity and the Commissioner must remove any personal. Thus,
the Bill expressly contemplates and protects the right to privacy.
Protection of families and children (section 17)
Section 17 of the Charter provides that families are the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to
be protected by society and the State, and that every child has the right, without discrimination, to such
protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
I consider that the Bill promotes the Charter right to the protection of families and children. The Bill
recognises that gender equality is a precondition for the prevention of family violence and other forms of
violence against women and girls (clause 6(5)). The Royal Commission into Family Violence found that most
family violence victims are girls and women and recommended that steps be taken towards gender equality
as a strong primary prevention approach. The Bill promotes the rights of families and children by encouraging
and facilitating the achievement of gender equality, which will in turn protect families and children.
The Bill also requires defined entities to make reasonable and material progress in relation to the workplace
gender equality indicators (clause 17(1)), which relevantly include the availability and utilisation of terms,
conditions and practices relating to flexible working arrangements (clause 3(f)(ii)). An increase in the uptake
of flexible working arrangements by people of all gender identities within defined entities would further
promote the Charter right to the protection of families.
The workplace gender equality indicators also include equal remuneration for work of equal or comparable
value across all levels of the workforce, irrespective of gender (clause 3(c)). When women and their families
are experiencing financial disadvantage, children can be more vulnerable to experiencing hardship themselves
later in life. A reduction in the gender pay gap within defined entities, alongside other improvements in
women’s economic security brought by increased gender equality, will further protect families and children
by reducing the long-term impacts of financial disadvantage.
Taking part in public life (section 18)
Section 18(1) of the Charter provides that every person in Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity,
without discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs. Under section 18(2)(b) of the Charter
every eligible person has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination, to have access, on
general terms of equality, to the Victorian public service and public office.
The Bill further promotes the rights of Victorians of different genders to participate in public life by enshrining
the gender equality principles in legislation (clause 6) and setting out workplace gender equality indicators
(clause 3). The workplace gender equality indicators include gender composition across all levels of the
workforce and gender composition of governing bodies. As stated above, clause 17 requires that defined
entities must make reasonable and material progress in relation to the workplace gender equality indicators.
If gender equality is achieved within defined entities, more women will be visibly participating in public life
within the public service.
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Humane treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22)
Section 22(1) of the Charter provides that all persons deprived of liberty must be treated with humanity and
with respect for the inherent dignity of the human person.
I consider that the Bill will promote the rights of people of different genders to humane treatment when
deprived of their liberty, to the extent that the Bill applies to a defined entity that performs functions relating
to custodial services, such as Corrections Victoria (clause 9). Such entities will be required to consider gender
equality within development of policies and the delivery of services relevant to people of different genders
detained in Victoria.
For these reasons in my opinion the Bill is compatible with the Charter.
Jenny Mikakos MP,
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:45): I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

In doing so, I would like to draw to the attention of the house that an amendment was made in the
Assembly. The amendment was added to the bill in the Assembly following its introduction. The
amendment fixes an error made in the drafting of the bill, and the amendment does the following:
Clause 4, line 20, omit “equality” and insert “inequality”.

I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

The PRESIDENT: The question is:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Mr Rich-Phillips: On a point of order, President, just to be clear, we had the minister move the
incorporation of the second reading earlier and then move the second reading, after which she gave
the explanation. We just need to be clear about what question is before the Chair at this point in time.
The PRESIDENT: Yes, to be clear, Mr Rich-Phillips, previously we did jump the gun. You are
correct. Because we did not take a vote before, the question now is:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Members, this is not a new practice. The minister explained to the house why
it is there is an amendment when she made her speech in terms of incorporating it into Hansard. That
is why we have moved to the motion she moved:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Mr Rich-Phillips: President, if I may, the minister has given an explanation of changes. Is she
proposing to incorporate an amended second-reading speech? My understanding of where we were
up to is that the minister had moved the incorporation of the second-reading speech and that had been
dealt with. She had then moved the second reading and given an explanation of the amendment as a
contribution on the second reading, and Ms Crozier was about to adjourn off the second reading. We
are now taking a step back to incorporating something we had already incorporated but in an amended
form.
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The PRESIDENT: There was a stage where we did put the question, but we did not vote on it
because we were in error in the sequence. Now the minister has put that the second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard, with an explanation of the amendment.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, they have been manually made in each bill. Is that what
has happened?
The PRESIDENT: Yes, that has been a practice before. It is not new.
Mr Davis: I can honestly say that I have actually never seen that occur—a manually made change
in a bill. I am sure it has happened, but I do not recall seeing it.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Davis, on advice, my understanding is that a small amount of amendments
have been dealt with previously in this fashion. I will put the question again:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.
Ms SYMES: I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This is an historic moment in the journey toward gender equality for all Victorians.
Today, the Victorian Government fulfils its commitment to introduce gender equality legislation by enacting
the Gender Equality Bill. This Bill will drive gender equality in the community and the workplace—reducing
the gender pay gap and boosting women’s workforce participation.
This Bill further cements this Government’s commitment to gender equality and empowering women and
girls in our State.
A gender equal economy is a strong one. The impacts of the Bill will be felt across Victoria through enhanced
workplace productivity, the creation of more safe and equal workplaces, and opportunities to address current
and future skills shortages.
The Bill also makes our community fairer. It will ensure that our policies, programs and services more
effectively meet community needs and support better outcomes for people of all genders.
This Bill is the first of its kind in any jurisdiction in Australia. It draws on state, national and international
evidence about how to improve gender equality outcomes in workplaces and in the community.
This Bill reflects comprehensive consultations held over the past four years with state-wide stakeholders from
across the public, private and not-for-profit sectors. Consultations included community forums, stakeholder
meetings, and the release of an Exposure Draft of the Bill which drew the views of over 935 people and
organisations. This process has meant the Victorian community helped shape the development of the Bill—
without them, this Bill would not be possible.
Throughout these consultations, the community’s expectations were clear: the Victorian public sector must
show leadership and take action on gender equality. As the employer of over nine per cent of the Victorian
population, it is imperative that the Victorian public sector leads by example. Stakeholders were also clear in
their view that sustainable gender equality won’t be achieved without legislation designed to drive systemic,
structural and cultural change.
We have come so far in addressing gender inequality—but there is still so much further to go. This Bill is a
big step towards achieving this.
Gender inequality is persistent in Victoria
Despite Victoria’s improvement on indicators of gender equality, it remains a critical issue.
We still have a gender pay gap of 9.6 per cent, which is driven by a number of factors including unequal
workforce participation, discrimination and occupational and industrial segregation.
Victorian women’s workforce participation is 11.2 per cent lower than men’s. A lifetime of insecure, low
paid work for women has resulted in a significant gender gap in superannuation, which sees women’s savings
37 per cent lower than men’s.
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Women make up the overwhelming majority of those working in the lowest paid occupations such as
registered nurses, classroom teachers, welfare support workers, and cleaners. Women are underrepresented
in higher-paid occupations and industries such as finance, construction, utilities, science and technology.
In addition, women still shoulder the brunt of domestic and caring responsibilities and are significantly more
likely than men to take up flexible work arrangements including part-time work.
We also know that gender inequality negatively impacts men. Many men want to take more equal
responsibility in caring for children—but workplace practices often prevent or discourage them from taking
extended parental leave or from working flexibly. Men also frequently face discrimination or disapproval
when taking on career paths seen as traditionally reserved for women.
Gender equality has significant social and economic benefits
While Victoria has laws that prevent discrimination based on gender, there is currently no law to proactively
progress gender equality in the public sector. According to the World Economic Forum, the top performing
countries on gender equality—Iceland, Finland and Norway—have all successfully introduced gender
equality legislation.
This is critical, because achieving gender equality leads to significant social and economic benefits.
As highlighted by the Royal Commission into Family Violence, we know that gender equality is key to
preventing violence against women and girls. Gender equality provides a range of additional social benefits,
including improved social inclusion and cohesion, and leads to better health and wellbeing outcomes across
the community.
The evidence also demonstrates that gender equality contributes to clear economic gains for employers and
the Victorian community. Closing the gap between women’s and men’s workforce participation would boost
national GDP by around 11 per cent, and by 20 per cent if the workforce productivity gap were also addressed.
Addressing occupational segregation could reduce the gender pay gap by up to 32 per cent and contribute to
increasing efficiency, productivity, innovation, creativity and employee engagement resulting in considerable
savings to organisations.
We also know that family friendly workplaces increase engagement for people of all genders, and improve
productivity and profitability. Critically, having flexible work policies can save organisations tens of millions
of dollars per year in employee productivity, retention, absenteeism and recruitment costs.
By targeting the drivers of gender inequality, this Bill will ensure more Victorians are able to enjoy equal
opportunities, responsibilities and outcomes free of stigma, stereotyping, prejudice and violence.
Objectives and guiding principles of the Gender Equality Bill
The objectives of the Bill are to improve workplace gender equality across the Victorian public sector,
universities and local councils, and to embed firm and measurable gender equitable outcomes in the
community through policies, programs and services.
In the Bill, ‘gender equality’ has been defined to mean substantive gender equality that goes beyond formal
equality at law. This recognises that gender equality requires systemic and structural change beyond equal
opportunity and treatment.
The Bill also establishes a series of gender equality principles that all Victorian public sector entities should
recognise and reflect in their organisations.
These gender equality principles recognise gender equality as a human right; the importance of equal access
to power, resources and opportunities; the need to achieve gender equality as a precondition for the prevention
of violence against women and girls; the social and economic benefits that accrue through gender equality;
the importance of addressing gender stereotyping as a driver of gender inequality; the recognition of genderdiverse Victorians; recognition of the historical discrimination and disadvantage women have experienced on
the basis of sex and gender; and the recognition that time-limited special measures may be required to address
past discrimination. It is important to note here that proportionate special measures taken by defined entities
to meet their obligations under the Bill would not be considered discrimination under the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010.
Importantly, the Bill also embeds in its guiding principles the understanding that gender inequality may be
compounded by disadvantage or discrimination that people may experience on the basis of attributes such as
Aboriginality, age, disability, ethnicity, gender identity, race, religion or sexual orientation. Organisations will
be required to consider this when meeting their obligations under the Bill.
This Bill primarily focuses on the inequalities that exist between women and men, including people who
identify as women and men. The Victorian Government acknowledges that other inequalities exist that relate
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to Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans and Gender Diverse, and Intersex (LGBTI) communities and affirms the
right to equality and fairness for LGBTI Victorians.
The Bill’s scope is clearly defined
Part 1 of the Bill outlines the scope of organisations that the Bill applies to. The Bill will only apply to the
following entities with 50 or more employees to be determined by headcount:
•

Public service bodies;

•

Public entities;

•

Special bodies;

•

Councils;

•

Court Services Victoria;

•

Universities; and

•

The Office of Public Prosecutions.

The threshold of 50 employees ensures an appropriate balance is struck between achieving the objectives of
the Bill, encouraging organisational change and ensuring a reasonable and achievable reporting burden.
Additional entities may be prescribed or excluded by regulations at any time. At this time, it is intended that
the regulations will explicitly exclude school councils from the operation of the Bill.
Key obligations
Duty to consider and promote gender equality in policies, programs and services and Gender Impact
Assessments
Parts 2 and 3 of the Bill set out defined entities’ obligations to consider and promote gender equality in the
community.
Under the Bill, defined entities have a General Duty to consider and promote gender equality across policy,
programs and service delivery. The General Duty requires entities to demonstrate that they have considered
the different interests of, and impact on Victorians of different genders.
The General Duty will promote transparency in decision-making by encouraging policymakers to engage
with and be accountable to end-users and community members when formulating policy, designing programs
or delivering services. It will encourage policy makers to be advocates for change.
The Bill also requires defined entities to undertake a Gender Impact Assessment (GIA) to analyse the
differential effects of policies, programs and services on people of different genders. Under the Bill, defined
entities will be required to conduct a GIA of all new policies, programs and services that directly and
significantly impact the public, as well as those up for review.
Preparing, submitting and publishing Gender Equality Action Plans
Part 4 describes defined entities’ obligations to plan and make progress towards workplace gender equality,
including by preparing, submitting and publishing Gender Equality Action Plans (known as ‘GEAPs’).
The Bill requires all defined entities to develop GEAPs every four years. The defined entities will be required
to provide GEAPs to a Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner on or before 31 October every fourth
year, and publish their GEAPs on their website.
The requirement to develop GEAPs is a key feature of the Bill. The process of developing a GEAP will help
defined entities to identify gender inequalities across their organisations and develop strategies to improve
gender equality outcomes in their workplaces over time.
As part of the development of the GEAP, defined entities must undertake a workplace gender audit by
collecting data on the status of their organisation against the following indicators: gender pay equity (equal
pay for work of equal or comparable value); gender composition at all levels of the workforce; gender
composition of governing bodies; workplace sexual harassment; recruitment and promotion; gendered
workforce segregation; availability and uptake of conditions and practices in the workplace relating to family
violence leave, flexible working arrangements and working arrangements supporting workers with family or
caring responsibilities; and any other prescribed matters. These gender equality indicators are modelled on
the indicators in the Workplace Gender Equality Act 2012 (Cth) and represent the key areas where workplace
gender inequality persists—and where progress towards gender equality will be demonstrated.
The workplace gender audit is designed to be a diagnostic tool to assist organisations to establish the status of
gender equality within their organisation. This information will be used to establish each organisations’
baseline position on gender equality which will be aggregated to set tailored targets and quotas specific to
industry and certain cohorts, as well as measure gender equality progress across Victoria.

BILLS
Thursday, 6 February 2020

Legislative Council

In developing the GEAP, a defined entity must take into account the Bill’s guiding gender equality principles,
consult with stakeholders including its governing body, employees, and employee representatives, and ensure
that adequate resources are allocated to the effective development and implementation of the GEAP.
Reporting on progress towards gender equality
Part 5 of the Bill sets out defined entities’ reporting obligations, to ensure that there is accountability and that
progress towards gender equality can be measured over time.
Defined entities will be required to demonstrate reasonable and material progress through public reporting
every 24 months. Defined entities must prepare and publish a progress report on:
•

Which new policies, programs and services have been the subject of the GIA and how they will be
developed in order to meet the needs of persons of different genders;

•

Progress in relation to the GEAP measures and strategies;

•

Progress towards improving workplace gender equality as measured against the workplace gender
equality indicators; and

•

Progress towards meeting any prescribed targets or quotas.

This reporting will be published on the entity’s website and provided to the Public Sector Gender Equality
Commissioner by 31 October in every second year. Progress reporting will enable identification of trends in
the data, assess compliance, and facilitate necessary organisational change and improvement.
To minimise the administrative burden, the Bill’s reporting obligations are intended to align with other
reporting obligations as much as possible, such as the Victorian Public Sector Commission and the Workplace
Gender Equality Act 2012 (Cth).
Support and compliance mechanisms
Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner
To support effective implementation of the Bill as well as its ongoing oversight, part 7 of the Bill establishes a
Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner (Commissioner). The Commissioner will undertake education
and implementation support functions, as well as monitoring, compliance and enforcement functions.
The Commissioner’s primary purpose will be to promote and advance the objectives of the Bill across the
public sector, and to take a collaborative role in supporting defined entities to meet their obligations under the
Bill.
From a monitoring and compliance perspective, the Commissioner is vested with the power to analyse,
publish and report on GEAPs, and report on progress by defined entities. This power is intended to incentivise
compliance by defined entities and provide an important layer of transparency and accountability.
The Bill provides that the Commissioner may undertake dispute resolution relating to a ‘systemic gender
equality issue’ where the dispute is referred to the Commissioner in accordance with a term of an enterprise
agreement or workplace determination of a designated body. The Bill defines designated body as public sector
bodies, Courts Services Victoria, the Office of Public Prosecutions and any other defined entity that is
prescribed as a ‘designated body’ with the consent of the relevant minister. These systemic gender equality
issues must be directly linked to one or more of the gender equality indicators in the Bill and adversely impact
a class or group of persons in the workplace of a designated body.
The Commissioner will be appointed by the Minister for Women and will report to the Minister on any matter
arising from the performance of the Commissioner’s functions.
Monitoring and compliance
Part 6 of the Bill sets out a series of circumstances where a defined entity may be in breach of their obligations
under the Bill. These include failure to:
•

Develop and lodge a compliant GEAP;

•

Meet the requirements of developing the GEAP;

•

Report against the indicators and any applicable targets/quotas;

•

Make reasonable and material progress against indicators or prescribed targets and quotas.

The Bill provides the Commissioner with powers to address the breach.
In the first instance of breach, the Commissioner would consult with the defined entity, and make a genuine
attempt to resolve the matter informally as far as practicable, work collaboratively with the defined entity to
advise on matters relating to the operation of the Bill, and support the defined entity to comply with their
obligations.
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If the breach is not able to be resolved informally, the Commissioner may issue a compliance notice, requiring
the defined entity to develop and lodge a GEAP, comply with reporting requirements, or take any other
appropriate action within a specified time period.
If the defined entity does not meet the requirements of the compliance notice, the Commissioner may take a
number of enforcement actions, including:
•

Making recommendations to the Minister;

•

Publishing the name of non-compliant entities;

•

Entering into an enforceable undertaking;

•

Seeking an order from the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal requiring compliance with
the Act.

These measures ensure an appropriate level of transparency, accountability and will support greater
compliance with the Bill.
General provisions
Part 8 of the Bill provides some additional features that strengthen its impact; build in accountability and
review; and ensure the government continues to lead state-wide progress towards gender equality.
Promoting gender equality through procurement and funding is a key objective of the Bill. Under the Bill, the
Minister responsible for administering Part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994, in consultation with the
Minister for Women, has a discretionary power to issue gender-ethical procurement guidelines to promote
gender equality through procurement policies and practices. The Bill also confers a discretionary power on the
Minister responsible for administering Part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994, in consultation with the
Minister for Women, to publish funding guidelines for the purposes of promoting and advancing gender
equality, which are intended to capture funding policies and practices including grants and service agreements.
Gender-ethical procurement and funding policies can extend the scope of the Bill to influence the private and
not-for-profit sectors. This provision signals our commitment to ensuring that public money is used in a way
that promotes the values and principles of this government.
The Bill also requires that the Minister for Women develop and maintain a State Gender Equality Action Plan
(State GEAP) every four years. The State GEAP will describe the Victorian Government’s ongoing vision
and areas of focus for Victoria and will cement the government’s responsibility to lead our state’s progress
on gender equality. A report on progress in relation to the State GEAP, including an assessment of progress
made by defined entities in the previous 24 months, will be tabled in Parliament every two years.
The Bill provides for a review every four years. This review function will evaluate the legislation’s ongoing
effectiveness and continued alignment with the Victorian community’s expectations and values.
The Bill provides for consequential amendments to the Local Government Bill, which was introduced in
November 2019. The Local Government Act requires local councils to develop workforce plans including
measures to achieve gender equality. The proposed changes will amend the Local Government Bill to ensure
local councils consider the GEAP requirements of the Bill when developing their workforce plans.
Conclusion
On this day we progress our state further toward achieving the ultimate goal of equality for all Victorians.
This Bill draws on the experiences of comparable jurisdictions such as the UK, Sweden, Norway, Iceland,
the US and the Commonwealth. The Bill is further based on the immense knowledge and expertise of the
women’s sector, public and private sectors as well as Victorians from all walks of life.
The government is immensely proud of the way in which the Victorian community has shaped this legislation.
With their help, we have developed a tailored, progressive, evidence-based model that reflects the values,
circumstances and aspirations of the Victorian community.
This Bill recognises that gender inequality impacts all Victorians—whether you’re a Vietnamese Australian
woman applying for a role in a government department; a dad asking for flexible work arrangements to look
after your kids; a police officer experiencing sexual harassment from your colleagues; or a woman with a
disability accessing the public healthcare services you need.
History shows that gender inequality is persistent and pervasive. By requiring over 300 organisations—
spanning the length and breadth of our state and collectively employing over 380,000 Victorians—to take
action to improve gender equality in the workplace and in the community, this Bill shows that we will
continue in our efforts to address gender inequality and improve outcomes for all Victorians.
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With the introduction of this Bill, Victoria’s proud heritage of progressive reform and leadership continues
under this government. It moves us closer to our vision where all Victorians live in a safe and equal society,
have access to equal power, resources and opportunities and are treated with dignity, respect and fairness.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:51): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for one week.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for one week.
ROAD SAFETY AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Introduction and first reading
The PRESIDENT (18:51): I have received a second message from the Legislative Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly presents for the agreement of the Legislative Council ‘A Bill for an Act to amend
the Road Safety Act 1986 to provide for immediate licence or permit suspensions in certain cases and to
make consequential and related amendments to that Act and to make minor amendments to the Sentencing
Act 1991 and for other purposes’.

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:51): I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Ms SYMES: I move, by leave:
That the second reading be taken forthwith.

Motion agreed to.
Statement of compatibility
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:52): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
Opening paragraphs
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 Road Safety and Other Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Road Safety and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The Bill seeks to amend the Road Safety Act 1986 including to enable the immediate driver licence suspension
and disqualification for drivers charged with, or issued infringement notices for, extreme speeding and certain
serious offences and offences under the Crimes Act 1958 which were committed by the driving of a vehicle.
The Bill also amends the Sentencing Act 1991 to:
•

expand the definition of serious motor vehicle offence in section 87P of that Act to include certain
serious offences and offences under the Crimes Act 1958 so that a finding of guilt for these offences
will require the cancellation of any driver licence held by the person and the person being
disqualified from obtaining a driver licence for a specified period;

•

include the offences of carjacking and aggravated carjacking in the list of offences in section 89(4)
of that Act which requires a court to suspend or cancel the offender’s driver licence.
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Human Rights Issues
Immediate licence suspensions
Section 51 of the Road Safety Act 1986 currently enables police to immediately suspend the driver licence of
a person found driving with a high level of alcohol (or alcohol and a drug) before the determination of that
offence at court.
Clause 7 seeks to replicate existing section 51 in a new Part 6B of the Road Safety Act 1986. New Part 6B
also seeks to extent the application of the immediately licence suspension powers to cases where a person:
•

is found driving at an excessive speed (45 kilometres per hour or more over the speed limit or at a
speed of 145 kilometres per hour or more in a 110 zone); or

•

has committed the offence of murder or manslaughter or an offence against the Crimes Act 1958
related to serious harm, namely sections 15A, 15B, 16, 17 or 18 where the person used a motor
vehicle in the commission of the offence.

Right to live (section 9) and protection of families and children (section 17)
The purpose of the amendments to extend the immediate licence suspension provisions is to ensure the safety
of road users. The amendments intend to reduce the threat to safety posed by a cohort of drivers with a
propensity to engage in high risk or dangerous activity. That cohort is involved in a significant proportion of
fatal and serious injury collisions. The amendments are consistent with the following Charter rights:
•

right to life; and

•

protection of families and children by the State.

Right to a fair hearing (section 24(1) and rights in criminal proceedings (section 25)
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to be
presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law. The scope of this right relates to the requirement that
the prosecution should be required to prove every element of an offence before an accused is convicted. This
right requires that the accused has not suffered any prejudice in the presentation of their case that would
materially diminish the presumption of their innocence. Conduct by the Government that may be perceived
as indicating a view that the accused was a danger to the community may also diminish that presumption.
Section 25(2) of the Charter further sets out minimum guarantees that a person charged with a criminal
offence is entitled to. Relevantly, section 25(2)(k) provides that one such guarantee is for a person charged
not to be compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess guilt.
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to have the
charge or proceeding decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing. This right requires that a person charged with an offence has the right to put their case and not
suffer any substantial disadvantage, compared to the prosecution.
Arguably, clause 7 may limit rights in criminal proceedings protected in section 25 of the Charter because it
enables the suspension of the driver licence of a person who is alleged to have committed an offence before
that person has either pleaded guilty to the offence or been found guilty of it. However, I consider that any
such limitation is reasonable and justified for the purpose of section 7(2) of the Charter.
Section 25 may be subject to reasonable limits in accordance with section 7(2) of the Charter. The purpose of
the immediate licence suspension provisions is to ensure the safety of other road users. Driving a motor
vehicle is an inherently dangerous activity, and imposing limits to ensure the safety of road users from a cohort
that engage in serious and dangerous offending is well understood and accepted.
Existing section 51 of Road Safety Act 1986 already allows police to immediately suspend the driver licence
of a person who is detected with high levels of alcohol (or alcohol and drugs) in their breath or blood while
driving. The proposed amendments will extend the power to immediately suspend the driver licence to cases
of persons whose behaviour is exceptionally dangerous and presents a serious risk to the safety of others. The
ability to take immediate action to suspend the driver licence is considered essential to the purpose of ensuring
road safety. It enables police to take action to prevent a reoccurrence of such offending and the potential for
serious, and possibly fatal, harm that could result.
I do not consider that there are any less restrictive means of achieving the important public safety purpose of
these amendments. The immediate licence suspension powers are confined only to those drivers who police
have detected in highly dangerous driving and who have demonstrated a disregard for the safety and wellbeing
of others.
An important safeguard is included in the Bill to ensure the fair and reasonable application of the powers. The
issue of a notice suspending a person’s driver licence or learner’s permit is not automatic. These are issued at
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the discretion of police who can take account of relevant circumstances of the offending and the threat to
community safety posed by the accused. In addition, the Chief Commissioner of Police has the power to
cancel the suspension of a driver licence or learner’s permit.
Importantly, the decision to immediately suspend a person’s driver licence before they are found guilty of the
offence is subject to an appeal process in the Magistrates’ Court.
Further, the appeal mechanism provided in the Bill against the decision to immediately suspend a person’s
driver licence includes important safeguards such as protection of the right to a fair trial and the right not to
be compelled to testify against himself or herself.
Both rights are protected by proposed new section 85U, which prohibits the magistrate hearing the appeal or
any other person from examining, cross examining or inquiring as to the alleged offence in respect of which
the licence was suspended. New section 85V of Road Safety Act 1986 further protects the accused’s right to
a fair trial by providing that any information given or document produced on an appeal against a decision to
immediately suspend the accused’ licence is not admissible in evidence in the proceeding for the hearing of
the charge in respect of which the licence was suspended.
On the basis of these strong protections, I do not consider that the right to a fair trial is limited by the Bill.
Freedom of movement (section 12)
Section 12 of the Charter provides that every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move freely
within Victoria. The right to move freely is engaged by police stopping and preventing vehicles from moving
for random checks and other purposes.
New Part 6B of the Road Safety Act may engage section 12 of the Charter. However, the right to move freely
in Victoria is not wholly limited by the proposed amendments. Provisions in the new Part 6B only potentially
limit one mode of movement (travel by motor vehicle). They do not stop people moving freely within Victoria
by other means. Courts in Canada and New Zealand have considered arguments that restrictions on the ability
to drive represent a limitation on the right of freedom of movement. The balance of judicial opinion in both
jurisdictions suggests that this is not the case.
Alternatively, to the extent that new Part 6B may be considered a limit of the freedom of movement, it is
reasonable and justified for the following reasons:
•

the suspension is necessary to protect other road users from driving behaviour that is exceptionally
serious and presents a serious risk to the safety of others;

•

the ability to take immediate action to suspend the driver licences is considered essential to the
purpose of ensuring road safety and preventing a reoccurrence of such offending and the potential
for serious, and possibly fatal, harm that could result; and

•

there are important public safety objectives to prevent the cohort affected by these provisions from
driving.

Cancellation or suspension of driver licence or disqualification from obtaining a driver licence on finding
of guilt for an offence
Right to freedom of movement
Section 89 of the Sentencing Act 1991 requires a court, when a person is found guilty of a serious motor
vehicle offence (as defined in section 87P of the Act), to cancel any driver licence held by the person and
disqualify him or her from holding a driver licence for a minimum period. As a further consequence, sections
50AAA and 58C of the Road Safety Act 1986 then have the effect of applying a mandatory alcohol interlock
condition upon relicensing and requirement to complete a behaviour change program.
Clause 10 of the Bill amends the definition of serious motor vehicle offence in section 87P of the Sentencing
Act 1991 to include the offence of murder and attempted murder, and a range of further serious violent
offences (specifically, causing serious injury intentionally or recklessly in circumstances of gross violence,
causing serious injury intentionally or recklessly, conduct endangering life or persons, kidnapping, carjacking
and aggravated car jacking) when committed while under the influence of alcohol or alcohol and a drug.
These amendments may also engage the section 12 right to freedom of movement in the same way as the
immediate licence suspension powers.
To the extent the amendments in clause 10 increase the offences that will be defined as a serious motor vehicle
offence and operate to prevent offenders holding a driver licence, they may be considered a limit of the
freedom of movement. For the reasons elaborated above with respect to the immediate licence suspension
amendments, I do not consider that the clause 10 limits the right to freedom of movement and that, in the
event I am wrong, any limit on that freedom is reasonable and justified.
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The right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The requirement that a person found guilty of a
serious motor vehicle offence complete a behaviour change program prior to relicensing may engage the
right to privacy in so far that a person may need to disclose information about themselves to participate in the
program. However, in the event that the right to privacy is in any way limited, I consider it is reasonable and
justified on the basis of the important public safety aims of requiring persons to attend such programs and
address the reasons for their prior offending.
Gayle Tierney MP, Minister for Training and Skills

Second reading
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:52): I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.
Ms SYMES: I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Road Safety and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 gives effect to the Government’s commitment,
as outlined in the Community Safety Statement, to address threats to community safety posed by dangerous
drivers. In particular, the Bill broadens existing powers to immediately suspend licences to ensure those
powers apply to dangerous drivers charged with excessive speeding offences or other serious offences
including where a motor vehicle has been used as a weapon to cause death or injury.
These changes support the rights of victims and the families of victims who have died or suffered serious
harm to their physical and mental health as a result of dangerous drivers. They also align with community
expectations that licence suspension should be an outcome of being charged with serious driving offences
because there is a clear risk to public safety.
These changes have been driven by the brave advocacy of two individuals in particular; Chloe Dickman, who
was a victim of an horrific motor vehicle assault in July 2015 and who has campaigned for the rights of
victims ever since, and Jeynelle Dean-Hayes and pay tribute to the memory of her son Tyler Dean, who was
killed when he was struck by a vehicle in October 2017.
Immediate licence suspension—excessive speeding offences
The Road Safety Act 1986 currently provides for the immediate suspension of a person’s driver licence or
learner permit for those charged with high level drink driving offences. Those laws will be broadened to
enable immediate licence suspensions for drivers who are charged with excessive speeding offences, that is,
45 kilometres per hour or more above the speed limit or travelling at 145 kilometres per hour or more in a
110 kilometres per hour zone.
Immediate licence suspensions applied for excessive speeding offences will only operate where the speeding
is detected by Victoria Police intercept, that is mobile camera detection, that result in an on the spot
infringement or a charge being issued by Victoria Police. They will not apply where the speeding is detected
by the fixed camera network because there is no on the spot interaction with police in which the immediate
licence suspension can be effected.
The process for applying the immediate licence suspension for excessive speeding offences will remain
consistent with the existing process for drink or drug driving. It is proposed that a police officer can give
written notice of the immediate licence suspension following either a charge being filed or relevant traffic
infringement notice is issued. Upon such notice, a person will then be required to surrender their licence and
a suspension will apply for a 12-month period where a person has committed a 45 kilometres per hour over
the speed limit offence, and a 6-month period where a person has travelled at over 145 kilometres, but less
than 155 kilometres per hour, in a 110 zone.
These new powers therefore provide a strong and immediate mechanism to protect public safety. However,
the Government recognises that they must be balanced with appropriate safeguards and protections. In
particular, the Bill includes appeal rights enabling a person to appeal to the Magistrates’ Court where an
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immediate licence suspension has been applied on the existing ground of exceptional circumstances to cancel
the suspension.
Immediate licence suspension—motor vehicle used in offences resulting in injury or death
Victoria Police will also now have powers to immediately suspend a person’s licence or learner permit in
circumstances where a person uses a motor vehicle to commit a serious offence such as murder, attempted
murder, or causing serious injury either intentionally or recklessly.
The powers will apply similarly to drink driving and excessive speed offences but with some additional
safeguards that recognise that the test for immediate suspension has a greater level of subjectivity involved.
Significantly, only senior police officers—that is sergeant or above—may determine whether to immediately
suspend a person’s driver licence. Further, a senior officer may only do so where they are reasonably satisfied
that a person has been charged with a relevant offence and that the person used a motor vehicle in the
commission of that offence, which resulted in death or injury to another person.
Additionally, the appeal rights reflect this consideration and take account of the different circumstances senior
police officers consider when imposing an immediate licence suspension. Where a person appeals to the
Magistrates’ Court for the cancellation of the immediate suspension, the Court may only make such an order
where it is satisfied that the person is not an unacceptable risk to road safety.
Other safeguards proposed relating to appeals include a prohibition on cross examination regarding the
substantive offence the person is charged with, and restrictions on the use of derivative evidence in inquiries
and other proceedings related to the substantive offence. These safeguards recognise the purpose of the
immediate licence suspension is designed to ensure public protection for all road safety users and the need to
maintain the integrity of the criminal justice process.
Amendments to the Sentencing Act
The Bill also makes related amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991. First, the definition of ‘serious motor
vehicle offence’ in section 87P of that Act will be expanded to include the offences of murder and attempted
murder. This amendment ensures that the most serious offences (including murder and attempted murder) are
subject to the requisite sanctions available under the Sentencing Act.
The Bill further amends the definition of ‘serious motor vehicle offence’ to include additional offences arising
out of the driving of a motor vehicle, while under the influence of alcohol or alcohol and a drug. These
offences include causing serious injury either intentionally or recklessly, in circumstances of gross violence,
conduct endangering life or persons, and kidnapping. This will mean that where the Court makes a finding of
guilt for these offences, it must cancel the driver licence or learner permit of the offender and disqualify a
person from obtaining a licence for a specified period of time. In applying this sanction, the Court must also
consider any period of suspension served by the offender under Part 6B of the Road Safety Act 1986 regarding
immediate licence suspension.
The effect of these reforms will mean that where a serious motor vehicle offence is committed under the
influence of alcohol or alcohol and a drug, mandatory licence sanctions will apply, including alcohol
interlocks and behavioural change programs on relicensing.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:53): I move, on behalf of my colleague
Mr O’Donohue:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for one week.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for one week.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:53): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

DROUGHT AND BUSHFIRE RELIEF
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:53): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and it relates to providing rate relief to my constituents in Northern Victoria Region who
are suffering from drought and also those affected by the recent devastating bushfires. The action that
I seek from the minister is a commitment to provide funding for municipal rate relief over the next

ADJOURNMENT
264

Legislative Council

Thursday, 6 February 2020

two years both for Victorians who continue to suffer from the drought and for those who have lost
homes and own businesses affected by Victoria’s dreadful bushfires, including those in my electorate
of Northern Victoria Region.
I have long advocated for the Andrews Labor government to provide funding that provides municipal
rate relief directly to people suffering from the drought. Drought impacts on all sections of the affected
communities, whether it be farmers, business owners or their employees. With some of my
constituents facing a quarterly rate instalment of more than $5000, which will be once again due at the
end of this month, the minister’s continued refusal to provide direct rate relief is a slap in the face for
many Victorians doing it tough. The recent devastating bushfires mean that many of the people in my
electorate and other parts of regional Victorian now face even greater adversity and are in desperate
need of financial help. The recent package announced for local government areas directly affected by
bushfires does not go far enough, as the reality is many victims will not meet the eligibility criteria to
receive funding.
Together with funding for municipal rate relief for those suffering from the drought, now is the time
for the Andrews Labor government to provide some rate relief for residents who have lost their homes
and to owners of businesses affected by the bushfires. These businesses include those that have been
severely impacted by the downturn in tourism, primary producers who have lost stock and crops, and
grapegrowers and wine producers who have lost this year’s vintage due to smoke damage.
Some victims of the recent fires have been CFA volunteers, farmers who have bravely fought these
fires for weeks on end before going home to arrange a donation of hay for someone less fortunate. It
is time that these regional heroes are taken care of by this government, and direct funding for municipal
rate relief is a good place to start. It is not good enough for the minister to say local governments can
choose to spend some of the funding provided to them on rate relief when local governments have so
many other issues that need to be addressed, especially in the bushfire areas.
The action that I seek from the minister is a commitment to provide funding for municipal rate relief
over the next two years for both Victorians who continue to suffer from the drought and those who
have lost homes and own businesses affected by Victoria’s dreadful bushfires, including those in my
electorate of Northern Victoria Region.
BUSH NURSING CENTRES
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:56): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health.
Throughout the fire events in East Gippsland the bush nursing centres have had a dramatic increase in
presentations. These fantastic nurses are treating locals and visitors, CFA and Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning workers for burns, injuries, smoke-related conditions,
infections and unfortunately increased stress and mental health issues.
Though only funded for weekdays, the reality is the bush nursing system is really the first responder,
and for ambulance pagers as well, so in effect they are on call 24 hours a day. I have been in contact
with the state government through the bushfire response for additional resources and personnel as well
as a top-up for basic medical items that have been consumed rapidly in the fire.
In relation specifically to the Swifts Creek Bush Nursing Centre, like all of them they have to fundraise
to keep the doors open, and they literally hold chook raffles, cent nights and different activities in order
to keep their doors open. It is quite interesting when you understand this because Minister Mikakos
made a comment in relation to the budget last year, when she said:
I rise to inform the house on how the … Victorian budget is ensuring that Victorians have access to worldclass health care in world-class facilities regardless of where they live.

I am concerned that our country people, our people in the High Country, in East Gippsland and in the
northern part of the state as well, are scrambling and having to fundraise on a regular basis, and also
our nurses are stressed by the burden that they carry.
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The Swifts Creek Bush Nursing Centre needs $100 000 in addition every year as well as a
$30 000 boost to cover the costs from the bushfires. I noticed also today that the minister responded
to Ms Crozier and in her response talked about support during the recovery. This is a great concern to
the bush nurses. They are really quite stressed about their communities and how they will continue to
fund and supply incredibly high quality care to their communities, visitors and other people moving
into the area for bushfire relief et cetera.
The minister really needs key understanding around these aspects, and it seems that she is not really
listening. So what Sue Carroll and all the bush nurses in East Gippsland would like is for the minister
to actually meet with them. They are happy to take the day off and come to Melbourne, but they want
to be able to comprehensively state their position, state their needs and have some redress in relation
to ongoing security and funding.
SANITARY PRODUCTS ROLLOUT
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (18:59): My adjournment matter is directed to the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Education, the Honourable James Merlino. The Andrews Labor government
is committed to providing sufficient facilities to schoolchildren. In an Australian first the Andrews
Labor government is rolling out pads and tampons in every state school, free of charge, to reduce the
stigma of periods, to make school more inclusive for girls and young women and to save families
money. The $20.7 million investment will provide students in every government primary, secondary
and specialist school in Victoria access to free pads and tampons, helping to remove barriers to getting
a great education. University High School will be amongst the first schools to have the products on
offer for students, with more schools being rolled out progressively, fulfilling a 2018 election
commitment. The Labor government’s investment will ensure pads and tampons are at schools to help
girls to manage their periods with greater ease and less embarrassment and to normalise periods as a
healthy part of growing up. The action I seek from the minister is to provide me with an update on
when this initiative will be rolled out in the schools in my area of Western Metropolitan Region.
FIRE SERVICES
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (19:00): My matter is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. It follows the disastrous recent bushfires across the state, including those in my
electorate of Northern Victoria, and relates specifically to the current and future resourcing of, and
recognition of the concerns of, the CFA brigades who fight such fires. Unfortunately I have now lost
count of the number of times that my constituents have expressed concerns to me about what they
regard as the inadequate funding of the CFA. This is also a situation they tell me has been worsening
in the lead-up to the looming introduction on 1 July of the government’s fire services restructure.
In such a time-constrained speech, it is impossible for me to adequately relay all those concerns.
Nevertheless, I would like to raise one of them in particular here in the Parliament this evening. I have
been informed by CFA volunteers at integrated stations that where they have previously been able to
adopt a flexible approach to this, they are already now being mandated to take one pumper and a rescue
transporter on their call-outs. What this means is that a rescue transporter goes out on every call, even
though it is typically only used in around 5 per cent of all cases. They tell me—and have tried to tell
those in charge of fire services in Victoria—that it would be much more appropriate to retain flexibility
in those arrangements, not least to allow for one pumper and one tanker to be taken on each call so
that there is backup water and another pump immediately available.
For the moment I will not comment on the reasons that have been put to me as to why in the lead-up
to the United Firefighters Union assuming control of the fire services in July this is happening,
particularly in relation to the way that official response times will be recorded. But I will at least note
that, as I understand it, our volunteer brigades after 1 July, and in spite of their concerns, will be left
with just two tankers, no pumpers and four breathing apparatus sets. The pumper will also now be
regarded as the property of Fire Rescue Victoria and have official markings that designate it that way.

ADJOURNMENT
266

Legislative Council

Thursday, 6 February 2020

The action I seek from the minister is clarification of what, if any, consultation framework is in place
to ensure not only that the views of CFA volunteers are heard and understood by the government, but
that they are also genuinely reflected in policies and arrangements, including in relation to vehicle
deployment, that govern their activities and operations.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (19:03): The adjournment matter that I have this evening is for
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. As I have expressed on a number of
occasions this week, there is deep concern throughout the western suburbs about the prospect of
contaminated soil from the West Gate Tunnel Project being dumped in Melbourne’s west. This is
something that does concern us. To put it quite bluntly, we have had a gutful of being the dumping
ground of Melbourne. We have a huge rubbish tip out there, and one that is actually going to be
expanded significantly. We have the prospect of another one down in Werribee, and we have just had
enough of putting up with all of this—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN: Well indeed, just as they tried to dump the youth justice jail down in Werribee South,
in fact, as Ms Crozier reminds me. We all remember what happened there.
My concern particularly is about what will happen if the contaminated soil is dumped in Melbourne’s
west. What I am very keen to know—and I know my constituents are very keen to know—is exactly
where the government intends to dump this soil, but also what sort of contaminants are in the soil and
what impact these contaminants will have on people’s health if they are exposed to them.
There are a good many residential areas around, for example, Ravenhall, around Caroline Springs,
right down through Werribee, and that is an area that is expanding, is growing at a rapid rate, to say
nothing of Deer Park and surrounding areas there, and they are absolutely horrified at the prospect that
contaminated soil may be dumped near them. I can assure you, as a resident of Bulla, that I am horrified
that that soil may be dumped somewhere near me, because Bulla is another area that has been
mentioned.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr FINN: It is on the hit list, it would appear, Mr Davis. I am very keen to find out where the
dumping will take place and the impact that the dumping will have—the dumping of the soil that is,
President, I should point out—on the health of those who may be exposed to it. I ask the minister to
collate that information and not just to provide it to me but to make it public before any decision is
made so that people know exactly what to expect if we get a whole heap of contaminated soil in our
backyards.
SWIMMING POOL AND SPA SAFETY
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (7:06): My adjournment matter this evening is to the
Minister for Planning in the other place, and the action that I seek is for the minister to provide
information demonstrating that the 79 local government councils will receive adequate additional
resources and support to conduct pool and spa inspections, including the provision of follow-up where
non-compliance occurs. On 1 December 2019 new legislation came into force throughout the state
directing compulsory inspections for all private swimming pools and spas in Victoria. The majority of
deaths by drowning at home are of children under five years old. Where drowning incidents have
occurred, over 70 per cent involved faulty or inadequate safety barriers. There are many more neardrownings requiring hospitalisation.
I have witnessed a young child’s death by drowning. In addition to the utter devastation for the family,
it is something that I will never forget. One does not, however, need to witness such an event to
understand that water safety is essential. I welcome the legislation to enforce this real safety issue. I
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do have concerns, however, that there will be again 79 councils with 79 different methods of
processing, registration, information and education without a comprehensive statewide approach. At
this time my main concern, Minister, is whether a proper impact assessment was conducted prior to
the introduction of the legislation and whether the 79 councils will be adequately resourced throughout
the process, including for following up on cases of non-compliance.
FISHERMANS BEND DEVELOPMENT
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (7:08): My matter for the
adjournment for tonight is for the attention of the Minister for Priority Precincts, and it concerns the
Fishermans Bend precinct, one of the precincts that he has responsibility for. It is now five years and
two months—62 months—since November 2014, and for that precinct in Fishermans Bend there have
been studies, committees, strategies, plans, a whole swirl pool of up hill and down dale. But aside from
cancelling a station which was proposed by the previous government and funded in the 2014–15
budget, the state government has done nothing of substance in that region. Yes, they have got those
committees. Yes, the City of Port Phillip and the City of Melbourne are involved. Yes, there is a series
of nice drawings and plans and so forth. But are there permits? Is there development activity?
Bear in mind that the Fishermans Bend precinct is the largest urban renewal zone in Australia. This is
now stalled. There is nothing happening. People are paying high land tax indeed for properties that in
theory could have permits for development but do not have permits for development. Indeed the
precinct ought to be properly developed. The state government does not have a proper transport plan
for the precinct yet, and it has not provided the permits and the way forward for the precinct.
So the action I am seeking from the Minister for Priority Precincts is for him to ensure that permits
and development commence, to take the steps that are necessary to ensure that he moves and his
government moves beyond studies, committees, strategies, plans, drawings, diagrams, colouring—all
of those things—and moves to the point of seeing permits and actual development there. This is a
precinct that is stalled. It is a precinct that needs development. Melbourne’s population is growing
very fast. We have been growing at more than 120 000 per year each year for the last five, six, eight
years. In that period this precinct has taken on a greater significance, and yet the minister and this
government have sat on their hands.
NATIVE FAUNA
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (19:11): My adjournment item tonight is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. This summer’s bushfires have taken a heavy toll on
Australia’s native wildlife. Many species that have been impacted were already under threat. The
Liberal Democrats have a novel idea to help improve conservation efforts and ensure valued species
do not go extinct. Cows, sheep, chooks and pigs are not hardened survivors. The reason they have
thrived is because they are valuable to humans—and not just humans in general but specific humans.
The same is true for household pets. Dogs and cats thrive because humans breed them and care for
them. No species that humans place an actual value on, no species that people have domesticated, has
ever gone extinct. If we want Australia’s species to thrive, one thing we can do is allow ordinary
citizens to breed them and care for them. I am aware that this will not be an appropriate solution for
all species, but the potential is well worth the investigation. I ask the minister to put in place a scheme
allowing Australians a more direct role in preserving Australia’s native fauna by allowing them to own
and breed them.
BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (19:12): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. The build-up of fuel loads in the Worm Bay area in
Warrnambool is of great concern to many of my constituents. The relevant site is at the rear of Barbro
Terrace and the Deep Blue and Lady Bay resorts. It is Crown land and therefore under the management
of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP). It is overgrown with out-
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of-control vegetation which has not undergone fuel load reduction for over a decade. It is a significant
fire hazard. Highly combustible tea-tree, as high as 15 metres, abuts the rear fences of residential
properties and two hotels accommodating up to 400 people. It also surrounds caravan parks.
In the event of a fire the large population of campers, tourists, residents and locals who go for walks
in the area would struggle to escape. Despite wanting to reduce the overgrowth, the Warrnambool City
Council are only able to create a small firebreak of a metre due to DELWP guidelines. This clearly
would be totally ineffective in halting a fire. There is no remnant vegetation in this area. This area was
reclaimed land, and anything existing has been planted. It is a breeding ground for rats and mice, which
are creating a major health issue for the residents, tourists and especially the hotel and their guests that
use the area. The safety of human beings must come before planted vegetation which has not in any
way been maintained properly and is consequently putting lives at risk. The whole area needs to be
made safe, which may involve in fact removing the vegetation. So the action I seek from the minister
is to put lives ahead of vegetation and instruct DELWP to clear the vegetation and make the area safe.
SEXUAL ABUSE SURVIVORS
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (19:14): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The Andrews government should be commended on the
way it has tried to modernise Victoria’s justice system in order to achieve better outcomes for particular
victims of crime, especially survivors of sexual abuse. Despite this there are a handful of worrying
statistics which paint a bleak picture of how some victims of sexual abuse are treated within the judicial
system. This is a significant problem in Victoria, and particularly the region which I represent, Western
Victoria, where in 2016 Ballarat recorded 569 sexual offences and Greater Geelong, 469.
Of the 12 956 recorded sexual offences in Victoria, over 2000 remained unsolved as at January 2017.
The report also noted that more than 20 per cent, or 2500 complaints, were withdrawn. Furthermore,
I have discovered that of the 4416 rape cases recorded in 2016, over 2000 never made it to court for
reasons such as the complaint being withdrawn or police not having enough evidence. This is nearly
half of all complaints. In addition to these appalling statistics the figures also showed that of those
victims who were indecently assaulted, which in the same year were 6331, again over 2000 also
received no justice, having never gone to court. According to an ABC report published last week, in
Victoria complaints withdrawn soared to one in four in 2018.
I began to see the rise of the withdrawal of complaints firsthand working in the sex offences unit in
Footscray. An alarming reason provided by victims for withdrawing their complaint was the huge
burden placed on already fragile victims through lengthy court battles where they were often assaulted,
questioned or believed their perpetrator would not receive a sentence worthy of the trauma of a
criminal trial. This was on top of their physical and emotional scars.
It is becoming increasingly evident that there is not currently an adequate framework to support
victims of sexual assault when they are pursuing charges. Court support services have improved over
the years; however, it is clear that more needs to be done with the judicial processes that further protect
our victims. This will result in less withdrawals from victims. I think we all agree that we want greater
justice served on those who commit these awful crimes. Given this, the action that I seek is for the
police minister to outline in what circumstances victims of sexual crimes do not have to be involved
in criminal proceedings after their statements have been given to police but may still want to have their
cases heard.
BUSH NURSING CENTRES
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (19:17): My adjournment matter is also regarding the
bush nursing centres that service so many Victorians in remote areas, and it is a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Health. Yesterday when I asked the minister about the Walwa Bush Nursing Centre,
seriously affected during the recent north-east bushfires, I asked the minister to provide some clarity
around her previous responses to me in relation to examining the viability of the important health
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services that she mentioned in question time in March of last year. In a response I received today, after
she failed to answer that question in question time appropriately yesterday, the minister’s answer says,
and I quote:
The Andrews Labor Government, is committed to supporting these nurses and their voluntary committees of
management during the recovery from the bush fires.

She was referring to a number of bush nursing centres that were affected during the recent bushfires,
and she says that the department speaks to the bush nursing centres regularly:
… in relation to a number of matters including funding support …

She also stated that there was no formal review of their viability undertaken by the department, despite
what she said in the house last March.
The concerns are very real amongst the bush nursing centre community. They do not have faith in this
minister or this government to ensure the appropriate funding that they need to continue will be
provided in this year’s budget. We have seen the massive shortfalls and cuts to health and the real
impacts that is having.
The reason I say that is that the funding that was provided by the government equated to about $60 000
for each bush nursing centre. We heard from Ms Bath in the adjournment debate earlier about the
enormous services that bush nursing services in her area have provided during the bushfires. Well, I
can attest to that after speaking to more recent ones that were affected, and previously, about what they
do—70 000 occasions of service in the previous year.
The action I seek is for the minister to absolutely increase the funding to above $60 000 per centre so
that the enterprise bargaining agreements, that are based on the formulas that equate to what other
public health services have to pay their nurses and their staff through their salary and wages, are
undertaken and understood based on how the bush nursing centres have to operate. I am calling on the
government to provide a significant funding boost to the bush nursing centres across Victoria.
ROAD CLOSURES
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (19:20): I raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Transport Infrastructure in relation to the impact that road closures and restrictions
associated with projects like the West Gate Tunnel are having on businesses in the affected areas. I
have received a letter from the managing director of an engineering supplies company based in
Sunshine talking about the impact of road closures in late January in the Sunshine West area and the
impact those closures had on his business. He stated:
Since 20 January 2020 the road congestion has had a significant impact on our business as a result of the
closures on the Western Ring Road and Westgate Freeway for Westgate Tunnel works.
The impact is multifactorial with staff not being able to get to work in a timely manner, we have staff travelling
from Point Cook whose travel would usually be 25 minutes now taking 1.5 hours, it takes 30 minutes to exit
from the street at the end of the day. Customers using competitors because they cannot get to our shop to
purchase what they need, our usual daily turnover has decreased from $5000–$6000 per day to $100 to $200
per day this week, prompting my letter to you.

This is typical of the challenges which are experienced by businesses in the vicinity of major
roadworks, and it is not something that is limited to the western suburbs around the West Gate Tunnel.
It is also something which has been experienced by businesses in other areas such as works that have
been taking place on the Monash Freeway.
I think Victorian businesses and citizens recognise that where there are major infrastructure works
there will be interruptions on certain roads and closures of certain roads. Where it becomes untenable
for businesses and commuters is where a road closure occurs because of project works but then the
parallel and surrounding roads are also closed because of project works; where there is apparently no
coordination between the project managers, VicRoads and in some cases local councils; and where
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we see a whole host of roads in one area, the alternative routes to the major road, also closed, which
causes enormous frustration to commuters and, as this letter shows, substantial damage to business.
The action I seek from the Minister for Transport Infrastructure is to, firstly, ensure that where road
closures and restrictions are proposed they are announced well in advance in the affected area and that
substantial notice is provided for businesses so they can make alternative arrangements, but also ensure
that where major arterials need to be closed or restricted the parallel and alternative roads to those
arterials are not also closed, as has been all too common a practice in recent years.
RESPONSES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (19:23): This evening I have matters that have been raised by 10 members
that I will pass on to the relevant ministers.
There is one issue that was raised tonight for the attention of me as the Minister for Agriculture,
although I would state that the topic in relation to rate relief is not a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture in its purest form; it is a matter for the Minister for Local Government. In any event I
would like to reiterate that there have been local government support payments made to affected
councils in bushfire-affected areas. Ms Lovell asked for rate relief for two years for bushfire-affected
communities, and despite the fact that the government is not dictating how these councils should spend
their money, I have actually looked at the calculations, and if they were to apply the funding that they
have received directly to those properties that were impacted by fire, they could actually apply three
years of rate relief.
I am more than happy to have a further conversation with Ms Lovell about the funding that has been
made available to councils and their decisions for it, but when it comes to rate relief it is purely a matter
for councils. Our government does not provide money for rate relief. We provide councils with
funding, and they can choose the best ways to support their residents in that manner, but when it comes
to how they apply it, it could actually apply for three years, which is a year further than what Ms Lovell
is actually advocating for. In any event, that matter is dispatched and the others will be passed on.
I have written responses to adjournment matters raised by Ms Crozier on 30 April, Mr Limbrick on
31 October, Ms Crozier on 12 November, Mr Davis on 27 November and Mrs McArthur on
28 November.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.25 pm until Tuesday, 18 February.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 6 February 2020
HOSPITAL CLADDING
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (30 April 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I refer the member to advice on non-compliant cladding on Victorian public hospital buildings, located on the
DHHS website www.dhhs.vic.gov.au.

DRUG HARM REDUCTION
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (31 October 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
Acquired Brain Injuries (ABI) can arise from a range of causes including disease, accidents, alcohol and drug
use or oxygen deprivation.
People who overdose on heroin typically experience a reduced respiratory rate and can stop breathing. The
lack of oxygen can cause an ABI which may permanently affect coordination, movement and memory.
There are varying degrees of impairment associated with an ABI. While lifetime healthcare costs are
unavailable for ABIs suffered specifically as a result of heroin overdose, a 2017 Productivity Commission
Study Report on the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) Costs found that the average annualised
committed funding support for NDIS clients with a medium level of function was approximately $50,000.
Costs increase for clients with a low level of function to over $100,000 per year.

SWAN HILL HOSPITAL
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
The Andrews Labor Government is building the biggest pipeline of hospital projects in Victoria's history,
committing $7 billion since 2014. We are building world-class hospitals that Victorians can count on,
ensuring they have access to quality healthcare close to home.
This year’s budget kick starts the Labor Government’s unprecedented $3.8 billion plan to build modern
hospitals for a growing Victoria—injecting an additional $1.8 billion to plan for, upgrade or build more health
and ambulance infrastructure. This year alone, the Government investing more in health infrastructure than
the former Liberal National government did in four long years, while the member was the Parliamentary
Secretary for Health.
Labor is also investing more in hospital operations than ever before. Hospitals across the state are sharing in
$12.2 billion in operational funding in 2019/20—that’s 38.1 per cent more than when the previous Liberal
National government. This year’s budget includes a record $2.5 billion boost to run our hospitals, funding
more elective surgeries and faster treatment in our emergency departments.
In 2019/20, the Andrews Labor Government is investing $44.83 million in the Swan Hill District Health’s
operations—38.7 per cent more than in the last year the Liberal Nationals were in power.
The Government will continue to invest in Swan Hill Hospital while the Department of Health and Human
Services works closely with Swan Hill District Health to plan for the future. A campus masterplan is complete
and will go on to inform the next phases of detailed capital planning, ensuring the long-term health needs of
the local community are met. The masterplan, feasibility study and cost plan documentation are commercialin-confidence and will go on to inform Government as part of future budget considerations, ensuring value
for tax payers is maximised.
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As part of this year’s budget, regional health services will benefit from a $100 million boost to the Regional
Health Infrastructure Fund (RHIF). The $350 million fund is the largest of its kind in Victorian history and
will go to rebuild rural and regional hospitals to ensure all Victorians can access the quality care and facilities
they need, no matter where they live. This dwarfs the previous Liberal National government’s Rural Capital
Support Fund of $56 million. Already the RHIF has funded 284 projects across regional Victoria as well as
supporting local jobs in the regions.
Linder the RHIF, the Government has allocated a total of $3.8 million to Swan Hill District Health across a
number of projects. This includes a new $2.6 million subacute ward, which opened in May 2019, and means
14 more beds to help patients access cutting edge rehabilitation and care so that they can recover faster from
illness and get back home.
In addition, funding has been made available to upgrade and modernise the current emergency department
environment. Work is currently underway to install new medical and ICT equipment for the emergency
department.
I note the Commonwealth government has made a $30 million commitment towards the redevelopment of
Swan Hill Hospital. However, the Commonwealth has indicated this funding will be delivered from 2022/23
and over three years.

INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
I remain unwavering in my support for the Department of Treasury and Finance and the advice it provided to
Government regarding the West Gate Tunnel and Victoria Police Centre market-led proposals. The
Department conducted itself in an exemplary manner, not only during the assessment of the proposals but
also throughout the audit process.
I understand that a significant amount of documentation (some thousands of pages) was provided to the
Victorian Auditor-General's Office (VAGO). I have complete respect for the Auditor General's role but
remain concerned that VAGO did not fully test its understanding of the proposals or the Market-led Proposals
Guideline itself, prior to developing its initial findings.
Regarding specific issues raised concerning the assessment of the West Gate Tunnel proposal—I confirm
once again that it was robustly assessed in line with relevant guidelines and it was very clearly determined to
be value for money and unique. More than 93 per cent of the Design & Construction costs were competitively
tendered, which by VAGO's own admission, resulted in a “low risk” that value for money would not be
achieved. Remaining costs and revenues were benchmarked by leading specialist advisors with strong
reputations and track records in the market.
I note that VAGO supports the CityLink toll escalation revenue, a key and material funding source for the
project, as being unique.
We are not afraid of scrutiny. The Government has released an unprecedented number of documents detailing
this transaction, starting with the business case in 2015 and continuing with the value for money assessment
report, project summary and key contractual documents at contract close. A 10,000 page Environment Effects
Statement was also publicly available and the full project agreement and CityLink Concession Deed
amendments were tabled in Parliament with the passing of project legislation.
Since its introduction in early 2015, the MLP assessment process has continued to evolve to reflect learnings
and ensure best practice application. In fact, the Guideline has been updated two times since the West Gate
Tunnel project was assessed. The Government will continue to consider improvements to the assessment
framework that are both fair and workable.

WIRE ROPE BARRIERS
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Regional Roads Victoria (RRV) advises me that safe access to properties is a key consideration of the
installation of flexible safety barriers along the Princes Highway between Allansford and Panmure. RRV is
working closely with residents and businesses along the project on this matter.
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Flexible safety barriers are being installed on this road to prevent head-on and run-off-road crashes. In the
five-year period leading up to 2017, there were eight crashes along this road resulting in six people suffering
serious injuries and tragically, two people losing their life. Both fatalities were the result of separate head on
crashes.
RRV has been engaging with residents, emergency services, community groups and businesses along the
project length and in the local community since early 2019, including both individual and group meetings
with residents and stakeholders. Wherever possible, feedback from stakeholders and residents has been
incorporated into the designs, including property access requirements. Breaks in the flexible safety barriers
will be left at driveways, side roads and intersections.
In relation to road widening, RRV advises that a new overtaking lane in each direction will be constructed as
part of this project to provide safe overtaking opportunities.
Flexible safety barriers are saving lives every day on Victorian roads. The most enthusiastic supporters of this
infrastructure include emergency responders such as the SES and Victoria Police who are witnessing less
carnage and devastation as a result of this world-leading program.
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Answers to constituency questions
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period
shown.

29 November 2019 to 6 February 2020
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (19 December 2018)
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of State,
Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs):
I would like to commend the 4Cs for their dedication and compassion in their work to support vulnerable
people in Cardinia Shire.
The Victorian Government acknowledges the effort and valuable contributions of volunteers in our
community and the value of organisations such as the 4Cs in improving community participation and
inclusion for many people across the state.
The Government supports a range of initiatives and programs that promote community participation and
inclusion, and support vulnerable Victorians, including Neighbourhood Houses, Men’s Sheds, food
assistance and financial support and counselling.
I appreciate that the 4Cs is working with the Cardinia Shire Council and the Salvation Army to ensure
continuity of services for clients of the 4Cs. I encourage the 4Cs to contact Ms Shari McPhail at the
Department of Health and Human Services on (03) 9096 1014, should they require any assistance during this
transition.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12 September 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for her question.
The Waurn Ponds stabling is needed to support planned improvements to Victoria’s rail network, particularly
to Geelong and the south west, which are being delivered in partnership with the Commonwealth Government.
Without stabling at Waurn Ponds, more frequent services cannot be delivered between Geelong Station and
Waurn Ponds, despite this being the area of strongest growth and passenger demand in Greater Geelong.
Similar to other major projects which provide vital infrastructure for growing communities, land acquisition
is often required to facilitate these initiatives.
We understand any proposed land acquisition has an impact on those affected, which is why the project has
been referred to the Government Land Standing Advisory Committee for consideration.
The Advisory Committee process is designed to support the participation of the community and to ensure
everyone has a fair and equal say in a transparent and independent process.
Rail Projects Victoria has considered many sites for the proposed stabling and maintenance facility, including
a number of sites owned by Boral, which were assessed against a list of criteria to meet current and future
operational requirements.
The proposed location was identified as the most suitable site for this facility as it met the relevant criteria
including proximity to the rail line, environmental conditions and suitability for future expansion.
The other sites considered did not meet the relevant criteria for a variety of reasons including location, land
size and/or gradient, the presence of existing infrastructure, access limitations to the rail corridor or the need
for substantial land rehabilitation.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving passenger rail services to the growing Geelong
community and is committed to working with the landowner to mitigate potential impacts of the proposed
facility.
I acknowledge the State Liberals will not appreciate the challenges managing the impacts of major transport
infrastructure projects as you delivered none the last time you were in government.
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NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (15 October 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the important role that trams play in meeting the travel needs of
people living in Melbourne’s North.
The Department of Transport (DoT) continuously reviews the public transport network to identify where
improvements can be made.
While reviewing existing routes or planning new ones, DoT considers several factors. These include the likely
number of users, suitability and connectivity with other public transport services.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15 October 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for her question.
The Shepparton Line is an important part of the regional rail network, which is why we are investing
$356 million in stages one and two of the project to bring better services to passengers.
The objective of stage one, which is now complete, was to deliver 10 weekly services to Shepparton. This
was fast-tracked to provide passengers with the extra services in April 2019, almost a year ahead of schedule,
and hundreds of people are enjoying the new services each week.
Stage two, which is currently underway, will provide the infrastructure required for VLocity trains to run to
Shepparton for the first time, improving service reliability and providing passengers with more comfortable
journeys.
Rail Projects Victoria is currently appointing a contractor to deliver the work, which is scheduled to be
complete by the end of 2022.
The business case you refer to was a draft document. I can advise you that further planning work is taking
place to identify further upgrades required to support the delivery of nine return services each day between
Shepparton and Melbourne.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to be upgrading every major regional rail line in Victoria, in stark
contrast to the Liberal Party’s shameful record of cuts to V/Line and country rail line closures.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (15 October 2019)
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North—Minister for Child Protection, Minister for Disability,
Ageing and Carers):
On 8 October 2019, Berry Street announced they would cease operating Open Place in June 2020.
The Victorian Government and the Department of Health and Human Services (the department) remain
committed to providing ongoing support to Forgotten Australians (also known as Care Leavers and Pre-1990
Care Leavers) in recognition of the lifelong impact of their care experience.
The department is currently undertaking a codesign process to consult with staff and current users of the Open
Place service. This process will identify the service elements they would like the new provider to continue to
deliver and additional service elements that may be appropriate. This process will determine the service
specifications and tender process to identify a new provider that will commence by June 2020.
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NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (16 October 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
The Victorian Government provides a range of services to support small businesses.
Small Business Victoria arranges a program of workshops on a wide range of topics. There were
395 workshops throughout Victoria in the 2018-2019 financial year, including 49 in the Northern
Metropolitan Region.
The Business Victoria Local Events program provides funding to metropolitan and regional local
governments to develop and deliver helpful business learning and networking events to Victoria’s small
businesses, such as the 2019 Northern Multicultural Small Business Awards.
The Small Business Mentoring program provides free business advisory services through the Small Business
Bus and local mentoring clinics, with individual paid mentoring sessions subsidised by the Victorian
Government. In 2019, the Small Business Bus has visited the Northern Metropolitan Region 26 times,
conducting 113 free mentoring sessions to date and 77 business engagements.
The Business Victoria website continues to be a popular resource for small businesses, with more than three
million visits in the past year. Small businesses can access resources, including the schedule for Small
Business Bus visits, book mentoring and workshops, and download digital templates and tools at
business.vic.gov.au.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (16 October 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for her question.
The Fitzsimons Lane Upgrade is one of 12 within the Suburban Roads Upgrade Program being delivered by
Major Road Projects Victoria (MRPV).
MRPV has requested the Minister for Planning under Section 20(4) of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 (Vic) to approve amendments to all six projects in the Northern Roads Upgrade (NRU) Program,
including Fitzsimons Lane Upgrade. This is a common planning process used in most road projects. Since
September 2018, MRPV has consulted extensively with the local community and stakeholder groups to raise
project awareness and seek community feedback.
As with all six projects across the NRU Program, careful planning and extensive community consultation
have guided the reference design. I am aware that many Eltham locals value the character of the Eltham
Gateway, and the design, including landscaping will take into account local amenity.
The next stage is detailed design, which will be undertaken by the successful contractor once appointed 2020.
The community and local stakeholders will be informed about the detailed designs as the project progresses.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (17 October 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
The Victorian Small Business Commission (VSBC) has partnered with local councils to create the Small
Business Friendly Council initiative as part of the Victorian Government’s commitment to creating a fair and
competitive trading environment for small businesses. The VSBC has been in contact with all Victorian
councils to promote the initiative. In the Western Metropolitan region, Wyndham, Moonee Valley and
Moreland City Councils have already signed up to the initiative. VSBC is continuing discussions with
Western Metropolitan region councils to encourage them to sign up for the benefit of their local small
businesses.
The Small Business Friendly Council initiative builds on the success of the Victorian Government’s Better
Approvals Project, which is cutting business permit processing times, making it quicker and easier for
businesses to start and grow. The Better Approvals Project is implemented by Small Business Victoria
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working with individual councils to develop tailored services to meet the needs of local businesses. In the past
twelve months in the Western Metropolitan Region, Moreland, Wyndham, Melton, Moonee Valley,
Hobson’s Bay and Maribyrnong City Councils have all implemented the Better Approvals project, with
discussions continuing with Brimbank City Council.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17 October 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. The Member may wish to raise his question
with the Minister for Public Transport, the Hon Melissa Horne MP.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17 October 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
The Government is committed to the future of Victoria’s forest industry and the harvesting contractors, mill
workers and downstream workers it employs. We are committed to a strong forest industry in Gippsland and
the communities it supports.
To that end, the Government is developing a strategy that aims to underpin the future success of the forest
products industry in Victoria. It will support the Government’s investment to deliver the $110 million
commitments for plantation establishment announced in the 2017-18 State Budget. The strategy will be
mindful of the supply and demand dynamics of the industry and the appropriate role of government in
expanding investment in a resource that is largely concentrated in the private sector.
As you would be aware, in April 2019 I announced the establishment of 550 hectares of native Bluegum
plantation on Crown Land near Maryvale. Further work is underway to identify additional sites for new
plantations to be established in 2020 and beyond. These plantings are just the first step in the Government’s
work to complement existing privately-owned plantations, and other land uses such as agriculture, while
diversifying and augmenting the supply of timber from native forests.
You would also be aware that the Government is working with the Commonwealth to renew the five Victorian
Regional Forest Agreements in addition to updating and modernising the forest management system for our
forests. This process affirms our commitment to the sustainable management of Victoria’s native forests by
balancing certainty for the timber industry with environmental protections. As such, we remain committed to
the sustainable, long-term future of the state’s forest, a viable timber industry and the communities reliant on
the resources and the sector.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (29 October 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for his question.
The Childs Road Upgrade, a Labor Government’s $4 billion commitment is part of the Northern Roads
Upgrade package, which will upgrade six key roads in the northern suburbs.
An extra lane will be added to Childs Road in each direction between Beaumont Crescent and Prince of Wales
Avenue. This aims to improve traffic flow and travel times, make it easier and safer to walk or cycle around
the local area and lower the risk and severity of accidents.
Raised intersections, known as raised safety platforms are currently an accepted road safety treatment. There
is an existing raised intersection at the intersection of Childs Road and Dalton Road. Road safety is our
number one priority.
The detailed design for the Childs Road Upgrade is yet to be carried out. During the design development
process, appropriate safety treatments such as raised safety platforms may be considered.
The Northern Roads Upgrade will be delivered as Public Private Partnership (PPP). Tender evaluations are
underway, and it is anticipated a contract will be awarded in the first half of 2020.
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WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (30 October 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
I thank Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) for his question about the growth in jobs in Moyne Shire resulting
from growth in wind farm construction and the impact this is having on affordable housing supply due to the
number of Victorians moving into this area.
While the growth in sources of renewable energy and the growth in local jobs are both positive outcomes, I
understand that new workers and their families need affordable housing and share your concern.
As the Minister for Planning and as Minister for Housing I would be very pleased to see growth in supply of
affordable housing in Moyne Shire and I am committed to working with the local Council to facilitate
investment in jobs and housing. Additionally, I am pleased to advise that the Department of Health and
Human Services will be upgrading seven of its existing units in Moyne Shire (Koroit) during the 2020-21
financial year.
I also recognise the land use planning system has an important role to play in facilitating opportunities for
affordable housing. While the 2018 amendments to the Planning and Environment Act 1987 were positive
(including incorporation of a definition for affordable housing into the Act) I acknowledge that further reforms
are required. It was in this context that I established the Ministerial Advisory Committee on Planning
Mechanisms for Affordable Housing (Advisory Committee) to provide advice on options to strengthen the
role of the planning system, including consideration of mandatory requirements.
The Advisory Committee has recently delivered its advice in this regard. Consideration is being given to the
findings of the Advisory Committee and options to strengthen provisions within the planning system that can
support increased affordable housing outcomes.
I appreciate your concern and can advise that this issue extends across many local government areas I look
forward to working with all councils in our ongoing efforts to tackle this important challenge.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (30 October 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
The Latrobe Valley Authority (LVA) was established in November 2016 and coincided with the
announcement of a comprehensive $266 million package to support transition.
The LVA’s role is to support the future transformation of the region through the coordination of government
projects, empowering the community and targeting investment.
The overwhelming feedback from the Latrobe Valley community was for Government action and not for
another strategic plan.
The LVA’s work program has been developed with the community and is reviewed annually through regular
community contacts and a series of formal community forums.
The LVA is working collaboratively with industry, government, education providers and the community to
identify regional innovation and industry competitive advantage in food, renewable energy, health and
community services and tourism. These industries, among others, will be the engine room for future
prosperity and employment in the region.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (31 October 2019)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
I wish to recognise the important role that councils play in Victoria in providing a wide range of services to
local communities, as well as administering a variety of regulatory functions.
Victoria is a signatory to the intergovernmental Competition Principles Agreement (CPA), which is one of
several agreements that comprise National Competition Policy. Under the CPA, Victoria is obliged to apply
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competitive neutrality policy and principles to all ‘significant business activities’ undertaken by state
government agencies and local governments in its jurisdiction.
Like other aspects of competition policy, competitive neutrality aims to ensure that goods and services are
provided in the most efficient manner, enabling those goods and services to better meet the needs of
consumers at lower cost. The Government continues to support this aim.
Victoria’s competitive neutrality policy requires that government businesses should not enjoy any net
competitive advantage simply as a result of their public sector ownership. The 2008 statement of Victorian
Government policy on ‘National Competition Policy and Local Government’ confirms that this also applies
for local governments.
It is important to mention that the competitive neutrality policy does not automatically override other public
policy objectives, such as affordable or equitable access to services.
Indeed, the policy allows government entities and local councils to not implement competitive neutrality
measures if it can demonstrate a public interest case for doing so.
Competitive neutrality policy is not therefore an impediment to Darebin Council providing affordable and
accessible aged care services.
I note that the Competitive Neutrality Policy relies on self-assessment by entities in the first instance,
supported by a complaints mechanism overseen by Better Regulation Victoria.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (31 October 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
On Saturday 19 and Sunday 20 October, V/Line and Metro Trains Melbourne undertook essential
maintenance works at Southern Cross Station. Due to unforeseen circumstances during the works, a number
of platforms were not available at Southern Cross station for regular services so coaches were required to
replace some Shepparton and Seymour trains for all or part of the journey.
V/Line acknowledges that this unplanned change to regular services inconvenienced passengers so following
the incident, operational processes and procedures were reviewed and feedback was provided to staff involved
in the works planning to prevent this type of issue from re-occurring.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (31 October 2019)
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit—Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister
for Suburban Development):
The community and stakeholder feedback and data collected from the Western Metropolitan Partnership
meetings and events is used to provide advice to, and inform, the Government’s decision-making about
priorities for Melbourne’s west. It is about providing a community voice—through communicating the
opinions of residents to government—to help improve outcomes for the west.
As Minister for Suburban Development, I work with my colleagues across the Victorian Government to
respond to the Partnership’s priorities. We provide a Report Back to the Partnerships each year on our
response to their advice and relevant investments made by the government in the Western region.
The Metropolitan Partnerships provide independent advice to government. The Western Metropolitan
Partnership has identified health as a priority, with a focus on improving access to services as the population
grows. Last year, the Partnership provided advice to the government including recommendations to establish
a Centre of Excellence for Parenting in Melbourne’s West at the Tweddle Facility in Footscray and planning
for a new hospital to service the Western growth corridor.
The Government listened to this advice and responded with $1.43 billion for construction of the 504-bed
Footscray Hospital which will provide care for an extra 15000 patients, $2.3 million to plan a new Melton
Hospital and a share of the $214 million package for new early parenting centres including a new centre in
Wyndham and a substantial upgrade to the Tweddle Child and Family Health Service.
The Western Metropolitan Partnership has just submitted its 2019 advice to government, which was informed
by the Health Focus workshop. The government will consider this advice over the coming months and
respond to the Partnerships next year.
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The Suburban Development portfolio was established in May 2016 to ensure that as Melbourne’s population
grows, all residents will have access to jobs, services and infrastructure no matter where they live. Under
current projections, Melbourne’s population is expected to grow from 5.1 million today to more than 8 million
by 2051. Approximately one third of this growth will be accommodated by greenfield areas on the
metropolitan fringes.
That is why, as the Minister for Suburban Development, I am working with communities and across
government to sustainably manage the revitalisation of established suburbs and make sure our new suburbs
are vibrant and liveable places.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (12 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the Member for Northern Metropolitan for his continued interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s
transport infrastructure agenda across Melbourne’s North.
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to remove these dangerous and congested level crossings just
as the Liberal Party continues to oppose their removal.
Reservoir’s dangerous and congested High Street level crossing is now gone for good and the new Reservoir
Station has opened before Christmas—just as promised.
On the Upfield Line, a $542.4 million contract was recently awarded to remove an additional four level
crossings at Bell, Munro, and Reynard Streets in Coburg and Moreland Road, Brunswick and build two new
stations.
Supporting local traders is a priority on all major transport infrastructure projects.
The dedicated project team for the Bell to Moreland project is working with local traders to better understand
their requirements, keep them informed about upcoming disruptions, and to discuss the support that will be
available during the project.
This support, which also has been provided to local businesses in Reservoir, includes access to free small
business mentoring services, advertising, social media campaigns, using local suppliers, and running
promotions to encourage the community and our workforce to shop local.
I appreciate that managing the impacts of major transport infrastructure is a challenge. The Liberal Party will
be unfamiliar with, given you delivered no major transport projects during your last term of government.
The project team will continue to work with these businesses, and, once the projects are complete, the
community will benefit from better pedestrian connections under the new rail bridge, less disruptions to
residents, road users and commuters and a new public space for the community to use.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
The Shepparton Education Plan (the Plan) was developed in response to an identified need to improve
educational outcomes for young people in Shepparton and Mooroopna.
Extensive consultation was undertaken in 2017 and 2018 regarding the Plan, including direct community
consultation in Shepparton and Mooroopna, as well as a social media campaign and public website, with over
4,700 items of feedback analysed during this phase. The community indicated significant change is needed
and that a new secondary school model would deliver better outcomes for all students, with a single-campus
secondary school model being the strongest option.
The ‘one school, one campus’ model will bring the best of Greater Shepparton schools to every student, whilst
offering contemporary teaching and learning spaces where a broader range of subjects and pathways are
available.
The transition has been structured in a way to enable students and staff to commence benefitting from the
new school model, as well as building the new school’s culture from day one with a uniform to promote a
sense of identity and pride.
I was pleased to visit Shepparton earlier this month to unveil the school’s logo, uniform and values and meet
the student leadership team. The uniform was developed by a committee of students and parents.
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In May I announced a uniform support package to help make the transition to the new school uniform as
smooth as possible for students and families of Greater Shepparton Secondary College. Vouchers to the value
of $200 will be offered to every student enrolled at Greater Shepparton Secondary College to help meet the
initial cost of the new school uniform. State Schools Relief is also available to provide assistance to families
experiencing financial hardship with the cost of uniform items.
Schools may choose to include appropriate measures to enforce their dress code. These measures must be
consistent with the Department’s Student Engagement and Inclusion Guidance and the school’s student engagement policy. The Student Engagement Guidelines support schools to create a positive school culture, clearly
articulating school-wide expectations and consistent processes to address areas of concern in a staged manner.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
Thank you for your question about Wyndham Somali Action Community Group.
I commend the Wyndham Somali Action Community Group for their work to support newly arrived Somali
communities in Victoria. Our Government acknowledges the important contribution that the Somali
community in Victoria makes to our State, and the important role that community organisations, like
Wyndham Somali Action Community Group, play in supporting newly arrived communities to thrive.
There will be an opportunity for the Wyndham Somali Action Community Group to apply for funding during
upcoming rounds of grants programs. For example, the next round of the Capacity Building and Participation
grants program will open in the first half of 2020. Further information about upcoming grants can be accessed
at: https://www.vic.gov.au/grants-support-multicultural-communities.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud of its investment in our multicultural communities. In 2018-19 we
provided around $6 million to 341 multicultural and faith-based organisations across Victoria through the
Capacity Building and Participation grants program. The program supports local community organisations to
build their capacity to ensure that all Victorians, regardless of background, have the opportunity to fully
participate and contribute to everyday life in Victoria. In particular, the program seeks to strengthen the
participation, inclusion and contribution of culturally diverse communities in regional areas of Victoria,
including refugees and asylum seekers, young people, women and seniors.
Our Government is also investing $8.6 million to deliver the Victorian African Communities Action Plan.
The Action Plan has been developed in partnership with African communities to deliver a range of initiatives
to support positive health, educational, social and economic outcomes for African communities in Victoria.
This builds on additional investment made in 2018-19 of $500,000 provided to 14 African community
organisations to support young people from Horn of Africa communities and $600,000 for the delivery of a
youth-led grants program. The youth-led grants program directly supports young people from African and
Pasifika communities to lead the design and delivery of initiatives which respond to issues that are important
to them, such as unemployment, health and wellbeing, inclusion and empowerment.
I wish the Wyndham Somali Action Community Group all the best in their work on behalf of people of
Somali background.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
The Eden proposal is an ambitious concept, with a number of challenges which need to be resolved before it
can progress further.
A critical part of the project is a viable water source to fill the mine void, but it must be one that is sustainable,
does not impact the Anglesea estuary, supplied in a way that is consistent with Victoria’s Water Act and
entitlement framework and doesn’t negatively impact other local waterways, the environment or critical water
supplies for the region.
It is Alcoa’s responsibility to develop a Mine Rehabilitation and Closure Plan to achieve a safe, stable and
sustainable landform at the site of the former Anglesea coal mine. We’re assisting Alcoa and the Eden Project
by providing information on water options, so an informed choice can be made by the proponents. Barwon
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Water is also assisting, by undertaking a high-level assessment into the feasibility of an option to fill the mine
void with recycled water.
The Victorian Government remains committed to supporting the best possible outcome from rehabilitation
of the former power station and coal mine for the Anglesea and broader community.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Officers from Regional Roads Victoria (RRV) met with Andrew Pearson, Caralyn Grgic and 14 other
community members on Tuesday, 19 November 2019, at the Barwon Downs Hall to gain a better
understanding of their concerns and to inspect the intersection with the residents.
RRV noted the community feedback and discussed some possible treatments, which RRV will investigate in
order to identify possible short-term and longer-term solutions to improve safety at the location.
RRV will keep the community informed of the outcomes of the investigations.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
The last five State Budgets have delivered the largest ever investment in Victorian school infrastructure,
allocating more than $6.1 billion to build, upgrade and maintain schools across the State. Our ongoing
challenge is to responsibly balance and prioritise the needs of over 1,500 government schools, all in varying
condition, with varying levels of enrolment demand.
Victoria is experiencing unprecedented population growth and this is leading to enrolment pressure at a
number of existing schools. The Andrews Labor Government is mindful that enrolment growth pressures are
being felt in a number of communities, including in the Darebin area.
While you are correct that enrolments at Newlands Primary School have increased in recent years, I am
advised the school has capacity to accommodate its current and projected enrolments for 2020. I can assure
you the Department of Education and Training will continue to monitor school enrolments to ensure the
school has the necessary space and facilities to meet the demands of the area’s growing population.
Each year, the Department reviews historic and forecast demographic data, and actual school enrolments, to
identify expected government school shortfalls. The Department uses this information to advise Government
when schools need to be upgraded to meet growing demand.
In the 2017-18 State Budget, the school was allocated $754,000 in capital works funding to upgrade and
modernise its facilities. This funding allowed the school to deliver Stage 1 of its master plan, which involved
the refurbishment of Block A to provide new classrooms, toilets and staff facilities, along with significant
asbestos-removal works. These works were completed in January 2019, allowing the school community to
take full advantage of the new facilities.
The school was also recently allocated $58,600 through the Government’s Maintenance Blitz program. The
Maintenance Blitz package is the single largest investment in the upkeep of our school infrastructure and
every government school will receive a share of the $515 million boost.
I am aware the school has capital and maintenance requirements. I can assure you the needs of all schools,
including Newlands Primary School, will be considered when determining future priorities for the capital
works program. We will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing
project plans, when allocating funding in future State Budgets.
Thank you for raising this matter with me. I trust this information is of assistance.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
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I thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for his constituency question.
The Victorian Forestry Plan is a long-term plan for Victoria’s forests and will create a more sustainable future
for the forestry industry and give workers the certainty they deserve. The 30-year forward plan includes a
$120 million Native Forest Transition Package to make sure all businesses, workers and communities are
supported to plan for the future and the transition out of native timber.
There will be certainty of native timber supply until mid-2024, with a step down in harvesting until 2030.
This long time horizon will enable the Victorian forestry industry to undertake a gradual and considered
transition away from its reliance on native timber supply. Sawmill and harvest and haulage workers that exit
the industry will be provided with a redundancy top up payment, support including case management and reemployment and re-training services, assistance through the Back to Work scheme access to mental health
and wellbeing support, and if relevant, relocation support.
There will also be funding for local economies and communities to generate business growth and job creation
opportunities and includes investment in alternative industries across affected regions. These activities will
align with the industry transition and target job creation that is relevant for affected workers.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for his question, however I have not done any interviews in relation to the new timetable
for the Cranbourne/Pakenham lines.
I would point out however, that the removal of dangerous and congested level crossings whether it be on the
Cranbourne/Pakenham line or other lines is delivering time savings for motorists and commuters alike. When
the Metro Tunnel is open in 2025 travel times for Cranbourne/Pakenham line commuters will be slashed by
up to 50 minutes per day.
Victorians understand that the Liberal Party has sought to delay and frustrate the Metro Tunnel and Level
Crossing Removal Project, but the Andrews Labor Government is getting on with delivering.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
I note your concerns and those of the local community about the welfare of animals, water use and waste
management associated with a proposed sheep milk farm at 1440 Inverleigh-Winchelsea Road, Inverleigh, in
the Surf Coast Shire.
I also note this is the first commercial large-scale sheep dairy project in Victoria. However, I consider that it
does not raise major issues of state policy, and therefore does not warrant my intervention. It is appropriate
for the Surf Coast Shire Council to remain the responsible authority to assess and make a decision on this
planning permit application no. 19/0110.
The council gave notice of the application between 8 and 31 October 2019 and has received 34 objecting
submissions and one supporting submission. I am advised the council will make a decision on the application
in January 2020.
In 2018, the Victorian planning system was strengthened to provide greater guidance for the agriculture sector,
including intensive animal industries, while balancing environmental outcomes and community expectations.
I appreciate your concerns about this intensive animal industry application, but it is a local planning matter to
be considered by Surf Coast Shire Council.
If objectors or the permit applicant do not agree with the council’s decision, they may apply to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) for an independent review.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
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Every school is unique in its requirements and expectations, therefore it is the responsibility of school councils
to set their own parental payments and limits in accordance with the Department of Education and Training’s
Parent Payment Policy. The policy requires parent payments to be fair, reasonable and kept to a minimum.
Schools must ensure that all students have access to the standard curriculum program, and that participation
of all students to the full school program is facilitated. Schools must ensure that students are not denied access
or disadvantaged on the basis of payments not being made for education services.
Schools are also required to ensure parents who are experiencing financial hardship are offered the appropriate
supports. Since 2015, the Andrews Labor Government has invested more than $15 million to support
100,000 students with the costs of school uniforms, footwear and textbooks through funding to State Schools
Relief, and $184 million for the Camps, Sports and Excursions to support families to access additional school
programs.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
I thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for her constituency question.
The 30-year Victorian Forestry Plan includes a $120 million Native Forest Transition Package to make sure
all businesses, workers and communities are supported to plan for the future and the transition out of native
timber.
To help implement this package and support local communities, the transition plan will be overseen by a
Forest Products Industry Consultative Committee which includes Community Transition Leaders who will
ensure that regional and localised issues are addressed. Transition teams will work directly with mills and
businesses and report into the Consultative Committee.
The Consultative Committee will be made up of key representatives from the timber industry individual
timber companies, unions, local government and the Victorian Government and will work to:
•

support industry transition activities to ensure they are responsive, integrated and well considered
for the industry’s short and long-term needs

•

guide the development of a strategy to underpin the future success of the forest products industry
in Victoria over the next 20 years including identifying opportunities to deliver value-adding
timber product manufacturing in Victoria.

These representatives will work with businesses and communities to help determine what they will need to
prepare for transition.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
I am surprised and disappointed that the Member has chosen to link the state of the regional arterial network
with this year’s tragic road trauma statistics.
While road condition has been assessed as a contributing factor to road deaths in a very small number of
cases, it is minor as compared with other factors such as speed, distraction, fatigue, drugs and alcohol.
The Member’s focus on the impact of road condition on road deaths, at the same time as the Coalition opposes
the rollout of life-saving flexible safety barriers, is breath-taking in its hypocrisy.
On the matter of regional road condition, I note that this year the Andrews Labor Government will double the
regional road maintenance spend as compared with the Coalition’s last year in office.
RRV inspects and maintains the Bendigo–Tennyson Road in accordance with the Road Management
Act 2004 and the VicRoads Road Management Plan.
The road will be considered for upgrade works in the 2020-2021 road maintenance program.
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SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (13 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
The Andrews Labor Government is rolling out new faster myki readers at the majority of stations across the
network.
To date, over 688 new units already installed at railway stations.
The next generation myki readers scan cards instantly, minimising potential delays at the station gates,
particularly during peak times.
Throughout December new quick touch on myki readers will be installed at the busiest stations along the
Sandringham Line. From early December, passengers will be seeing these new readers at Sandringham,
Hampton, North Brighton, Middle Brighton, Gardenvale, Ripponlea, Balaclava, Windsor and Prahran
stations.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (13 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
The land at 16–20 Dumbarton Street, Reservoir is jointly owned by the Department of Transport and myself
as the Minister for Planning. I have recently acquired the unused Right of Way between the government
parcels.
The land is part of the government’s Inclusionary Housing Pilot designed to deliver over 100 social and
affordable houses across six surplus sites.
Melbourne University’s ‘Project 30,000’ shows that there are no comparable state or local government owned
sites anywhere in City of Darebin to accommodate the pilot.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning has advised that the site is not in an area mapped
as an endangered Ecological Vegetation Class. An independent advisory committee will be appointed to
assess the appropriate level of development on the site, taking into account the consideration of vegetation
and amount of social and private housing.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
Getting to the station is an important part of using the rail network. The Victorian Government is aware of
the high demand for car parking at stations across the network.
In 2017, the Victorian Government delivered more than 170 new car parks at Keilor Plains station as part of
the $20 million Station Car Park Upgrades Program. These works also included installing new lighting, line
markings, CCTV and signage to improve safety and station access.
The Victorian Government has established a $150 million Car Parks for Commuters Fund which will see new
carparks being built at some of our busiest metropolitan and regional stations. With around 55,000 station car
parking spaces currently across the state, the Victorian Government is delivering an increase in available
parking with an additional 11,000 spaces. The stations will be made even safer and more accessible for
commuters with new lighting, security and signage.
Commuters on the Sunbury Line are set to benefit from this investment with new and upgraded car parks to
be delivered at the nearby Watergardens Station and new spaces at Sunbury station. The extra spaces at
Watergardens will provide more car parking spaces for those in the area, and provides an alternative to Keilor
Plains.
The delivery of these new parking spaces is on top of the close to 10,000 new and upgraded spaces built by
the government since 2014.
The Department will continue to consider opportunities for improving station access across the network,
including at Keilor Plains station.
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WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (13 November 2019)
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for Creative
Industries):
I thank the Member for Western Victoria for his question. I can confirm that I met with Salli Hickford, Chief
Executive Officer of Hope Bereavement Care on 4 December 2019.
The Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System released its interim report on 28 November
2019. It made several recommendations for immediate action, including to establish 170 new, contemporary
youth and adult acute mental health beds in key areas of need across the state, including the Barwon region,
the creation of a new Victorian Collaborative Centre for Mental Health and Wellbeing, the expansion of a
skilled and robust workforce to support a contemporary mental health system, including the lived experience
workforce, and the need to better support Aboriginal Victorians with social and emotional wellbeing teams.
It also calls for the successful Hospital Outreach Post-suicidal Engagement (HOPE) initiative to be continued
and expanded across all area mental health services in Victoria. It recommends broader referral pathways, a
new clinical outreach services in regional areas and a new assertive outreach service for children and young
people who have self-harmed or are at risk of suicide.
The important work of the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System continues into 2020.
Further engagement with the Victorian community will guide the Royal Commission as it continues to
examine important issues and challenges facing the mental health sector. The final report of the Royal
Commission is due by 31 October 2020.
It is through the contributions of individuals and service providers that the Royal Commission will be able to
build a comprehensive set of recommendations about how to best assist people experiencing mental ill-health,
regardless of where they live.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
In Victoria all children are entitled to be enrolled at their designated neighbourhood school. Designated
neighbourhood schools are generally the public school within closest proximity to the student’s permanent
residential address, unless the Minister for Education or Regional Director has restricted the zone of the
school.
In April 2019, the Andrews Labor Government created a simple website so that, for the first time, Victorian
parents can enter their home address online and see their local school zone. Findmyschool.vic.gov.au makes
quicker and easier for parents to identify their designated neighbourhood school as well as view other public
school options across the state.
In preparing for the publication of school zones, a number of anomalies in school zoning were addressed.
Some homes were previously excluded from a school zone while, in certain cases, school boundaries
overlapped. The Find My School website also includes zones for new schools opening in 2020.
The McKinnon Secondary College zone was not changed for the 2020 school year. McKinnon Secondary
College has a restricted zone, and the existing zone has been in place for more than five years. Restricted
zones are put in place to manage enrolment pressure and to ensure that children located within that zone have
access to their local school.
School zones are regularly reviewed to take into account changes in population and the opening of new
schools.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (14 November 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
The materials and guidance provided by the Victorian Small Business Commission (VSBC) are designed to
help small business owners regarding various matters relating to owning a business. This assists them in better
understanding their rights and responsibilities.
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The translated materials include:
•

an easy-to-read fact sheet on how the VSBC can help resolve small business disputes

•

a retail leases information brochure with important information tenants need to know before
signing

•

an animation on the VSBC’s services with translated voiceover and subtitles.

The languages for this important VSBC material, is informed by the language needs of new and emerging
Victorian small businesses and guided by multicultural communication and community engagement experts.
In addition to this, languages are chosen based on the Australian Bureau of Statistics Census data, the most
common languages spoken at home or by owner managers in Victoria abs the analysis of where the greatest
needs exist.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14 November 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
Victorians have a right to expect waste to be managed at a high standard that meets regulations.
To reduce risk of impacts from odour and litter, the EPA is continuing to hold the Ravenhall landfill operator
Cleanaway to account through monthly inspections and taking strong regulatory actions. On 18 November
2019, the EPA issued a fine to Cleanaway for breaching its licence conditions for the site, finding the company
had exceeded the active tipping area.
The Victorian Government has invested over $180 million to transform the EPA into a modern regulator that
will protect Victoria’s environment now and into the future. From 1 July 2020, Victoria’s new environment
protection laws are due to commence. The new laws strengthen the EPA, giving the regulator boosted powers
and tools it needs to stop pollution and protect Victoria’s environment.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (14 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The Department of Transport (DoT) has reviewed the safety history of the roundabout at the intersection of
Blackburn and Railway Roads for the five-year period ending 31 December 2018, and found there have been
no pedestrian or vehicle casualty crashes at this location.
Roundabouts are one of the safest and preferred forms of intersection treatments. They are designed to slow
approaching vehicles through the intersection, minimise the number of conflict points and reduce the severity
of crashes to improve safety for all road users in the immediate vicinity, including pedestrians using zebra
crossings.
I note that the pedestrian crossing point you refer to, immediately west of the roundabout, is located where
pedestrian activity is at its highest and vehicular speeds at their lowest due to the geometry of the roundabout.
DoT advises me that this roundabout has been designed to provide a maximum vehicle circulating speed of
20-25 km/h, with the exception of the east to west through movement on Railway Road, being 40 km/h on
the approach to the crossing.
Given these factors, DoT does not support the relocation of the pedestrian zebra crossing further away from
the roundabout.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14 November 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
I thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for her constituency question.
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Since the announcement of the 30-year Victorian Forestry Plan the Department of Jobs, Precincts and
Regions transition teams have been actively meeting with the businesses and councils, in these and other
regions, to provide information and outline transition support.
To guide the implementation of the $120 million Native Forest Transition Package and support local
communities, the transition activities will be overseen by a Forest Products Industry Consultative Committee
which includes Community Transition Leaders and key representatives from the timber industry, individual
timber companies, unions, local government and the Victorian Government. Transition teams will work
directly with mills and businesses and report into the Consultative Committee.
Community Transition Leaders will work with communities through the transition, provide support where
it’s needed most and ensure that regional and localised issues are addressed. Their roles will be to engage
directly with those who are affected, help design and develop community transition activities, and assist in
finding new initiatives to support impacted communities.

SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
The Victorian Government’s metropolitan planning strategy Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 supports planning
for a possible future airport in the south-east region beyond Koo Wee Rup by incorporating planning
protection for flight paths and noise contours and the alignment for a future rail connection.
Plan Melbourne notes that the Government will consider all relevant advice, including from Infrastructure
Victoria, and work with the private sector proponents to facilitate a third airport. This includes obtaining
necessary approvals and establishing appropriate land use controls.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) is consulting with the Department of
Transport (DoT) on the approvals pathway and broader transport network implications for a third airport.
DELWP is also progressing work on related Plan Melbourne Actions regarding the protection of strategic
agricultural land and green wedges.
The outcome of related transport network, strategic agricultural land and green wedge actions will assist
DELWP in identifying a preferred airport site in the south-east and ultimately inform the timing of any
planning controls to protect the site and its environs.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
The minimum garden area requirement introduced through the reformed residential zones in March 2017
better protects residential character and amenity and manages residential growth in both the General
Residential Zone and the Neighbourhood Residential Zone.
I support the intent of the mandatory minimum garden area, which must be provided irrespective of any other
controls in the planning scheme, and preserves the open, garden character of neighbourhoods like Elwood.
Any property that is more than 650 square metres in the Neighbourhood Residential Zone must set aside at
least 35 per cent of the site as garden area if the land is redeveloped. Those lots between 500 and 650 square
metres must provide 30 per cent of garden area and between 400 and 500 square metres, 25 per cent. The
requirement does not apply to lots less than 400 square metres because it impedes many forms of small lot
development all of which contribute to providing a wide range of housing types for the community.
Extensive consultation occurred in response to industry and local government feedback which refined the
operation of the garden area provisions. New guidance about the garden area requirement was published in
May 2018.
The garden area requirement is applied across the planning unit, and I support the intent of the policy in its
current form. In applying the garden area to the ‘planning unit’ and not each lot, it stops a more serious
undermining of the intent of the requirement, by ensuring a minimum garden area applies across all land
forming part of a development application. If a development application was to be made across a series of
lots less than 400 square metres, the garden area requirement would not apply at all. Applying it to the
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‘planning unit’ ensures the requirement cannot be rorted, and safeguards the open, garden character of our
neighbourhoods like El wood.
When the reformed residential zones were introduced, I asked the Department of Land, Water and Planning
to review and monitor the performance of the zones, including the garden area requirement.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
The Department of Health and Human Services has advised me that funded homelessness services may utilise
departmental funding to purchase crisis accommodation such as hotels, rooming houses and hostels.
The St Kilda Hostel is a privately owned and operated hostel that offers single rooms and women-only dorms.
Local homelessness services have confirmed that they use the St Kilda Hostel for short-term emergency
accommodation when no other suitable options, such as specialist homelessness or family violence specific
accommodation options, are available.
Launch Housing and other homelessness services complete regular checks of accommodation services they
provide referrals to including listed hostels, such as the St Kilda Hostel.
I am aware that the City of Port Phillip and Victoria Police meet on a regular basis and work closely together
to address issues of anti-social or criminal behaviour in the St Kilda area.
The Victorian Government believes all Victorians have the right to safe and secure accommodation. The
impact of family violence is significant and far-reaching. It touches families and communities across our state.
In March 2016, the Royal Commission into Family Violence made 227 recommendations for change and the
Government continues to implement every single one of these as promised.
The Government has committed an unprecedented $1.91 billion through its Family Violence Rolling Action
Plan 2017-2020 along with other investments in Housing, Victoria Police and Maternal and Child Health
Services.
Family Violence specific accommodation across Victoria, including the south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne,
are currently being upgraded and extended to improve services to women fleeing family violence.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (14 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
In March this year, the Treasurer, the Hon Tim Pallas MP, and I directed the Red Tape Commissioner, Anna
Cronin, to undertake a review of the planning and building approvals process and early works infrastructure
approvals in Victoria.
In November this year, Better Regulation Victoria released its Discussion Paper and report on the Planning
and Building Approvals Process Review. The review has focused on how to eliminate unnecessary delays
while improving the necessary scrutiny that planning and building applications need to ensure quality
outcomes. The review makes recommendations about adoption of best practice, reforming the rules and
simplifying processes.
A copy of the Discussion Paper can be downloaded from the Victorian Government Website.
The Better Regulation Victoria review looks at the root causes for why planning and building approvals have
become so complex and time consuming and, in many cases, less effective than they should be. The discussion
paper identifies 27 points in the approvals chain where specific short and medium-term improvements can be
made.
A range of estimates has been provided by various parties of the economic cost of avoidable delays in the
$33 billion construction sector. These appear to lie somewhere in the order of $400 to $600 million a year—
or up to 2 per cent of the value of the sector. This would impact housing affordability and reduce delays and
costs.
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Better Regulation Victoria has consulted with a broad cross-section of stakeholders and recently submitted
its final report of the review to the Treasurer and myself. Consideration is being given to the findings of the
review and the opportunities for reform of the system.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (26 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Melbourne’s northern outer suburbs are some of the fastest growing areas in Australia. This growth is placing
increasing pressure on the road network, with higher traffic volumes leading to increased travel times along
roads like Sydney Road and Somerton Road. Therefore, several road projects to reduce congestion and
improve safety in the northern and north-western suburbs have been announced. The 2018-19 State Budget
included upgrades to Craigieburn Road West, Childs Road, Epping Road and Sunbury Road.
With respect to other roads in the north-west of Melbourne like Somerton Road, the Department of Transport
(DoT) continues to work with planning authorities, including the council and developers, to make changes in
response to growth.
DoT regularly monitors the operation of intersections across Melbourne and reviews the operation of traffic
lights to ensure the safe and efficient movement of people is maximised.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (26 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Every life lost is tragic and it important that we continue to move toward a safe system transport network.
The Department of Transport (DoT) reviews the circumstances of every life lost on the road and looks for
crash trends in order to make recommendations to prevent the occurrence of crashes and reduce their severity.
In the five years to December 2018, eight crashes have been reported to DoT at the intersection of Nicholson
Street and Moreland Road, this includes two crashes that each resulted in lives lost. In response, DoT made
changes to the operation of the traffic lights so that pedestrians receive a green walk signal before a green
signal is activated for other motorists. This allows pedestrians to commence crossing the intersection and
maximise the ability for motorists to see pedestrians at crossing points.
DoT has identified other opportunities to improve safety along the Nicholson Street corridor (including at the
Moreland Road intersection). These will be considered for funding in a future program in a statewide context.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (26 November 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
On Thursday 21 November 2019, Victoria experienced significant fire risk and activity. Code Red conditions
were declared, for the first time in ten years, in the Mallee and Northern Country regions, and a day of Total
Fire Ban was declared across the state. Weather conditions were extreme, with a maximum temperature of
40.9 recorded at Melbourne Park and extreme temperatures across the state. These temperatures were coupled
with a severe weather warning for storms with associated high winds and dry lightning.
The unexpected power outages that occurred on Thursday 21 November 2019 were due to these severe
weather conditions. On total fire ban days distribution businesses set powerlines in high bushfire risk areas to
a higher sensitivity. This is to reduce the risk of a bushfire occurring if vegetation makes contact with a
powerline and causes a fault.
The Andrews Labor Government continues to work with the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO)
and industry to ensure secure and reliable energy supply for the upcoming summer.
Victoria’s privately-owned, ageing coal-fired power stations are becoming less reliable, especially during
periods of extreme heat and high demand. Currently, there are extended unplanned outages at Loy Yang A
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and Mortlake Power Stations. I have written to and met with all generators, including those with extended
outages, to seek their assurance that they are proactively preparing for summer.
AEMO will be acting to address the risks of unserved energy over summer 2019-20, including through
procurement of emergency reserves through the Reliability and Emergency Reserve Trader (RERT) scheme.
While AEMO has forecast that Victoria’s huge renewable energy push will greatly improve energy supply in
the coming years, the existing privatised coal generators can’t be relied upon not to break down during
prolonged periods of hot weather. That is why the Andrews Labor Government has taken action, requesting
an exemption from the Australian Energy Market Commission to allow AEMO the option of negotiating
longer RERT contracts, where it’s cheaper to do so.
While early preparation is necessary, the risk of localised electricity supply interruptions can never completely
be eliminated and may increase during periods of high demand such as extreme heatwaves or storm events.
All business and residential customers should continue to have plans in place for managing the impact of
unexpected supply interruptions.
The Victorian Government will continue working with AEMO and industry to maintain a reliable and
sufficient energy supply for the upcoming summer period.
I trust this information is of assistance.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (26 November 2019)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
I acknowledge your concerns and those of the Hampton community regarding the safety of the Grenville
Street pedestrian level crossing.
We’ve listened, and as a result of community feedback and advice from rail and safety experts, the crossing
was temporarily closed on 19 November 2019, in preparation for upgrading the crossing.
Closing the crossing is an interim step that will allow the project team to investigate the site, develop designs
and ensure the new crossing interfaces with the surrounding legacy infrastructure including railway signals,
power supply and equipment.
The nearest alternative pedestrian level crossings are via Holyrood Street to the north, and Hampton Street to
the south of the Grenville Street crossing. Both of these alternative sites have active safety mechanisms in
place.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (26 November 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting farm businesses and farming communities affected by
the drought and dry seasonal conditions. On 2 October 2019, the government announced an additional
$31.6 million for drought and dry seasonal conditions. This is in addition to more than $50 million of support
provided in 2018-19.
The Victorian Government considers a range of social, economic and climatic conditions when determining
eligibility for drought and dry seasonal conditions support. It is a flexible approach to provide targeted drought
support to areas most in need. This approach addresses critical short-term needs and ensures incentives do not
undermine actions by farmers and communities to prepare for drought and dry seasonal conditions.
I am aware that many stakeholders are concerned about municipal rates and have requested a rate subsidy. In
recognition of prolonged drought conditions in Central and East Gippsland and the Millewa region, the
Victorian Government is providing $5.24 million for a Local Government Service Support Payment to the
Wellington, East Gippsland and Mildura shires. The payment will give local government the flexibility to
provide immediate financial relief to their farmers. All three shires have indicated they intent to use the
payment to provide rate relief to drought-affected farmers.
I note that the Federal Coalition’s package, through the Drought Communities Programme, has taken the
same approach. Providing flexible funding directly to councils to undertake drought-related activities,
recognise that decisions on rate relief are the responsibility of local councils.
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A broad range of dry seasonal conditions support as well as ongoing technical and financial support is
available to farmers in northern Victoria. I would encourage all farmers to contact Agriculture Victoria to find
out more. The Victorian Government continues to monitor conditions across Victoria and works closely with
stakeholders to ensure out response is informed and timely.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (26 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
The North East line is managed by the Federal Government agency, Australian Rail Track Corporation (ARTC).
Temporary speed restrictions have been imposed due to track condition on the rail corridor. Vandalism of
copper wire signalling components has also affected reliability.
Throughout October, Albury trains were replaced by coaches for six days so V/Line could undertake vital
track works at Southern Cross Station. The ARTC took the opportunity to complete maintenance along the
Albury line while trains weren’t running, which resulted in a reduction of speed restrictions along the line.
V/Line’s priority is supporting the $235 million North East line upgrade, which will improve the condition of
the Albury line and enable V/Line trains to run up to 130kmh by improving track condition and signalling.
The $235 million North East line upgrade will bring the track up to Victorian Class 2 standard—necessary
for modern V/Locity trains to operate between Melbourne and Albury/Wodonga.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (26 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
Wonthaggi Secondary College was designed and built in consultation with traffic engineers and Bass Coast
Shire Council. The result is an exciting new campus that is sympathetic to the local area and implements a
number of measures to mitigate traffic.
Traffic-easing measures include extending McKenzie Street to create multiple exits, a student drop-off loop,
11 dedicated bus parking spaces, a bus loop and 133 car spaces.
The Department of Education and Training will continue to assist local council, as traffic conditions are
monitored when the school opens in Term 1, 2020.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (26 November 2019)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources):
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to have made significant improvements to animal welfare, with
plans for further reform being advanced.
Our puppy farm laws are the toughest in the nation; banning the sale of breeders’ puppies and kittens from
pet shops and establishing the Pet Exchange Register. This was a hard fight-the puppy farms laws passed by
just one vote and in spite of the strident opposition of the Liberal-Nationals Coalition.
The final phase of the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Act 2017 will come into
effect on 10 April 2020. From this date, no dog breeding business can keep more than 10 relevant fertile
female dogs unless approved as a Commercial Dog Breeder.
Under the legislation, an absolute cap of 50 relevant fertile females applies to the approval of a Commercial
Dog Breeder on the advice of Victoria’s Chief Veterinary Officer.
I understand that the Victorian Canine Association—‘DOGS Victoria’—has recently surveyed members in
relation to the requirements of various planning schemes. Each of the 79 local government areas in Victoria
is covered by a planning scheme prepared by the local council to regulate the use and development of land.
As planning schemes are approved by the Minister for Planning, these matters are separate to the requirements
of the Domestic Animals Act 1994, and would be a matter for the Hon. Richard Wynne MP.
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NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (26 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
To make travel on Route 96, along Nicholson St in Fitzroy, more accessible to parents with prams and people
who use walking aids, we are building six new tram stops and replacing two kilometres of track in a works
blitz between 1–18 January.
This is an important upgrade and will make Route 96, not only safer and more comfortable with more shelters
and seats, but the most accessible tram route in Melbourne. I am sure many people in the north and locals in
Fitzroy are looking forward to the upgraded stops being in place when they return to work in the new year.
Consultation with the community, traders and council earlier this year told us that most people preferred a
short period of disruption in a quiet time of the year when many people are on holiday, rather than the extended
disruption of works over many months.
To address the question around access, I can confirm that pedestrian access to homes and businesses will be
maintained throughout the construction blitz.
There will be staged pedestrian crossing points throughout the construction period with signage in the area to
help people find the nearest crossing places.
To give people time to plan, Yarra Trams and PtV distributed detailed notification letters to all residents and
businesses in Fitzroy and North Fitzroy on 11 November—seven weeks in advance of construction. A second
notification, with maps and detailed information was issued on 5 December, again to 19,000 locals who live
in the area.
We understand that this disruption will mean that people will need to plan ahead. We encourage anyone with
any questions or special needs to contact PTV or Yarra Trams. We look forward to delivering these new tram
stops for people in the north in January.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (26 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
This matter does, not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. You may wish to raise your question with the
Minister for Public Transport, the Hon Melissa Horne MP.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (26 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
Development Victoria requested Amendment C160 to the Knox Planning Scheme to facilitate the
redevelopment of the land at 609-621 Burwood Highway, Knoxfield.
The site contains a dam, associated with a former horticultural research facility, that overflows untreated into
the nearby Blind Creek. A flora and fauna assessment of the site found that the dam is of limited suitability
for most significant water birds, although the Blue Billed Duck is present around the dam. The proposal
included provision for the replacement of the dam with new, larger wetlands to provide improved water
treatment and enhanced habitat values.
In January 2017, I referred the proposal to the Government Land Standing Advisory Committee for
consideration and independent advice. The advisory committee considered submissions from the community,
Development Victoria, expert witnesses and Knox City Council. I approved Amendment C160 on 19 October
2018. Amendment C160 was gazetted on 18 November 2018, allowing Development Victoria to proceed
with the redevelopment of the site.
Knox City Council is the responsible authority for making planning decisions regarding the site.
Development Victoria is leading a further process of community engagement associated with the
redevelopment. This is now a matter for the Minister for Priority Precincts as the Minister responsible for
Development Victoria.
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NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (26 November 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Southern purple-spotted gudgeon was found during a fish survey commissioned by the Connections
Project at Third Reedy Lake. This lake forms part of the Ramsar listed Kerang Wetlands. The discovery of
this fish took place prior to commencing the drawdown at the lake to restore its natural drying and wetting
regime. As a result of the discovery of the fish, all drawdown of the lake has ceased.
The bypassing of Third Reedy Lake from the irrigation system is part of the Connections Project-Stage 2 to
modernise inefficient irrigation systems. This will improve water reliability for irrigators and generate water
savings for the environment. The $2 billion Connections Project is Australia’s largest irrigation modernisation
project and is funded by the Australian and Victorian Governments.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
I am advised that Wyndham City Council experienced technical problems with the printing of the second
instalment notice that caused some ratepayers to receive their rates notice later than usual. The council has
apologised to affected ratepayers for this delay and is working through this issue to ensure it does not occur again.
To ensure ratepayers in Wyndham were not disadvantaged, the second instalment payment date was extended
from 30 November 2019 to 30 December 2019.
If ratepayers in Wyndham continue to experience difficulties paying their rates, I encourage them to contact
the council’s rates and valuations team to discuss a payment plan. The team can be contacted by phone
(03) 9742 0777 or email mail@wyndham.vic.gov.au

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. The Member may wish to raise his question
with the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, the Hon Jacinta Allan MP.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
V/Line strives to provide its passengers with safe, clean and comfortable train and coach services and
apologises for any discomfort experienced by Ms Lovell’s constituents.
If Ms Lovell could encourage her constituents to provide V/Line with some more details of the specific time
and date of their journey, V/Line will investigate the matter accordingly.
The State Government is delivering upgrades to every regional rail line in Victoria as part of the $1.75 billion
Regional Rail Revival, which is being delivered by Rail Projects Victoria and its transport partners.
This investment will deliver more reliable and comfortable services for passengers, including constituents in
Ms Lovell’s electorate.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
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Participation in kindergarten plays a vital role in establishing a strong foundation for lifelong learning,
wellbeing and success. The Andrews Labor Government recognises central enrolment is a key opportunity
to support kindergarten participation, particularly for families experiencing vulnerability and disadvantage.
The 2017-18 State Budget committed $5.5 million over four years to expand and enhance central enrolment,
including ongoing funding of $1.12 million per annum (commencing in 2019-20) for administrative support
grants to continue the ongoing operating costs of central enrolment schemes.
A total of $102,000 in grant funding has been awarded to local councils in the Western Metropolitan region
in 2019-20. Individual grant amounts are as follows:
Hobson’s Bay City $18,000
Maribyrnong City $18,000
Melbourne City $6000
Moonee Valley City $18,000
Wyndham City $42,000
Every local government area in the Western Metropolitan Region has a central enrolment scheme, covering
a range of kindergarten services make it easier for families to secure a kindergarten place without having to
work through the different processes used by individual service providers. Central enrolment simplifies the
enrolment process for parents, supports the engagement of vulnerable families and enables local councils to
track demand, helping to ensure that all children have access to a place at kindergarten.
The $5.5 million invested in central enrolment is supported by an additional $700,000 allocated in the 201920 Budget to support local councils to enrol three-year-old children in kindergarten, in with the planned rollout of funded Three-Year-Old Kindergarten across the State.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
Family violence is endemic, and women and children are at the greatest risk. It is the most significant law and
order issue facing the Victorian community. On average, police in Victoria respond to a family violence
incident every seven minutes, and around 40 per cent of police time is spent responding to family violence.
The Victorian Government has delivered $2.7 billion to implement all 227 recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence and deliver reforms that will keep women and children safe. This has been
supported by record funding of more than $3 billion for police, with 3,135 new frontline police, new police
resources and stronger police powers and laws. This investment includes 415 family violence specialists who
are transforming Victoria Police’s approach to our number one law and order challenge.
The Wangaratta Division received 10 family violence specialists as part of the most recent roll out of
207 family violence specialists across every policing division in Victoria. This is in addition to the 9 family
violence specialists previously allocated to Wangaratta Division. These specialists will help free up general
duties police, to focus on providing a highly visible, agile policing response in their community.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
Existing services connecting Forest Hill Chase shopping centre include:
•

703—Middle Brighton to Blackburn (deviation on weekday interpeak and weekend)

•

735—Box Hill to Nunawading

•

736—Mitcham to Blackburn

•

765—Mitcham to Box Hill

Bus Route 703 runs on a SmartBus standard with a 15 minute frequency during interpeak periods on
weekdays. Routes 735, 736 and 765 all have a 30 minutes interpeak frequency on weekday but hourly after
7pm. All four of these services operate on Saturday and Sunday.
These services provide connections to stations on the Belgrave and Lilydale lines, allowing users to choose
at which station they interchange onto a bus service to Forest Hill Shopping Centre. Box Hill, Blackburn and
Mitcham stations all have two bus services making the connection to Forest Hill Shopping Centre providing
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public transport users with options to make this journey. In addition, bus Route 703 provides connections to
the Glen Waverley and Cranbourne and Pakenham lines.
The government recognises the important role that buses play in meeting the travel needs of people living in
Melbourne’s east. The Department of Transport (DoT) continuously reviews the entire bus network to
identify where improvements can be made. I have asked DoT to consider this as part of network planning.
When reviewing existing bus routes, DoT considers several factors. These include the likely number of users,
suitability of the road network for bus operations, development of a direct and easily understood network, and
connectivity with other public transport services.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher Education):
TAFEs have responsibility for their course offerings. All TAFEs across Victoria conduct regular course
delivery planning to ensure that training leads to real jobs, which includes responding to changes in the local
labour market and industry demand for a skilled workforce. This planning involves TAFEs consulting with
key stakeholders including industry, students, employers, staff and the wider community.
All students currently enrolled in these courses will be able to complete their studies at The Gordon.
The issues raised by the constituent relate to my portfolio of training and skills, and higher education across
Victoria, and so the constituent was directed to my Ministerial Office.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
The Inclusive Schools Fund is ensuring that students with disabilities get the same opportunities as other
students. An inclusive education system enables all students to be welcomed, accepted and engaged, so that
they can participate, achieve, and thrive in school life.
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the importance of inclusive schools in giving our children and
young people the best start in life. This is reflected in the 2019-20 State Budget commitment of $10 million
to the Inclusive Schools Fund, bringing the total investment in the fund to $40 million.
I am delighted to confirm that that Tyrell College was successful in receiving $183,000 towards an outdoor
sensory garden project as part of Round 5 of the fund.
I look forward to seeing this project take shape.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
Department of Transport (DoT) recognise the important role that buses play in meeting travel needs in
Victoria’s suburbs and is continually reviewing existing routes and the need for potential new routes. These
reviews consider issues such as the likely numbers of users, suitability of the road network for bus operations,
development of a direct and easily understood network, connectivity with other public transport services and
the costs of providing the services.
Melbourne and regional centres have been growing rapidly in recent years and there are many competing
demands for new and upgraded bus services. Any available funding therefore needs to be carefully prioritised
and will be considered in line with competing priorities and where demand is highest.
Major changes to the bus network in Wyndham were introduced in 2015 with the completion of Regional
Rail Link and the opening of new stations at Wyndham Vale and Tarneit. Around 2300 extra weekly bus trips
were added to the Wyndham bus network, increasing the number of weekly trips from around 5600 to 7900.
In July 2019, three bus routes were extended and more services were added to three routes at peak times to
improve bus services in Melbourne’s west. Routes 191, 441 and 497 were extended to new and growing
housing estates, to give more people access to public transport. Extra weekday services were added on
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routes 167, 495 and 498 to improve connections to Werribee, Tarneit, Williams Landing and Hoppers
Crossing stations.
The Member for Tarneit, Sarah Connolly, has been a passionate advocate for new bus services. I look forward
to working with her, and with yourself, to continue to build a bus network in the western suburbs of Melbourne
that works for our growing population.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
Councils in Victoria are established and operate under the auspices of the Victorian Constitution Act 1975
and the Local Government Act 1989 and derive their powers and authorities under those Acts.
The Local Government Act 1989 permits councils to raise their own revenue through rates and charges which
underpin the funding of local government and their many important services and infrastructure.
Councils, as democratically elected entities, are responsible for the setting of council rates and council rating
policies. They are required by the Act to consult with their communities through council planning and budget
setting processes in making decisions about rating levels.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
When the Police Assistance Line was launched state-wide, Victoria Police anticipated that calls from
locations close to interstate borders could be potentially answered by Police Assistance Lines in New South
Wales (NSW) and South Australia (SA). To rectify this, Victoria Police developed a process where interstate
Police Assistance Lines could transfer calls to Victoria’s Police Assistance Line in these instances.
Victoria Police has recently spoken to their counterparts in NSW and SA to reiterate this agreed process. The
Police Assistance Line team in Ballarat will continue to monitor the situation and liaise with NSW and SA to
ensure all calls are answered or transferred appropriately.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (27 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for his question.
The Level Crossing Business Case was released in full in May 2017 and received widespread coverage. It is
noted that the Liberal Party has consistently opposed the Andrews Labor government program to remove
dangerous and congested level crossings, a policy commitment that has been strongly endorsed by Victorians.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport):
The Government recognises that getting to the station is an important part of using the rail network. There is
high demand for car parking at stations across the network, which is why the Government is committed to
delivering 11,000 new and upgraded commuter car parking spaces at stations across Victoria. This is on top
of the close to 10,000 new and upgraded spaces built by the Government since 2014.
Up to 1,600 new and upgraded car parks will be built across Tarneit, Wyndham Vale, Werribee and
Watergardens stations. These projects will include new lighting and CCTV to make the stations even safer.
Planning and development work is already underway to inform an appropriate solution for delivering the new
and upgraded car parks at each of the four locations. Following confirmation of the project solution at each
site, the Government will be going out to the community to consult on options for the delivery of these new
and upgraded car parks. The car park project at Werribee station is being planned in consideration of the
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Cherry Street level crossing removal, to ensure efficient delivery, precinct integration and the least possible
disruption for commuters. Major work on the level crossing removal project will start in 2020.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism, Sport
and Major Events, Minister for Racing):
Melbourne is pleased to be hosting the Women’s T20 World Cup Final at the Melbourne Cricket Ground
(MCG) on Sunday 8 March 2020.
The T20 World Cup Local Organising Committee (LOC) alongside the International Cricket Council (ICC)
are responsible for leading the global marketing of the T20 event, with Visit Victoria acting as a partner to
promote Victoria’s activities. The LOC’s marketing campaign for the tournament went live on 18 October
2019 and in early 2020 there will be a significant increase in marketing activity in Melbourne promoting the
Women’s Final. As this Final is being held on International Women’s Day, a key objective of this marketing
campaign is to stage the event in front of a capacity crowd at the MCG, which would be a record breaking
moment for women’s sport and equality.
The LOC for the T20 Women’s event has already identified key multicultural audiences and communities for
event ticket sales aligned to those countries participating in the event, including the Indian, Sri Lankan,
Pakistani and Bangladeshi communities. Visit Victoria’s activity will mirror these audiences, with compelling
social and progressive messaging to broaden the audience, not only to cricket fans, but also to inspire those
who are not necessarily sport or cricket enthusiasts to attend.
In addition, the T20 World Cup National Schools Program which is designed for primary and secondary
students aged 5-16 has been developed in conjunction with Cricket Australia and industry experts to deliver
classroom-based learning outcomes. Units have been specifically developed to leverage Australian Cricket’s
current offerings and therefore go beyond putting bats and balls in students’ hands by catering to identified
teacher needs. More than 100 schools have signed up across Victoria to date.
Key objectives of the program include:
•

Increasing interest and participation in cricket by young people in schools;

•

Delivering curriculum-aligned learning outcomes;

•

Providing an easy-to-implement and fun activity for teachers that enhances their objectives; and

•

Encouraging schools, families and communities to engage with the T20 World Cup and ideally
attend matches.

The Victorian Government in partnership with Cricket Victoria has also established a T20 World Cup Legacy
Program. Separate to the T20 World Cup National Schools Program, the T20 World Cup Legacy Program
focusses on initiatives delivered by Cricket Victoria which promote diversity and inclusion with a focus on
women and girls.
Cricket Victoria, with support from the T20 World Cup Legacy Program are also delivering a Year 7 and 8
Girls Leadership Program, to support young girls and provide tools and practical activities that promote and
support positive mental health and wellbeing.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher Education):
The Newborough site is owned by Wodonga TAFE, and was acquired by the TAFE through its merger with
Driver Education Centre of Australia (DECA) in December 2016.
Wodonga TAFE has made the decision to sell its Newborough site, and has complied with the requirements
of the Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines, including:
•

determining that the site is not central to its core business and therefore is not required for current or
future service delivery outcomes; and

•

listing the site on the Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) First Right of Refusal (FROR) register
and completing the FROR process.
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I understand that, through the FROR process run from December 2018 to February 2019, no interest was
registered in purchasing the Site by Latrobe City Council or any other Victorian Government agency.
Relevant parties are welcome to discuss proposals with Victorian Government Departments, including the
Department of Education and Training, regarding surplus land that is of interest.
The Andrews Labor Government considers the wellbeing of veterans to be a top priority, which is why the
2019-20 State Budget allocated $7.8 million to ensure that Victorian veterans have access to alternate career
paths and expanded health and wellbeing services. In addition, $1 million has been allocated to the Vietnam
Veterans Association of Australia and $1.5 million has been provided to expand trauma facilities at the
Centenary of Anzac Centre. These investments signify our strong commitment to the health and wellbeing of
each and every veteran across the state.

SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
This Government is working to increase the use of alternative water, such as stormwater and recycled water,
across the state to support agriculture, liveability, the environment and ease the burden on drinking supplies.
As a key outcome of Water for Victoria, 2016, the Victorian Government established the Integrated Water
Management (IWM) Program to ensure we are making most of all sources of water and considering the
impact of urbanisation on our environment. IWM Forums, which have been established across the State, are
responsible for exploring such opportunities and producing a Strategic Direction Statement to capture this
information. The South-Eastern Metropolitan Region is served largely by the Dandenong IWM Forum and
its strategic Direction Statement (SDS) is available online.
https://www.water.vic.gov.au/liveable/integrated-water-management-program/forums.
The IWM Forums bring together organisations with an interest in water management, which include water
corporations, local councils, catchment management authorities and traditional owner groups. The
Dandenong SDS includes a portfolio of priority IWM opportunities to which the IWM Forum’s partners have
committed their best endeavours. These opportunities cover recycled and stormwater projects and
opportunities for improved urban amenity around our urban waterways.
The Government contributed $100,000 towards an investigation of the feasibility of a Class A recycled water
pipeline from the Eastern Treatment Plant to market gardens, golf courses, parklands, ovals and some
industrial users in Dingley, Sandringham, Cheltenham, Oakleigh South and surrounding areas. This feasibility
study is in progress and is led by the South East Water Corporation.
The Government has also contributed $40,000 towards developing a staged approach for implementing a
stormwater harvesting scheme at the Fountain Gate-Narre Warren Metropolitan Activity Centre. Stage 1 of
this proposed stormwater harvesting scheme will distribute harvested stormwater via a third pipe network to
sporting ovals and it is now ready for construction.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
Responsibility for this matter falls under the Education portfolio. The question should be re-directed to the
Minister for Education.

NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating):
Regarding the concerns Mr Tim Quilty MLC has raised about the Rutherglen heavy vehicle alternative route,
Regional Roads Victoria (RRV) advises that consideration of the safety and amenity of Rutherglen residents
and ensuring their ability to provide feedback continue to be key focuses for the alternative route project.
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We have heard the community of Rutherglen’s desire to reduce trucks using Main Street. That’s why the
Andrews Government, together with the Commonwealth Government, is investing $4 million to plan and
implement a heavy vehicle alternative route in Rutherglen.
This funding seeks to identify opportunities to reduce heavy vehicle traffic in Main Street for improved safety,
social amenity and economic development by establishing an alternative route using roads within the existing
road network.
RRV has been consulting with the community and relevant stakeholders, including heavy vehicle and freight
operators, since 2018. This included two public information sessions and an online survey to which nearly
600 people responded. This consultation indicated that most people strongly supported RRV and Indigo Shire
Council investigating a heavy vehicle alternative route.
I am aware that there has been significant concern in the Rutherglen community regarding the proposed route
along Douglas, Reid and Scott streets. That’s why I have asked RRV to re-engage with the community and
stakeholders. This engagement will include consideration of other potential routes, including Up River Road
and an upgraded Main Street.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
The Victorian Government is committed to working in partnership with Traditional Owners at state, regional
and local levels to enable Traditional Owner cultural burning practices.
The government is respectful of the cultural and intellectual property rights of Traditional Owners.
Knowledge of how to apply cultural fire and the purpose of that application is knowledge owned and held by
Traditional Owners, not the Victorian Government or the Departments involved in forest and fire
management.
The government is playing a major role in enabling Traditional Owners to practice cultural burning as part of
the broader bushfire management program under Safer Together and the Victorian Traditional Owner Culture
Fire Strategy launched in 2019. The Culture Fire Strategy was developed by the Victorian Traditional
Owners with the support of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning; Parks Victoria; and
the County Fire Authority.
There are multiple examples of cultural burning practices conducted across Victoria. Over 2019-20, Forest
Fire Management Victoria (FFMVic) is supporting 14 planned Traditional Owner-led cultural burns, four of
which are already completed. These numbers are expected to increase in coming years. Further, recently in
September 2019, the Dja Dja Wurrung Traditional Owner Group, with support from FFMVic crew,
conducted a cultural burn on Dja Dja Wurrung County, near Boort in Central Victoria.

SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for his question.
The Andrews Labor Government is removing 18 level crossings and building 12 new stations as part of a
$3 billion upgrade of the Frankston line that will improve safety, reduce congestion and allow more trains to
run more often. It is acknowledged that the former Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing
on the Frankston line and went to the election last year with a clear commitment to stop the project to remove
the level crossings in Carrum. The Andrews Government has rejected this approach, and will deliver on our
election commitments, and work to remove these congested and dangerous crossings is well advance.
The Level Crossing Removal Project, through extensive community engagement heard the local community
wanted the visual impacts of the rail bridge in Carrum to be minimised. As part of this, a single island platform
design has helped to significantly reduce the visual bulk of the rail bridge. The architectural design treatment
(fins) installed onto the rail bridge will provide some privacy for residents that live along the rail corridor.
I am advised that the installation of privacy screens in addition to the fins would create additional visual bulk,
which would go against the majority of community feedback about the design. Any residents that have
concerns should contact the Level Crossing Removal Project directly to discuss what options may be available
for on-site mitigations.
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SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (28 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the member for his question.
Work is proceeding rapidly on the removal of the dangerous and congested level crossing at Toorak Road in
Kooyong. It is acknowledged that as Shadow Minister for Public Transport, the Member for Southern
Metropolitan played a key role in committing that the Liberal party would delay the removal of this crossing
until sometime after 2023.
The Level Crossing Removal Business Case that the member refers to was released to the public in 2017. The
documents released are in accordance with the Legislative Council’s documents motion.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
The Victorian Government announced in October 2018 that it would help more Victorians experiencing
homelessness by building 1,000 new public housing properties. The $209 million investment will include
800 one- and two-bedroom properties and 200 three-bedroom properties, providing homes for about
1,800 Victorians across the state. The new properties will be built in areas of high need, with all properties to
be completed by 2022.
The Government’s response to housing affordability and homelessness includes over $1 billion in funding
for additional homeless and housing support since 2017, and $2.1 billion in financial instruments to support
the community housing sector to deliver more social housing. The initiatives will deliver at least 6,000 new
social housing properties in Victoria, and provide housing support to over 19,000 people experiencing or at
risk of homelessness.
$45 million has been funded through the Homelessness and Rough Sleeping Action Plan to establish assertive
outreach teams across Victoria to break the cycle of homelessness by intervening early, getting rough sleepers
housed quickly and strengthening support services to keep vulnerable people off the streets.
In the Western Victoria Region, Towards Home+ Geelong is funded to provide intensive support for people
who are at risk of homelessness or experiencing homelessness in the Geelong area. The service supports
people to obtain and maintain housing, improve physical and mental health, and develop connections in the
local community.
SalvoConnect and Barwon Child, Youth and Family are funded to deliver the homelessness entry points in
the Barwon area.
In the Central Highlands area $10 million has been invested to begin the renewal of the Delacombe estate in
Ballarat. Six single-bedroom, supported modular units have been constructed in Bacchus Marsh (operational
since July 2019) for people who have experienced chronic homelessness, $2.1 million has been invested in
the construction of five two-bedroom townhouses on Uniting Church-owned land in Mount Pleasant and the
provision of support services from local agencies (the first tenancy commenced in May 2019), and $250,000
has been invested in in renovations to Peplow House, which provides vital short-term crisis accommodation
for single men 18 years and over in Ballarat and surrounding areas.
Since March this year, six additional Transition Housing Management properties have been purchased in or
reallocated to the Wimmera area to reduce the level of housing stress experienced by women and children
escaping family violence.
SalvoConnect Western delivers the existing Private Rental Assistance Program (PRAP) in the Wimmera
South West Area in partnership with Brophy Family and Youth Services and Uniting Wimmera. In October
2019, I announced extra support for PRAP, including the new PRAP Plus initiative. New total annual funding
(to June 2021) of $749,043 has been allocated to the area to assist people to establish or maintain private
rental.
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Written responses to questions without notice
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period
shown.

29 November 2019 to 6 February 2020
LOCAL GOVERNMENT EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
Following on from my response yesterday, the Municipal Emergency Resourcing Program (MERP) provides
$4.6 million in funding to 64 rural and regional councils to support councils to plan, prepare and deliver
activities that will assist their communities in an emergency. The allocations were made on the advice of the
MERP Steering Committee which included the Emergency Management Commissioner, CEO of the MAV
and Executive Director of Local Government Victoria.
The table below shows the allocations each council receives.
Council (and partner council/s)
Alpine
Ararat
Ballarat
Bass Coast
Baw Baw
Benalla
Buloke
Campaspe
Cardinia
Casey
Central Goldfields (and Loddon)
East Gippsland
Frankston
Gannawarra
Glenelg
Golden Plains
Greater Bendigo
Greater Dandenong
Greater Geelong (and Queenscliffe)
Greater Shepparton (and Moira)
Hepburn
Horsham (and Hindmarch, West Wimmera & Yarriambiack)
Hume
Indigo
Kingston
Latrobe
Macedon Ranges
Manningham (and Banyule & Nillumbik)
Mansfield
Melton (and Wyndham)
Mildura (and Swan Hill)
Mitchell
Moorabool
Mornington Peninsula
Mount Alexander
Moyne
Murrindindi

MERP Allocation ($)
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
120,000
120,000
40,000
60,000
120,000
120,000
60,000
40,000
120,000
120,000
120,000
240,000
60,000
60,000
40,000
60,000
120,000
240,000
60,000
120,000
120,000
60,000
120,000
120,000
120,000
60,000
60,000
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Council (and partner council/s)
Northern Grampians
Pyrenees
South Gippsland
Southern Grampians
Strathbogie
Surf Coast (and Colac Otway & Corangamite)
Towong
Wangaratta
Warrnambool
Wellington
Whittlesea
Wodonga
Yarra Ranges (and Knox & Maroondah)
TOTAL
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MERP Allocation ($)
120,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
240,000
60,000
60,000
60,000
120,000
60,000
60,000
240,000
4,560,000

HEALTH ASSET CLASSIFICATION
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
Unlike the previous Liberal National government who did nothing for four long years and let hospital
infrastructure decay, while the member was Parliamentary Secretary for Health, the Andrews Labor
Government is providing Victorian health services with record funding to support our hardworking doctors
and nurses do what they do best.
I am advised by my department that all buildings currently in use across health services are safe to occupy.
In some instances, it may be necessary to close wards on temporary basis to perform maintenance as part of
a planned approach by health services to maintaining and improving the fabric of their facilities. This is
standard practice and reflects the complexity of maintaining and improving hospital facilities in an operational
environment. I appreciate that this may not have been the case while the member, was Parliamentary Secretary
for Health, given the previous Liberal National government’s chronic underinvestment in public hospital
infrastructure.
Labor is investing more in hospital operations than ever before. Hospitals across the state are sharing in
$12.2 billion in operational funding in 2019/20—that’s 38.1 per cent more than when the Liberals were in
Government in 2014/15. This year’s budget includes a record $2.5 billion boost to run our hospitals.
The Andrews Labor Government is also building the biggest pipeline of hospital projects in Victoria’s history,
committing $7 billion since coming to office. We’re building world-class hospitals that Victorians can count
on, ensuring they have access to quality healthcare close to home, regardless of where they live.
The Victorian Budget 2019/20 budget kick starts the Labor Government’s unprecedented $3.8 billion plan to
build modern hospitals for a growing Victoria—injecting an additional $1.8 billion to plan for, upgrade or
build more health and ambulance infrastructure. This includes the landmark New Footscray Hospital, the
single biggest hospital investment in Victorian history.
This year alone, we’re investing more in health infrastructure than the former Liberal Government did during
their entire term.
This builds on $3.2 billion worth of health infrastructure invested by the Andrews Labor Government in our
previous term, delivering bigger and better hospitals including new EDs for Wonthaggi and Sunshine with an
expanded ED for Monash, a dedicated Victorian Heart Hospital, redeveloped Ballarat Hospital, major
expansions of Casey and Goulburn Valley Health, the Northern and Werribee, plus the brand new Joan Kirner
Women’s and Children’s Hospital—opened this year.
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TAFE ENROLMENTS
In reply to Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher Education):
In its first year, Free TAFE has been an incredible success with more than 36,000 students enrolling in priority
courses.
From the very beginning, Free TAFE has been about filling skills gaps and getting more Victorians into work
and providing Victorians the opportunity to access training.
This has not changed.
In fact, the Andrews Labor Government has added two new early childhood education courses to the Free
TAFE list for next year, providing more training opportunities for Victorians and ensuring we have a pipeline
of teachers as Three-Year-Old Kinder is rolled out state-wide.
I will not be drawn into hypotheticals or estimates, but what I can assure the member is that the Andrews
Labor Government will never go back to the dark days of smashing the TAFE system and literally locking
people out of training by closing campuses, like the Liberal National Government did when in Government.

BUSH NURSING CENTRES
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (5 February 2020)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
The Andrews Labor Government has been a strong and active supporter of Victoria’s 15 bush nursing centres.
In this year’s 2019-20 budget we increased the annual funding by more than $750,000 across the centres,
which means they received a 12.9 per cent increase on 2018-19 funding. This funding is recurrent and
ongoing.
The Andrews Labor Government and the Department of Health and Human Services, are currently visiting
and working with all of Victoria’s bush fire impacted health services to fully understand and be responsive to
their ongoing resourcing needs. The bush nursing centres at Walwa, Buchan, Swifts Creek, Ensay, Cann
Valley, Gelantipy and Dargo were at the heart of the bush fire response, providing critical support to their
communities during the fires. The Andrews Labor Government, is committed to supporting these nurses and
their voluntary committees of management during the recovery from the bush fires.
Bush Nursing Centres are not for profit private services. The Department of Health and Human Services
speaks regularly to all 15 of them in relation to a number of matters including funding support, operational
models and demand pressures.
While the Department does regularly examine the circumstances of bush nursing centres, there has been no
formal review of their viability.
Our Government will continue to support Victoria’s bush nursing centres.

