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Tuesday, 18 February 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 12.03 pm and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (12:04): 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.
Bills
MELBOURNE STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT (ENVIRONMENT MITIGATION LEVY)
BILL 2019
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (12:05): I have a message from the Governor, dated 11 February:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
1/2020 Melbourne Strategic Assessment (Environment Mitigation Levy) Act 2020

Questions without notice and ministers statements
MINISTER FOR HEALTH
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:05): My question is to the Minister for Health. Minister,
East Gippsland and north-east Victoria were on fire when you were away partying in Bali. Emergency
services were warning Victorians of the extreme heat conditions. Residents and holiday-makers were
told to evacuate the bushfire areas, and health services were playing a critical role in the care and
support of these communities. So I ask: given that fires had already been raging for weeks in Gippsland
as well as in New South Wales and predictions for a tough Victorian fire season were clear, why did
you leave the country?
The PRESIDENT: I did do some homework on the standing orders—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: From time to time I try to.
Ms Shing: Sorry? Are you reflecting on the President, Deputy?
The PRESIDENT: No, that is fine. Questions may be put to:
Ministers of the Crown relating to public affairs for which the Minister is directly connected, or has
responsibility when representing a Minister from the Assembly, or to any matter of administration for which
the Minister is responsible …

It does go on to section (2):
Questions may be asked—

of a minister—
orally without notice for immediate reply and placed on the Notice Paper for written reply.
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I have got to say that when a minister goes on leave is not part of the minister’s responsibility as far as
her responsibility as a minister goes, particularly when that minister has made sure there is a minister
acting for her responsibilities at that time. So I am going to rule out this question.
LEARNER DRIVER TRAINING
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:08): My question is to the Minister for Road Safety and
the TAC. 2019 was an awful year for road safety, with 263 lives lost. The Royal Australasian College
of Surgeons says Victoria’s road safety plan is clearly not on target and must be morphed into a new
strategy. This influential body, representing more than 1400 surgeons statewide, says the state’s road
trauma is a serious public health problem of epidemic proportions. Different measures about how to
reduce the road toll have been floated, including potentially copying the New South Wales
disadvantaged learner drivers course, which offers 1000 free places on the state’s Safer Drivers Course
each year to help young learner drivers from disadvantaged backgrounds, out-of-home care and
Aboriginal communities who are financially unable to pay the normal $140 fee for the course. By
engaging with at-risk drivers prior to an incident, the New South Wales government believe that they
can indirectly reduce the road toll. My question is: can the minister indicate whether the state
government currently funds a similar program, and if not, are there any plans to do so?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:09): I thank Mr Grimley for his question—a much better
question, I might say—on a very, very important subject about how we make sure that young drivers
and new drivers who might not be so young as well are set up for a successful and safe life of driving.
On the question of whether or not the government funds and supports programs to assist young people
who might have difficulties accessing the kind of support they need to become safe drivers, absolutely
we do. The L2P program is the example that most immediately springs to mind—a comprehensive
program and quite wonderful. Indeed I take the opportunity to thank the volunteers, many of whom
have just ticked over 10 years of volunteering in the L2P program. They do 120 hours with a young
driver who does not have somebody else to help them attain their 120 hours. You see some beautiful
relationships blossoming with all that time together behind the wheel. It is just a truly great gift to give
to a young driver.
L2P is part of what we call the graduated licensing program, and there is a really long list of elements
to this. Some members may be familiar with some of them around power restrictions in cars, the
number-of-passengers restriction in cars and the requirement to have a zero blood alcohol content for
the first three years of driving. The list is actually very long, and people can see that on the VicRoads
website.
An evaluation a year or two ago of the effectiveness of the graduating licensing program, of which
L2P and 120 hours are an important part, demonstrated that 42.5 per cent fewer drivers between the
ages of 18 and 23 have been involved in fatal or serious injury crashes since the graduated licensing
system was introduced. So whilst the number of people who lose their lives on our roads does fluctuate
from year to year—and we saw a record low number of lives lost in 2018 and then a number in 2019
that was slightly higher than the 2017 experience—I completely agree with the member when he says
this is a serious public health problem. It is; he is absolutely right. I think that is a really important way
to describe it, and I thank the member for doing that.
Just to give that 42.5 per cent reduction some context, during the same period of time there was only
a 29 per cent reduction among older drivers. So, yes, young drivers are still over-represented as a
proportion of all drivers, but they are significantly less, and the programs are working.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:12): I thank the minister for her response. I have had
dealings with the L2P program through the police stations, where the volunteers come, and it is a
fantastic program. But aside from the L2P program, what additional steps is the government taking or
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what other programs are in place to further engage with these at-risk drivers during this learner and
probationary phase of their licence?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:13): I will do my best in the time I have available. In addition
to the minimum of 120 hours, learners must have their learners permit for a minimum of 12 continuous
months. They need to display their plates. They are not allowed to use phones of any kind. There is to
be no hands free or handheld, nor any messaging. There must be a zero BAC and no towing, and more
than five demerit points in a 12-month period will result in a licence suspension. There are a number
of other requirements for people on P1 and P2, so that is for learners. Drink-driving offenders have an
alcohol interlock. Licence suspensions result in an extension of the P1 period. P1-plates and P-plates
need to be shown. If tested in an automatic vehicle, a driver can only drive a vehicle with automatic
transmission. And again, these requirements are for P2s as well. Full licence requirements for those,
if under the age of 26, also apply. A drink-driving offender, for instance, caught with a BAC of more
than .05 will have to have an alcohol interlock and will always require a full licence. It is a
comprehensive program.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: THRIVE AUSTRALIA CHALLENGE
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:14): I would like to update the house on last week’s Thrive Australia
Challenge event, which showcased the exciting potential of innovation within our agricultural sector.
The event also gave local startups exposure to the international expertise of SVG Ventures and CSIRO.
The event brought together nine ag tech startups from across Australia in front an audience of over
60 people, with judges from SVG, CSIRO and the department of agriculture.
The pitches on the night were creative and thoroughly engaging. They included sensors within
beehives, apps to help farmers understand the delivery of water and seed, and innovative ways of
modernising record keeping. One of the pitches also included new research from CSIRO on
opportunities to better protect dairy farmers from mastitis in cows, which significantly impacts the
productivity of the industry.
I would particularly like to thank John Hartnett, CEO of SVG, and his team, who I had the pleasure
of meeting with in the United States late last year. They are a global leader in ag innovation. SVG
invests in start-ups and helps them to grow globally. Victoria’s status as Australia’s premier agriculture
state means there is enormous potential for this small sector to grow and assert Victoria’s role in
Australia’s digital technology as a leader in this regard.
Demand for our produce is set to grow, particularly as a result of our reputation for producing clean,
green and fresh produce. However, of course our farmers are facing increasingly complex challenges,
particularly in relation to climate change. Ag tech will play a central role in taking advantage of these
opportunities and mitigating these challenges. In recognition of this, our government is supporting
investment in the sector. We have invested $1 million in SproutX, and we are partnering with ag tech
accelerator Rocket Seeder.
I am also pleased to announce that last week our government and SVG Ventures officially signed an
MOU for future collaboration. This will help attract expertise and investment to the industry, working
in collaboration with SVG, and will help reinforce our state’s position as a destination of choice for ag
tech in Australia and, I hope, then on to the Asia-Pacific.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:16): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, prior to Christmas multiple warnings about the serious risks of an extreme fire season were
issued by VicEmergency, the commissioner, Andrew Crisp, and the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria, which included air quality, noting that a number of people were suffering from
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respiratory problems and also noting your significant responsibilities as health minister. So I ask: why
did you ignore all of this advice and prioritise your holidays over your responsibility to Victorians?
The PRESIDENT: Once again, the minister’s holiday does not come under, particularly, her
responsibility representing a minister—
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
The PRESIDENT: I should not take up an interjection as the President, but I will take up
Mr O’Donohue’s interjection of ‘Let her answer that’. If I let her answer that, I do not know if everyone
wants me to set a precedent that we have questions about a minister’s holiday, who they went on that
holiday with, if they danced when they were on that holiday or anything that is not—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: If we make that of public interest—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: I am on my feet. I hear you are disappointed, but that is the ruling I am making.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:18): President, I move:
That your ruling be taken into account on the next day of meeting.

The PRESIDENT: The advice I have is that that is not provided for by the standing orders, but if
you seek leave and leave is granted, I am happy to put the question.
Mr DAVIS: I seek leave.
Leave refused.
Mr DAVIS: I move:
That the question without notice be taken into account on the next day of meeting.

Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! We cannot take the question into account on the next day of meeting,
because it was ruled out.
MULTIPURPOSE TAXI PROGRAM
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:19): My question is for Minister Pulford, representing
the Minister for Public Transport. It has been brought to my attention many times that there are serious
flaws in the multipurpose taxi program across this state, and more recently a colleague of mine, Fiona
Patten, raised with me a friend of hers having to wait an hour and a half to get access to a wheelchair
taxi here in Melbourne. The problem is not necessarily availability of vehicles; there are 971 registered
with the regulator. The problem is how they are being used. So I ask the minister: is she aware of the
many shortcomings of the multipurpose taxi program, in particular the wheelchair-accessible taxi
program, and the reasons why there is such a long wait on occasions for these specialised services?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:20): I thank Mr Barton for his question for Minister Horne, and
I will seek a written response in accordance with our standing orders.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:20): Thank you, Minister. The industry has a number of
proposals for solutions to these problems. Would the minister meet with representatives of the taxi
industry to discuss options to resolve these unacceptable wait times?
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Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:20): Thanks, Mr Barton. I am not in a position to commit
anybody else’s diary to any particular thing, but I will convey that request as well to Minister Horne.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: GROWING SUBURBS FUND
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:20): I recently had the pleasure of announcing the 32 successful projects receiving
funding from the latest round of the Growing Suburbs Fund. I was joined by two previous ministers
for local government—that does not happen often—the Honourable Marlene Kairouz and Natalie
Hutchins, as well as the local member for Melton, Steve McGhie, at the sod turn for the Caroline
Springs community sports pavilion to announce another—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK: Well, you were welcome along, Mr Finn. You were welcome along; you just
did not turn up. It is another $50 million worth of investment into our outer suburban communities.
The projects respond to the pressure of growth and change on communities in Victoria’s 10 interface
councils at the outskirts of Melbourne. The Growing Suburbs Fund brings forward the delivery of
projects that improve quality of life for those who live in these areas. This year’s projects saw
playgrounds, parks, early learning centres and recycling and community sporting facilities funded.
Each one will deliver for families in fast-growing communities.
HOSPITAL WAITING LISTS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:22): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, can you explain how David Anderson, an 82-year-old man who is experiencing increasing
pain in his right hip and cannot sleep at night due to the pain and has been told that his hip socket and
femur are degenerating and that he needs to see an orthopaedic specialist, is still waiting after being
referred last April? Minister, can you explain that, or are you going to make another excuse?
The PRESIDENT: I call the minister on the first question.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:22): It is actually a relief to finally get asked a question that is within the standing orders. Can I
firstly say that I would encourage the member to provide me with some further details in relation to
Mr Anderson’s situation, as I have encouraged her to do in the past. I am very happy to look into his
situation and provide her with some further advice and certainly provide Mr Anderson with some
further advice in relation to his situation. I am actually just being advised that I provided a written
answer to Ms Crozier in fact on Monday. It might well be a victim of snail mail being delayed, but I
am advised that in fact a written response has been provided. But certainly, if there are any further
details, I would be prepared to look into that.
As I have explained to the house before, our government has in fact made record investment in the
health system—$2.5 billion additional funding in this last state budget—to provide hospitals, every
hospital in Victoria, with more funding. In Productivity Commission data that has been recently
released, we have seen that we are in fact seeing patients faster than other states.
Of course these waiting lists do fluctuate from quarter to quarter, but if you compare our median wait
time of 28 days to the New South Wales median wait time of 56 days, we are certainly doing better
than other states. In relation to—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS: Well, it was 42 days when you were in charge, Ms Crozier, but I think you have
selective amnesia. Also, in relation to specialist appointments, I do make the point that we have seen
about 4 million appointments occur in our hospital specialist clinics annually. We saw in the December
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quarter that 81.3 per cent of patients waited less than 30 days for an urgent appointment, which is the
best result on record.
But as I said, I sympathise with Mr Anderson’s situation. I have written to Ms Crozier about this and
would encourage her to take up my response to her in writing and provide those details to
Mr Anderson. If there are any further new details to provide, then we are happy to look into that further.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:25): I wrote to the minister regarding Mr Anderson’s
debilitating condition on 2 December last year.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: And I wrote to you again because you failed to follow up for him and you failed
to follow up for me. So I wrote to you again on 7 February. You have just informed the house I had
not received any information, and certainly Mr Anderson has not had any acknowledgement from
your office or anyone from any health service regarding his condition. So I ask: when will you provide
Mr Anderson with the urgent care that he desperately deserves?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:26): I have just explained to the member that I have in fact written to her in relation to
Mr Anderson’s situation. As the member is well aware, every patient is triaged and categorised
according to their need, and people are attended to based on need. That is how the system has always
worked. That is how it should work, because it is important that the most pressing cases are attended
to most urgently. This is why our government continues to make a record investment in our health
system. We know that Victorian patients will always do better under Labor, because when you were
in charge all you did was privatise. You privatised Mildura Base Hospital. You cut funding. You went
to war with nurses. You went to war with paramedics. You had no interest whatsoever in looking after
Victorian patients. We are getting on with restoring and rebuilding our health system, and Victorian
patients will always do better under us.
VICTORIA POLICE FIREARMS
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:27): My question is for the minister representing the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. It has been widely reported in the media that $25 million has been
spent to buy 300 new Daniel Defense V7S rifles for Victoria Police. That would work out at more
than $83 000 per rifle, which is clearly not right. Now, these are very expensive and capable rifles that
meet durability and reliability requirements for military special forces. Some might say this is a goldplated solution for police, but even so this seems like a very large amount. For that kind of money I
would expect to get between 4000 and 8000 of these rifles. We are told that these expensive rifles are
for the public order response team and for regional police stations. My question is: how much of the
$25 million will be spent on the rifles, and how do you account for the remainder of the cost?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:28): I thank the member for his question. This is a question for the minister for police.
I will refer the matter to her, and she will respond within the standing orders.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:28): The new rifles are an entirely different fleet to the SIG
MCX rifles used by the special operations group and critical incident response teams but are of nearly
identical price, size, weight, function and capability. New fleets of rifles create logistical problems for
support and maintenance, as well as training issues. Is there a problem with the existing rifles? What
can these new rifles do that the old ones could not do? My question is: how do you justify the additional
cost and complexity of introducing and maintaining a second fleet of these rifles in the Victorian police
force, especially when the numbers of each type are so small?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:29): I thank Mr Quilty for his supplementary. I will refer the supplementary, as with
the substantive, to the minister for police.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SCHOOL DENTAL SERVICES
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:29): I rise to inform the house on progress made by the Smile Squad, otherwise known as Dan’s
vans, which are wasting no time making their way across Victoria to provide free dental care to all
primary and secondary public school kids. On 11 February I was delighted to join Acting Premier
James Merlino, member for Footscray Katie Hall and a group of very enthusiastic year 7 students at
Footscray High School to announce the next tranche of local government areas that will receive the
Smile Squad visits in 2020.
Our school dental program is the single biggest investment in public dental services in Victoria’s
history. Not only will it improve dental outcomes for the next generation of Victorians, but it will save
parents hundreds annually per child in dental fees and the inconvenience of having to take their kids
out of school to go and see the dentist. It is uncapped, and all public school children from prep to
year 12 are eligible for a free check-up and free treatment as required, covering everything except for
cosmetic treatments.
As many members would recall, the Smile Squad started with a proof of concept in term 3 last year.
We started six months ahead of schedule. In December we announced that from term 1 the Smile
Squad would visit schools in Towong, Latrobe, Brimbank, Hepburn and Greater Bendigo. Last week
we announced that Campaspe, East Gippsland, Macedon Ranges, Maribyrnong, Melton and
Wangaratta, as well as parts of Casey and Hume, will receive these visits as well.
This expansion means that around 300 schools will be invited to participate and more than
100 000 kids will be offered the opportunity of free dental treatment on campus in 2020. As we expand
the rollout, these public school kids will also get a visit and the care that they need every year. Tooth
decay is five times more common than asthma amongst kids, and for this reason we are proud to be
delivering on this important investment.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:31): My question without notice is to the Minister for
Health. Contaminated soil on the site of the West Gate Tunnel is believed to contain a number of
carcinogens and asbestos. Will the minister inform the house of any advice she has received from her
department on the health impacts of this soil inhaled as dust by humans?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:32): The question that the member is posing to me is actually a matter that relates to the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria and does in fact sit with the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:32): Thank you, Minister. It seems the only responsibility
the minister has is to buy the next shout in Bali. Minister, the Andrews Labor government is preparing
to dump millions of tonnes of toxic soil in Wyndham. Is the minister prepared to provide extra facilities
and resources to that community to deal with the impact of the exposure to contaminants of locals and
the health effects on thousands of Wyndham residents—men, women and children—inhaling
carcinogens or asbestos, or both, as dust from the government’s big dump?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:33): I refer the member to the answer I have just given to the substantive question.
WATER POLICY
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:33): This is not about anybody’s holidays. My question
without notice is to the minister representing the Minister for Water. I refer to the taxpayer-funded
advertising campaign Target 155, which encourages Melburnians to limit their water use to 155 litres
per day. What is the point of this campaign, given that any reduction by individual Melburnians in the
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time they spend under the shower et cetera will be cancelled out by Melbourne’s government-backed
population growth of over 2000 people every week?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:34): I thank the member for his question and his ongoing interest in water resources. I
will refer the matter to the Minister for Water.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:34): My supplementary question is: what is the cost to
taxpayers of this seemingly pointless campaign, given the government’s support for rapid and
continual population growth?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:34): Consistent with my answer to your substantive question, I will refer your
supplementary to the Minister for Water.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUSHFIRE RECOVERY INITIATIVES
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:35): Last Friday I had the opportunity to visit TAFE Gippsland in Bairnsdale to meet
with staff and students and to hear about their experiences during the bushfires. I wanted to go and
hear their stories. Their stories and their experiences are so important to help understand what has
happened and how we can best support the community as we begin the journey to recovery.
Importantly the visit also provided an opportunity to acknowledge how TAFE Gippsland has
contributed so much in such a very difficult time. TAFE Gippsland has been a community leader
throughout the bushfires, with campuses including Bairnsdale made available for relief and recovery
efforts. And they continue to be a great leader.
In the lead-up to my visit, I sought to understand the ways in which TAFE Gippsland felt we could
best assist them. The TAFE indicated that additional financial support would be welcomed in order to
provide extra student services and to provide scholarships for students experiencing hardship as a
result of the fires. I was really pleased to announce at TAFE Gippsland an extra $200 000 in funding
to both these initiatives. This means that those who have been impacted by bushfires will have access
to extra financial assistance and services on campus such as counselling. This additional funding is
about ensuring that students do not have obstacles in the way of their studies. We are also providing
funding to Wodonga TAFE and GOTAFE for similar initiatives to support bushfire-affected students.
Finally, a big shout-out to the wonderful staff at TAFE Gippsland, who continue to do incredible work
to support their students. Staff will also be able to access counselling and wellbeing services. It is not
an easy time. Many are simply exhausted and flat, and yet they continue to show dedication to their
community. And I thank them.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:37): As far as today’s questions go, Minister Pulford will get written
responses from the Minister for Public Transport for Mr Barton. Minister Tierney is going to get
written responses to Mr Quilty’s questions from the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
will also get written responses to Mr Hayes for his questions for the Minister for Water. All these are
in line with what is prescribed as the time lines in the standing orders. Minister Mikakos offered to
pass on the questions from Mr Finn to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and
I also thank Minister Mikakos, who indicated to Ms Crozier that she would get written responses as
far as her—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT: If you could just follow up under the standing orders, that would be good.
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Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:38): There are 51 written
responses to questions on notice: 1018, 1020–3, 1027, 1058–74, 1081–6, 1103, 1105, 1117, 1120,
1454–71.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:38): My question is for the Minister for Health regarding
the need for adequate state government funding to secure services provided by CHIRP Community
Health in Castlemaine. Last week Ms Crozier and I attended a public meeting convened by the Friends
of CHIRP. Due to inadequate funding from the state government CHIRP have already been forced to
cut back diabetes education and outreach, physiotherapy, and housing and drug and alcohol services,
and they have lost their dietician and cannot afford to replace her. CHIRP have found that 83 per cent
of their costs are staff, salary and wages, and lowering these costs will only result in decreased services.
In addition the service is on a month-to-month lease and is not in a financial position to sign a new
lease. The organisation requires an additional $350 000 per year to remain sustainable, and the
community want this service to stay in the CBD. Will the minister give a commitment to provide
CHIRP with an additional $350 000 per year for the next four years to provide financial viability and
allow the organisation to deliver these vital services needed by the local community?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:39): My question is for the Minister for Workplace
Safety. My constituent Cameron badly damaged his foot after a workplace accident last year and is
unable to attend work for some time. In order to be paid his salary he is forced to visit his local doctor
at least every 28 days and have a form signed stating he is unable to work. This is then sent to his
insurer, who then processes it and sends it to his employer. The current WorkCover system requires a
three-pronged process between the GP, the insurer and the employer. If there is a mistake or a delay
in the chain—for instance, if Cameron’s caseworker is away—he misses out on his pay, which he
desperately needs as he is unable to work. I therefore ask the minister: does this government have
plans to streamline the process to remove human error, stop bureaucratic waste and give those on
WorkCover payments peace of mind?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:40): My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and Minister for Solar Homes, the
Honourable Lily D’Ambrosio. My question relates to the minister’s portfolio responsibilities for Solar
Homes. From 1 July all solar workers involved in installations as part of the Solar Homes program
must have completed or be enrolled in the Working Safely in the Solar Industry training unit. Last year
we passed the Victorian renewable energy target legislation, creating thousands of jobs, putting more
energy into the grid and driving down energy prices. These efforts by the Andrews Labor government
encourage investment in the local economy and boost employment. Western Metropolitan Region has
embraced solar energy with open arms. Five suburbs—Tarneit, Point Cook, Truganina, Wyndham
Vale and Werribee—have made it to Melbourne’s 10 most popular Solar Homes suburbs. Can the
minister provide an update on how this training program will prepare the Solar Homes installers in
Western Metropolitan Region for the jobs boom in the solar industry?
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EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:41): My question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The Morwell CFA brigade volunteers have for months been voicing their concerns regarding
the move to a new, soon-to-be-built Fire Rescue Victoria station. They have articulated very clearly
their strong opposition to the CFA, to you, Minister, and to other local state MPs, stating, and I quote:
We believe that constraining the Morwell Fire Brigade to a new station, will not improve service delivery
among volunteers, it would hinder it.

Other CFA volunteers and brigades such as Lara and Eltham are either in negotiations or have
confirmed separation of volunteers and staff, while Morwell volunteers are being forced against their
wishes. The Morwell CFA volunteers are not moving, so they say, and I back them on that. They have
had no communications from you, Minister, or any upper house Labor MPs, instead learning about
the forced move from a Labor government media release. Minister, why are you failing to respond to
the Morwell CFA volunteers and forcing them to move? I thank the members of the Morwell CFA for
being here today.
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:42): My constituency question is addressed to the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. Recently I was contacted by Reconciliation Eastern Metro regarding
the future of the Mullum Mullum gathering place in Ringwood East, and I took the opportunity to visit
the gathering place to see for myself the services they offer there and talk through the issues they face
as their landlord, the Anglican Church, attempts to sell the property. I have to say I was shocked at the
state of disrepair the former church buildings are in. Boards are falling off the outer walls and water
damage in the side hall’s roof has caused ceiling panels to come loose, with some panels hanging over
the room. When it rains they use buckets to catch the leaks, and there is no air conditioning in the
property. The uninsulated hall is used weekly by 18 volunteers to pack food baskets for the
community. I ask the minister: is there any opportunity for assistance to be made available to this
group to help them purchase this property or find an appropriate alternative option in the area?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:43): My constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Minister, the Andrews Labor government is preparing to dump
millions of tonnes of toxic soil in the City of Wyndham. Many thousands of people in that municipality
are deeply concerned about the impact of this toxic soil on their health and on the environment. We
should keep in mind this toxic soil will be dumped near the Werribee River, allowing toxins to seep
into that river and ultimately nearby waterways. Minister, what extra resources will you provide the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria to ensure it is capable of responding to all complaints
related to the toxic soil and providing necessary protection for the Wyndham community?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12:44): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place. Flying foxes are important keystone
species in our environment. They are critical pollinators and seed dispersers and as forest builders we
are blessed with their presence across much of Victoria. Unfortunately these megabats cannot tolerate
the extreme heatwaves we increasingly experience in the summer months as our climate becomes
hotter and drier. As part of our adaptation to the climate emergency it may be prudent and humane to
intervene in otherwise natural systems to ensure that Victoria’s wildlife survives and flourishes. The
alternative is to let these animals die and allow irreplaceable species to decline into extinction. The
Colac and Warrnambool botanic gardens have each identified the need for sprinkler systems to be
installed for occasional summer use in order to cool the forest canopy where these animals congregate
and rest. Will the minister consider allocating funds to ensure this effective and relatively inexpensive
but life-saving equipment is made available to them?
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WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:45): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. The tragic fire season has demonstrated the urgent need to upgrade
and construct new fire stations across rural Victoria so that communities are optimally equipped to
respond to the threat of bushfire. In 2018–19 Hindmarsh shire made a contribution of $876 000 to the
state government’s fire services levy. The large urban CFA brigade in Dimboola is accommodated in
a small, cramped and outdated facility. As a town designated with extreme fire risk as well as a history
of incidents, it desperately requires a new fire station. The CFA has purchased a site for a new
Dimboola fire station and now it just requires funding from the state government and priority in the
CFA budget. I ask the minister: given their large contribution to the fire services levy and vulnerability
to bushfire, will she ensure that a new fire station for Dimboola is funded by the state government?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:46): I raise a constituency question for the minister at
the table, Mr Somyurek, the Minister for Small Business. I want to congratulate the organisers of the
BITE 2020 Business Conference. BITE stands for business, innovation, technology and
entrepreneurial. This is the fourth BITE conference since it was established in 2017. It is run by
volunteers, and I congratulate my constituent Shannon Smit, who is one of the drivers of the
conference. This is to take place on 14 May at the Frankston Arts Centre and will attract businesses
from all over the south-east and the Mornington Peninsula. At a time, Minister, when small business
is facing many challenges, a conference like this is very important for small businesses. It should be
embraced and supported by the government. The government is also partnering with a social
enterprise, SecondBite, which is well known to many members. The question I have is: will the
minister support the conference by being a sponsor of it and by working with the organisers to promote
this significant event?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:47): My question is for the Minister for Roads. What is the
current plan for the Yarrawonga bridge? This will be my third entry in the Yarrawonga bridge saga.
First, Yarrawongans were told that the weir bridge was closing and that the main bridge was set to be
knocked down and replaced. We were told that government assessments had determined that the
bridge would need to be replaced between the next four and nine years. Then there was a survey asking
residents where they would like the replacement bridge to be built. The result of the survey was ignored
and the unpopular route was locked in. Now we hear that the main bridge will have a year of additional
work done to reinforce it. I take this to mean the main bridge is no longer being replaced as promised—
but I would not put it past the government to spend a year reinforcing a bridge only to knock it down
three years later. If reinforcing the bridge was always a viable option, why were the locals not
consulted about it? Locals still do not know what is going on. So I ask again: what is the current plan
for the Yarrawonga bridge?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:48): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Health. Malvern resident Mrs Chinnock had an adverse experience at Monash Health in January 2018,
where after waiting for 12 hours in emergency she suffered complications to her heart condition and
what her husband, Mr Chinnock, claims to be misdiagnoses. Mrs Chinnock had previously been
admitted to Monash Health on two separate occasions. Mr Chinnock has contacted the minister’s
office on numerous occasions seeking a meeting to address what he believes are failings in the system
that led to this serious incident, and he alleges that the investigation conducted afterwards was flawed
and incomplete. Minister, Mr Chinnock believes you are not interested in understanding those failings
of the system that contributed to his wife’s experience. He and others want to know what the
government is doing, as they are facing huge pressures, especially as the Treasurer, Tim Pallas, has
highlighted the $4 billion of cuts that are going to be inflicted upon all Victorians. So I ask: will you
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meet with Mr Chinnock so that he can explain what he believes the systemic flaws of the system are
and so that other Victorians do not have the same experience as his wife?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:49): My question is to the Minister for Public Transport.
Since my last question about the north-east rail line there have been even more instances of woeful
performance, including as a result of a two-train crash at the notoriously roughly surfaced crossing at
Barnawartha, repeated signalling issues, multiple track and equipment faults and industrial action.
Increasingly it now takes less time to fly from Melbourne to places like Jakarta, Singapore and Port
Moresby than it does to travel by V/Line to Wodonga. I am therefore worried the Victorian
government perhaps agrees with the sentiments of the Canberra-based Infrastructure Australia, which
staggeringly does not regard a proposed upgrade to this completely decrepit line as an immediate
priority. Can the Minister clarify for the long-suffering passengers on this line whether the required
urgent and extensive improvements will be made, and if so, when?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:50): My constituency
question is for the Minister for Public Transport, and it concerns the ongoing performance failure, the
punctuality failure, of the metro system—in the last year 12 out of 12 failed. But I want to specifically
deal with the lines in my electorate—the Cranbourne, Frankston, Pakenham, Belgrave, Stony Point
and Lilydale lines. All of them performed terribly badly last year. Cranbourne, Frankston and
Pakenham failed 12 of 12 months in the 12 months of 2019. The Belgrave line only succeeded in
meeting its punctuality targets in one month. The Stony Point line failed 10 of 12 months, and the
Lilydale line failed eight of 12 months. This is a shocking performance. I therefore ask the minister,
who is in hiding on a lot of this: when will you take responsibility for the failing punctuality on the
Cranbourne, Pakenham, Frankston, Stony Point, Belgrave and Lilydale lines?
Papers
CASEY CITY COUNCIL
City of Casey Municipal Monitor Report
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:52): I move, by leave:
That there be laid before the house a copy of the City of Casey Municipal Monitor Report: February 2020.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered to be published.
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 2
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (12:52): Pursuant to section 35 of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003, I lay on the table Alert Digest No. 2 of 2020 from the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, including appendices. I move:
That the report be published.

Motion agreed to.
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Tabled by Clerk:
Australian Children’s Education and Care Quality Authority—Report, 2018–19.
National Education and Care Services Freedom of Information and Privacy Commissioners and
Ombudsman—Report, 2018–19.
Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor Act 2016—Report of the Family Violence Reform
Implementation Monitor: As at 1 November 2019 (Ordered to be published).
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984—Notice pursuant to section 32(3) in relation to Statutory Rule
No. 135/2019.
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of approval of the following amendments to planning
schemes—
Bayside Planning Scheme—Amendment C161.
Boroondara Planning Scheme—Amendment C312.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme—Amendment C113.
Melton Planning Scheme—Amendments C201 and C217.
Mildura Planning Scheme—Amendment C102.
Nillumbik Planning Scheme—Amendments C117 and C124.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme—Amendment C128.
Victoria Planning Provisions—Amendments VC160, VC168 and VC170.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament—
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008—No. 5.
Road Safety Act 1986—No. 7.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983—No. 6.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 4 to 7.
Legislative instruments and related documents under section 16B in respect of—
Minister’s notice of 18 December 2019 of Temporary Qualification of Rights in the Broken System
2019 under the Water Act 1989.
Minister’s Order of 4 February 2020 revoking the Declaration of Common Wombats to be
Unprotected Wildlife under the Wildlife Act 1975.
Guidelines pursuant to section 26 of the Act.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Children Legislation Amendment Act 2019—Sections 3(2), 9 and 10 and Parts 4 and 5—17 February 2020
(Gazette No. S49, 4 February 2020).
Justice Legislation Amendment (Serious Offenders and Other Matters) Act 2019—Section 19(1), 21, 22, 23,
24, 25, 26, 27, 28 and 29—31 January 2020 (Gazette No. S37, 29 January 2020).

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
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GENERAL BUSINESS
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (13:01): I move, by leave:
That precedence be given to the following general business on Wednesday, 19 February 2020:
(1) order of the day 2, second reading of the Summary Offences Amendment (Move-On Laws) Bill 2019;
(2) notice of motion 233 standing in the name of Dr Cumming referring a matter to the Environment and
Planning Committee relating to air pollution;
(3) notice of motion 204 standing in the name of Dr Cumming in relation to the reinvestment of gambling
revenue in western metropolitan Melbourne;
(4) notice of motion 232 standing in the name of Mr Davis in relation to the partial disallowance of the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) (Mineral Industries) Amendment Regulations 2019;
(5) order of the day 25, resumption of debate on a motion to establish a joint select committee inquiry into
the 2019–20 bushfires;
(6) notice of motion 235 standing in the name of Mr Davis in relation to fuel load maps;
(7) order of the day 1, resumption of debate on the Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Out of Home
Care Age) Bill 2020; and
(8) notice of motion 162 standing in the name of Ms Patten referring matters relating to petitions to the
Procedure Committee.

Motion agreed to.
Committees
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (13:03): I move, by leave:
That:
(1) Ms Terpstra be discharged from the Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee; and
(2) Mr Erdogan be appointed to the Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
COVID-19
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13:04): An estimated 10 per cent of the world’s
population is currently under quarantine conditions to protect against the spread of the so-called
coronavirus. Much of China has been completely locked up, shut down or mothballed. The people of
Wuhan are suffering, but I want to stress that what they are facing does not translate to all Chinese
people being under similar conditions and especially Australian-Chinese seemingly being at risk of
this virus. As a result, the Chinese community in Victoria is suffering. Businesses are empty,
restaurants are closing and, to be blunt, many Chinese-Australians—indeed Asian-Australians in
general—feel as though their mere presence is perceived to be some sort of a threat. The fact that so
many people are actively avoiding areas with large Chinese populations is not rooted in health and
safety but at best misinformation and at worst racism and discrimination. We need to step up. Right
now we can help the community through this crisis. We need to do what we can to support ChineseAustralians through this period. We have a duty to show solidarity against this coronavirus stigma.
HEALTH FUNDING
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:05): Over the past six months my family have
called on our health services extensively, and I want to acknowledge the care provided and specifically
a couple of the organisations. The stroke ambulance arrived quickly. The team were like a well-oiled
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machine. They were highly knowledgeable and also very reassuring. I want to say that, while the trial
is not yet completed, it is clearly saving lives. I urge the government to consider a second one based
at the Monash Medical Centre.
We also received care and support from Eastern Palliative Care, and their availability, their knowledge
and the comfort they provided to all of our family were exceptional. The nurses were highly skilled,
as was as the on-call service, and the team were so responsive, always there when needed. I always
knew they did an amazing job at a difficult time, but experiencing it firsthand with my father was
nothing short of exceptional. Palliative care across this state is still significantly underfunded, and
more funding is desperately needed so they can keep making such an important difference in people’s
lives at a critical time.
While the Liberal-Nationals promised both to invest in a second stroke ambulance and to make a big
investment in palliative care, my statement today is not about politics; it is about saving lives and about
supporting people in their time of deep need. I urge the minister to make investments in these fabulous
services that make such a difference.
VICROADS MOTOR REGISTRY UNIT
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (13:07): Some of you may have noticed a large billboard
rolling past Parliament House this morning, and on it, writ large, was ‘Labor, don’t privatise
VicRoads’. The Greens strongly support this campaign by the Australian Services Union against the
privatisation of yet another public service in Victoria. This Labor government has embarked on the
biggest privatisation binge of any government since Jeff Kennett. This is not a legacy to be proud of.
Privatisation leads to short-term gain for long-term pain. You have to look no further than the spate of
projects that are running into trouble right now. From the West Gate Tunnel, the tram strikes this week
and delays and cost blowouts on major projects, we are seeing what happens when essential services
like our public transport system and transport infrastructure are privatised.
Victorians are still living with the disaster of a privatised energy system, with high electricity prices
and private companies holding back the transition to clean energy. Wages and conditions for
employees are held hostage to the profit margins of these big corporations, due diligence is either not
completed or responsibility is passed onto others, environmental impact assessments are token at best,
and all the while prices rise and services decline. And this is exactly what will happen if this
government privatises VicRoads.
I met with workers who are worried about losing their jobs. We do not know what will happen to the
data collected from the millions of Victorians by VicRoads, and we do not know by how much fees
and charges will rise. If the government can learn anything from the woes it is experiencing on its
major projects right now, it is that privatisation has failed Victorians. Do not privatise VicRoads. Our
state is not for sale.
SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (13:08): I recently attended South Yarra Primary School
for an assembly. Oh my goodness, I was so excited—but it was a competition between the principal
and me as to who was more excited. I will tell you why: because the triple-storey permanent modular
building is complete, and it is sensational. It has cross-flow ventilation, and solar panels on one of the
other roofs. It also has double glazing and beautiful views, so the students are connected to their
community. The schoolkids were excited too. What is right about these 12 general-purpose classrooms
is that they are adaptable to change over time. So it is a really, really fabulous construction.
And what should be noted—what is really, really fabulous—is the time frame within which this was
constructed off site. The contractor was appointed on 8 July 2019, construction commenced on
2 September 2019 and construction was completed on 16 January 2020. That is another reason why
the principal was so excited—because there was minimal disruption for the school and maximum
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outcome and benefit for the school. Quality learning spaces and quality education—that is what it is
all about. That is who we are as a government.
RODNEY MCALLISTER
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (13:10): I wish to acknowledge the sad passing of
Mr Rodney McAllister, who was a Liberal Party member at the Wonthaggi branch for 50 years and,
remarkably, the secretary of the branch for 40 years—I believe the longest-serving branch secretary
of the Liberal Party in Victoria. Like so many Liberal Party members he was involved in a range of
community groups, and he was much loved by the Bass Coast and Wonthaggi community. May he
rest in peace.
ROSEBUD POLICE RESOURCES
Mr O’DONOHUE: On a different matter, I have been advised that approximately half of all police
rostered at the Rosebud 24-hour police station are on leave—sick leave, maternity leave, stress leave
and the like—and whilst I respect those police on leave, Victoria Police need to backfill police so there
are appropriate numbers of police at that station. It is a job for the minister to ensure that Victoria
Police has the resources it needs to be able to do that. With crime up on the Mornington Peninsula and
with a number of high-profile crimes on the peninsula over the summer, it is time for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, Lisa Neville, to act.
COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY MORWELL STATION
Mr O’DONOHUE: I wish to give my support to the Morwell CFA fire brigade members, who
wish to remain in their current station. The volunteers, who do such a fantastic job, are such an integral
part of the community, and I call on the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Lisa Neville, to
support them and listen to and agree to their request.
BUSHFIRES
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13:11): Last Friday, along with my colleague
Dr Kieu, I had the honour of being invited to the Vietnamese Community in Australia’s bushfire relief
fundraising dinner. This is not the first time they have done this either. Back in 2009 the local
Vietnamese community organised another dinner which raised over $77 000. At the dinner last week,
tens of thousands of dollars were once again raised to help victims of the bushfire tragedy. I was
particularly moved by the story of the owner of Annabella Receptions. He came to Australia as a
refugee, and when he heard of the bushfires in 2009 he offered to host the dinner for free as a way of
thanking Australia for allowing him to come here and live free from the horrors of communism. Last
Friday he once again opened his business free of charge so that all ticket fees and donations could be
given to charity. I am proud to see such great generosity in South East Metro, and congratulations to
them on such a successful event.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13:12): Even by Labor’s appallingly low standards the
Andrews government’s plan to dump millions of tonnes of toxic soil near homes in Wyndham is truly
despicable. In particular the betrayal of his constituents by the member for Werribee on this matter is
beneath contempt. Mr Pallas should continue to follow his usual practice and stay well away from
Werribee. Toxic soil will not be the biggest threat to his health if he does otherwise.
The Minister for Health’s disgraceful performance during question time today confirms what locals
already know—that the Andrews government could not give a stuff about the people of Wyndham.
This is simply a fact of life. The Premier does not care about them. Their local member does not care
about them. Indeed this whole stinking government does not care about them. Enough is enough. The
time has come for Labor to earn its keep. The people of Werribee have supported the ALP for
generations. They are now wondering why. In return they are dumped upon by a government that does
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not deserve that support in any way. The good people of Wyndham have had a gutful of this outrageous
treatment by Labor. Who in this house can blame them?
CLIMATE CHANGE
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (13:13): Today is Bramble Cay melomys remembrance day.
It is one year since the Bramble Cay melomys, a small rodent morphologically distinct from other
Australian melomys species, was declared extinct. It is not the first mammal we have wiped out in
Australia, it may not even be the latest—and with the way we are going it certainly will not be the
last—but it was recognised by many as the first mammal extinction intimately and obviously linked
to the climate emergency and the associated sea level rises. I know that today in the dusk people will
gather in the shade of a eucalypt and share a few moments of silence for the melomys and all the other
creatures that we have driven to extinction. We are all really, really sorry. What we do need to do in
this place is rededicate ourselves to tackling the root causes of extinctions, including the climate
emergency, in order to minimise the worst impacts as well as help ourselves and our fellow travellers
on this planet to adapt and find a way to cope with the challenges that an altered climate will bring.
AUSTRALIA DAY AWARDS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (13:15): It is with great pleasure that I rise today to note that 28 Western Victoria
constituents have been recognised with Australia Day awards. Three became AMs—members of the
Order of Australia—20 were awarded Medals of the Order of Australia, two received Australian Fire
Service Medals and there was one medal recipient in each of the emergency services, public service
and ambulance service categories.
It stands out so clearly that these are outstanding contributors to the fabric of our community life and
are focused primarily on their local communities. Within that, the work they have done is diverse,
ranging from service in local government and helping to develop community infrastructure through to
the CWA, emergency response, sport, conservation and environment. Some, having moved over time,
have contributed with equal vigour to new communities as well.
Among the OAM recipients is Peter Forster from Anglesea. Peter’s background is in sheep farming
around the Ararat area. He threw himself into Landcare, CFA and leadership roles in the
Environmental Farmers Network and the Upper Hopkins Land Management Group. Now in
Anglesea, Peter and another OAM recipient, Carl Rayner, have built the membership of ANGAIR—
the Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for the Protection of Flora and Fauna. They work in support of the
Great Otway National Park, Surf Coast national reserves and Crown land along the Great Ocean Road.
ANGAIR very much reflects Peter’s approach of organising partnerships with school students, local
groups and organisations. Western Victoria can be very proud of the efforts of all of these fine
individuals.
LOUD FENCE
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (13:17): The Loud Fence group in Ballarat have been operating
for just five years and have already taken the world by storm. In major cities and areas affected by the
church’s disgraceful sexual violence colourful ribbons are being tied in protest of the church’s
mishandling of the crisis and in sympathy for survivors. It is quite honestly a surreal feeling standing
in front of St Patrick’s Cathedral in Ballarat staring at the complete rainbow of ribbons, knowing that
the hands that have tied those ribbons to the fence have in some way been affected by sexual violence.
Having sat down with its founder, Maureen Hatcher, and sexual abuse survivors a few weeks ago, I
know that Loud Fence is having a hugely positive impact on both the mental health of survivors and
promoting positive legislative changes.
To say redress has been overpromised and underdelivered by the federal government would be an
understatement. This is why groups such as Loud Fence are so important, so that abuse survivors have
understanding people they can talk to about the progress they have made or the bad times they continue
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to experience. For the Catholic Church to argue that removing ribbons has been done in consultation
with community, stakeholders and abuse survivors is, with respect, complete and utter rubbish. I will
keep fighting alongside Loud Fence and all child sexual abuse survivors to ensure that these ribbons
stay up. I am so humbled to have met this small portion of this large community of strong, determined,
brave Ballarat survivors, and I commend Maureen and Loud Fence for the amazing work they are
doing in achieving positive outcomes for those who suffered at the hands of the church.
GENESISCARE SHEPPARTON
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13:18): Yesterday I was delighted to join GenesisCare general
manager Shane Ryan and other guests at the official opening of the GenesisCare radiotherapy centre
in Corio Street, Shepparton. Since commencing operation just before Christmas, the GenesisCare team
have delivered radiation therapy to around 70 local residents who are no longer forced to travel long
distances to receive this lifesaving treatment. Currently around 30 people are being treated and eight
to 10 new patients are accessing the service each week. The service has the capacity to treat more than
500 patients every year.
It was wonderful to meet Shepparton’s Stephen Finch and his lovely wife, Wendy. Stephen was the
first patient to access treatment at the facility, and he spoke of how much better it was to receive
treatment locally rather than having to travel to Bendigo. I wish Stephen all the very best with his
ongoing treatment.
I would like to thank Shane Ryan and the GenesisCare team, who have worked so hard to bring this
wonderful service to Shepparton, and the builders, Erilyan, for creating a beautiful, first-class facility.
Most of all I want to thank the brave Shepparton residents who assisted the campaign to get
radiotherapy services in Shepparton by sharing their personal cancer journeys so I could reiterate them
in this place and also in the media. I know how happy they will all be with this result. And my thoughts
are with the family of Kirstie Bulger, who shared her story but who unfortunately lost her battle with
cancer. I know Kirstie would be so pleased to know others will get their treatment locally in part
because of her advocacy.
GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (13:20): What a spectacular admission by the Treasurer,
Tim Pallas, last week when he admitted to having to slash $4 billion from the state budget. You do not
slash billions of dollars unless you have a problem. The Andrews Labor government certainly has a
big problem which is all of its own making. Daniel Andrews’s mismanagement of projects and
irresponsible spending in areas has now put the Victorian budget and thousands of jobs at risk. The
Big Build is becoming the Big Bust with billions of dollars in project overruns, and yet the arrogance
of the Andrews government is to blame others.
The financial pressures in health have been known for months, and the Minister for Health blamed the
flu last year. This is the same health minister who failed to take her responsibilities seriously during
the bushfires, too busy jumping around in some Bali nightclub with her mates whilst continuous
warnings were being given out by Victoria’s emergency services about the perils being faced by
thousands of Victorians at that time.
So much of the north-east and Gippsland was on fire. The state was quite literally covered in smoke.
The fire-affected areas were quite literally choking as the smoke was so thick and dense. I know
because I was speaking regularly with my colleague Bill Tilley, who was on the front line in a CFA
tanker battling the north-east fires. He was telling me of his concerns about the smoke and how it was
affecting his community. Bill gave up his Christmas and new year break to support his community at
a time when they needed him. He has done a magnificent job in not only dealing with the fires during
the acute stage but now in the ongoing recovery. So did my other parliamentary colleagues Tim Bull,
Wendy Lovell and Melina Bath—all members of Parliament that know and understand their
communities so well.
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (13:21): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 196 to 207, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
JOINT STANDING ORDERS
Message from Assembly seeking concurrence with resolution considered.
Assembly’s message:
The Legislative Assembly informs the Legislative Council that the Assembly has agreed to new Joint
Standing Order 25 to take effect immediately on the Council’s agreement—
25

Joint sittings under the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011
(1) A member, addressing the Chair, may propose a member or members to be elected to the Board of
the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation and any such proposal must be seconded. When
a member is proposed, the proposer must state that such member is willing to accept nomination.
(2) If no more than the required number of members are proposed and seconded, the Chair will declare
such members as having been elected.
(3) If more than the required number of members are proposed and seconded in respect of the
vacancies, the members will be elected by ballot.
(4) After the ballot, the Chair will declare the member or members elected to the Foundation and will
advise the responsible minister of the result of the election.

and seeks the agreement of the Council.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (13:22): I move, by leave:
That the Council agrees with the Assembly and resolves:
That the following new joint standing order 25 take effect immediately:
25

Joint sittings under the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011
(1) A member, addressing the Chair, may propose a member or members to be elected to the
Board of the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation and any such proposal must be
seconded. When a member is proposed, the proposer must state that such member is willing
to accept nomination.
(2) If no more than the required number of members are proposed and seconded, the Chair will
declare such members as having been elected.
(3) If more than the required number of members are proposed and seconded in respect of the
vacancies, the members will be elected by ballot.
(4) After the ballot, the Chair will declare the member or members elected to the Foundation and
will advise the responsible minister of the result of the election.

and that a message be sent to the Assembly informing them that the Council have agreed with the
Assembly’s resolution.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:24): This is a motion that the
opposition will not oppose. I must say that this is one of those motions that is unnecessary, but I know
that the joint standing orders group have many things to do, and they have brought forward this very
significant item for our concurrence, and we concur.
Motion agreed to.
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Bills
ENERGY SAFETY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (VICTORIAN ENERGY SAFETY
COMMISSION AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr SOMYUREK:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13:25): I rise to make some brief remarks
on the bill before the house this afternoon, which is a bill to amend the Electricity Safety Act 1998 and
the Energy Safe Victoria Act 2005. With respect to the Electricity Safety Act 1998, the bill seeks to
provide for the licensing of line workers and to further provide for electrical inspection work and
electrical installation work. The bill also with respect to the Energy Safe Victoria Act 2005 will abolish
Energy Safe Victoria and establish the Victorian Energy Safety Commission as Energy Safe Victoria’s
successor in law. It is to provide for the minister to establish a technical advisory committee and to
provide for the minister’s power to issue directions under that act and for consequential purposes.
The bill is relatively straightforward and a relatively short bill. The genesis of this bill arose from the
Grimes review, which was undertaken looking at the framework that we have in Victoria for the
oversight of our electricity and gas networks and the regulators that we have in place currently through
Energy Safe Victoria for those two distribution networks. The Grimes review in its consideration of
energy—electricity and gas—regulatory frameworks approached the task from the perspective of:
what is a best practice regulator for these sectors and what changes would be required to ensure that
Victoria did have a best practice regulator for electricity and gas distribution regulation? The Grimes
review made some 43 recommendations, of which the government has only accepted 21. Some of
those are reflected in this bill today, some are not within the scope of the bill and some have been
rejected, such as the recommendation that the chief executive of the regulator also be a commissioner
of the regulator. So we have, following that Grimes review, the bill that we have before the house
today.
I guess one of the threshold questions in looking at legislation like this, and looking at any legislation
that involves an industry regulator, is the threshold question of whether the legislation and the structure
are acting in the best interests of the community, because it is often the case with regulatory bodies,
particularly where they have the opportunity to make recommendations around their own structures
and their own powers, that they will seek to make changes to their frameworks or make changes to
their structures which are in the interests of the regulatory body. Quite often it is convenient for
regulatory bodies to have certain powers or to have certain functions which may not necessarily be in
the interests of the industry sector they are regulating or in the interests of the community they are
regulating on behalf of, but they are in the administrative interests of the regulator, and they will seek
to expand their power base, they will seek to expand the scope of controls they have over the sector
they regulate, because it is convenient for them to do so, without necessarily demonstrating that that
is in the interest of the sector or the broader community. The Grimes review needs to be considered in
that context. When the approach was looking at what is best practice regulation for the energy and gas
sector, it was not asking the question of what is the most appropriate and what is the minimum
necessary regulatory framework for this sector, as opposed to simply what is convenient for the
regulator to have in place.
Arising out of the Grimes review, one of the key changes the bill will introduce is the abolition of
Energy Safe Victoria and the creation of the Victorian Energy Safety Commission. The new
commission is to be an entity with three commissioners, and the intent of that is to provide a broader
base—a broader perspective—for commission members when they are making regulatory decisions
under the two acts to which the commission will relate and to provide that they have broader
experience than can be provided through a single commissioner.
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One of the recommendations from Grimes was that the chief executive of the body be a commissioner,
and the government has elected through this legislation not to implement that recommendation, so the
chief executive will sit separately to the three commissioners. But the new structure, the successor
body to Energy Safe Victoria, will have an overarching commission made up of three commissioners.
The bill will also empower the minister to create a technical advisory committee to allow the new
energy safety commission to draw on expertise from the distribution networks and from the industry
more generally, and I understand it may also have a consumer advocate as part of that. Whether that
adds value in a technical sense is not clear, but I understand that is possibly within the scope of who
the minister can appoint.
The bill also, interestingly, provides for stronger powers for the minister to give direction. The current
legislation provides limited capacity for the minister to provide direction to Energy Safe Victoria.
However, this bill will give the minister broader powers to direct the new energy safety commission
as to how it undertakes its functions. I guess the question that arises from that is, given the nature of
the energy safety commission and the nature of the activities it will be regulating, why the minister
sees it necessary to have a greater capacity to direct the new commission than currently exists in respect
of Energy Safe Victoria.
One of the other changes this bill makes is introduce a requirement for the licensing of the line
technicians, who currently are obviously a key part of the electricity distribution network and the
maintenance of the electricity distribution network. Under the current framework they are required to
be registered. This bill seeks to impose a greater requirement on that, being one of licensing. This will
of course therefore require a higher level of qualification in the sense of experience, in the sense of
education and in the sense of testing et cetera, and a threshold question with a shift from registration
to licensing is what is imperative.
Again we have a situation where all regulators think they are the font of knowledge and that imposing
additional requirements on the parties they regulate is a good thing and imposing licensing
requirements is a good thing. No case has been made, certainly in the second-reading speech, as to
why the government is going down the path of shifting from registration, which is the current
requirement for people working on lines, to a full-blown licensing scheme. What is the safety case?
What is the case that would demonstrate that a shift from registration to licensing would materially
improve safety, if there is indeed a safety issue to date? Or is this simply a regulator seeking to grab
more regulatory authority, as is the wont of regulators and something which, frankly, governments
and ministers should be alive to and should be doing a far better job of identifying and remedying
rather than them simply rubberstamping proposals which come forward?
I think the vast majority of members of the Parliament know there are limitations with the current
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Clearly this legislation we are seeing today is
an example of a bill being put before a minister who has not got a clue what she is doing and is simply
rubberstamping it through without the scrutiny that ministers should be providing to legislation that is
put forward by regulators.
We see that the bill is relatively short and relatively simple in what it seeks to do in the shift from
Energy Safe Victoria to the new energy safety commission. It does raise questions as to why certain
changes are being made, particularly with enhanced ministerial power and particularly with the shift
in regime from a registration regime to a licensing regime for people who are working on lines.
However, the industry sector has not raised any substantive objections to the legislation, and
accordingly the coalition will not be opposing this bill.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (13:35): I rise to make my contribution to the Energy
Safety Legislation Amendment (Victorian Energy Safety Commission and Other Matters) Bill 2019.
A review conducted by Dr Paul Grimes in 2017 of the Victorian gas and electricity network found
there was a need to strengthen energy safety. Arising out of the recommendations contained in that
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report is the overriding necessity to ensure that the future safe energy needs of the Victorian
community are protected and that Victoria is at the forefront of safety regulation of electricity and gas
networks.
This bill will provide appropriate mechanisms that have a robust regulatory impact on the way Energy
Safe Victoria delivers supply and use of electricity, gas and pipelines. The safety of the community is
paramount, and in our view the implementation of the framework and mechanisms outlined in the bill
is critical to the ongoing viability of the safety of all affected Victorians.
Arising out of the Grimes report are a series of powerful recommendations that are worthy of
implementation, and these include the establishment of a three-person commission, reinforced by a
separate chief executive officer and a technical advisory committee. It is anticipated commissioners
will possess exceptional skills, qualifications, knowledge or experience in law, economics, regulation
and community safety. The inclusion of community safety in the commissioner’s skill set reflects the
need to focus on and consider communities in the energy safety decision-making process. The
commission will be responsible for regulatory decisions.
One commissioner will be appointed as chairperson and one as deputy chairperson, and there will be
one additional commissioner. Each commissioner will hold office for a term of up to five years and
will not be eligible to be appointed for more than two terms. Commissioners may be appointed on a
full-time or part-time basis. The role of chief executive officer supporting the commission will involve
responsibility for the day-to-day management and administration of Energy Safety Victoria’s affairs.
The second major plank of this bill is the establishment of an electrical line worker licensing scheme,
which should commence on 1 January 2021. Electrical line workers are employed or contracted by
network businesses for the construction and maintenance of electricity network infrastructure. The bill
outlines the processes for much stricter controls and a much more rigorous approach. This will
strengthen the government’s ability to ensure the safety of the Victorian community. I believe this is
a great bill. It will enhance safety standards and set future beneficial priorities for years to come. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (13:40): This bill amends the Electricity Safety Act 1998 and
the Energy Safe Victoria Act 2005. The amendments to the Electricity Safety Act are to provide for
the licensing of line workers and provide for electrical inspection and installation work. The
amendments to the Energy Safe Victoria Act will abolish Energy Safe Victoria and establish the
Victorian Energy Safety Commission as its successor as the safety regulator for electricity and gas in
Victoria. The Electricity Safety Act itself regulates the safety of electricity supply and use in Victoria
and the efficiency of electrical equipment.
In debating this legislation there are two matters which I wish to bring to the attention of this house.
The first is the question of undergrounding Victoria’s powerlines. Members will be aware that the
heatwave in November last year caused thousands of Victorian homes to lose power for an extended
period. Our power infrastructure would be much safer and more secure if it were underground.
Something else which must be considered now is the question of the necessity of running powerlines
out to relatively isolated farms or groups of farms or small communities. Some of these power needs
could be more economically and more safely met by setting up and encouraging the use of renewables
such as solar and wind power in difficult-to-reach locations—that is, where possible, taking such
consumers off the major supply grid and encouraging local renewable power generation, and again, if
possible, supplying locally generated renewable power to small isolated communities by establishing
microgrids to save running out high-voltage power cables.
Members are also probably aware that fires from powerline faults caused 159 of the 173 deaths in the
2009 Black Saturday fires and were responsible for an estimated $4.4 billion in damage. The 2009
bushfires royal commission called for substantial portions of Victoria’s electricity power cabling to be
placed underground. Although expensive, the long-term benefits in terms of human life, property and

BILLS
Tuesday, 18 February 2020

Legislative Council

327

the environment justify the cost. Regional Victorians would benefit from powerline undergrounding
and local power generation, and regional Victoria would be safer from fire and would be seen to be a
safer and therefore more attractive place to live. In the wake of the dreadful summer bushfires this
clearly is an important issue.
The royal commission findings should have been implemented, but state governments of both
persuasions preferred to opt for technology which was promoted at the time as cost-saving and
effective. However, since the rapid earth fault current limiter, REFCL, scheme was launched in 2015,
tests have shown that the technology only reduces the risk of fire by 50 per cent rather than the
originally claimed 90 per cent. In addition, the cost of implementing the REFCL technology has
ballooned out from the original estimate of $151 million to as much as $630 million. What we have
here is technology that is only half as effective as was originally claimed but that costs over four times
the amount we were promised. The cost of this project, according to current estimates, could have
undergrounded over 3000 kilometres of dangerous overhead power cables.
In November last year I raised this issue in the adjournment debate with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Over the non-sitting period my office was advised that this matter is not within
her portfolio responsibility and should be redirected to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. I find it rather disappointing that ministers seem to buck-pass rather than take
responsibility for referring matters to other ministers themselves, and I am surprised that the question
of electricity safety is not considered by the minister for emergency services to be relevant to her
portfolio.
I request that the minister for energy investigate the findings of the bushfires royal commission
concerning undergrounding power cabling with a view to implementing them and investigating the
other options which I have raised, such as various forms of local power generation, as alternatives.
I also wish to raise a question arising from the 2009 Black Saturday fires which is of great concern to
my constituent Mr Don Brown. He and his family were victims of the Black Saturday fires. The
coroner found that powerline failure was the cause of the Murrindindi fire, which was the most serious
of the fires. Based on this clear and unequivocal finding Mr Brown has pursued the question of why
Energy Safe Victoria did not prosecute SP AusNet for its role. He has also pursued the decision by
WorkSafe Victoria not to prosecute SP AusNet under the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004.
He is extremely frustrated and disappointed by the failure of regulatory agencies to hold SP AusNet
to account for what was a catastrophic event.
Despite pursuing this issue for many years Mr Brown has not received a clear or satisfactory response
or reason for the failure of regulatory agencies to prosecute in this case. One response he did receive
from WorkSafe Victoria was that a powerline was not considered to be a workplace. This seems very
strange, both to Mr Brown and to me. If the line workers which this bill refers to were engaged in the
electrical inspection of a powerline and were injured, I cannot believe that WorkSafe Victoria would
refuse to investigate the matter. I also have difficulty reconciling the reluctance of Energy Safe Victoria
and WorkSafe Victoria to launch a prosecution in this case with the action taken over the Hazelwood
mine fire.
So on Mr Brown’s behalf I ask the minister to explain why there has been no prosecution of SP AusNet
by Victoria Police, the DPP, Energy Safe Victoria or WorkSafe Victoria. I further ask: is it the
government’s view that a powerline is not a place of work, and if so, on what basis does the
government have this view? I support the bill and thank the house for the opportunity to raise what I
believe to be important issues.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (13:47): I want to pick up on just a few points that have
been raised in the house before I go into further detail on this very important legislation. I note that 42
out of the 43 recommendations were supported or supported in principle, and I think it is important to
have that clear in this chamber. The one that was not supported, with regard to the way in which the
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chief executive officer has been appointed, was to bring the government’s arrangements into line with
modern best practice, so if we can make sure that that is clear in this house because it is very, very
important to understand that this is not purely rubberstamping. I think there was an inference there that
it is just giving more power to a regulator for the sake of power per se.
There are specific and well-grounded reasons for the enhancement of the regulatory capacity of Energy
Safe Victoria (ESV), and this certainly has not been taken lightly by any stretch of the imagination. I
will speak to that shortly. What is paramount to these changes is looking after the best interests of the
community, because fundamentally we are talking about the safety of the community and also, as has
been spoken to, the safety and best practice of line workers. I will demarcate those various aspects and
speak to them individually.
I want to also speak to the issue of governance and just unpack that a little. It is not governance for
governance’s sake. It is making sure that this regulatory body has the requisite accountability to be
able to ensure the enhancement of safety of Victorians, bearing in mind the significant changes in the
market and technology when we are looking at electrical frameworks and infrastructure. You can see
I am not an electrician, so I will speak a little loosely in that regard, but when it comes to governance
I will be very precise.
If we look at, for instance, the role of the technical advisory commission, we are looking at what these
government amendments bring to the community at large, because it is not just about regulation for
regulation’s sake. Further to the point there, it is making sure that we actually bring about real
outcomes for the community.
The commission will ensure ESV accesses a range of views and experiences from outside the
organisation on a broad range of regulatory safety matters. I do not think that is unreasonable. I think
bringing the community into this conversation is critical in the modern era. The commission will not
have a decision-making function, but it is certainly enhancing the breadth of views and widening the
perspective with which Energy Safe Victoria regulates for Victorians.
Another issue that I wanted to speak to—and there are many in this regard—is looking at how this
relates to other ministerial powers of direction: how does this correlate with other states as well? The
proposed ministerial powers of direction, limitations and transparency arrangements are consistent
with the arrangements for other regulators established on a statutory basis, including the Australian
Securities and Investments Commission, the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority, the Clean
Energy Regulator, the Natural Resources Access Regulator, Parks Victoria, the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission, the Victorian Planning Authority, WorkSafe Victoria and
VicRoads. So it is not like this is something out of the box; it is very much in line with modern
governance practice with reputable regulatory authorities.
We know that a significant part of the impetus for these very important reforms was the Grimes review,
which has been touched on briefly. It has been more than a decade since the current safety framework
was put in place, so it was timely to review the existing arrangements to ensure they adequately reflect
the needs of the community in an increasingly complex environment. It is certainly a timely reform.
That is what I would say to that point.
That is why in 2017 the Andrews Labor government and the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change—who was not spoken about in a very positive manner, I must say, and I think that
was rather disrespectful; I am just going to make that point—announced an independent review of
Victoria’s electricity network safety framework would be chaired by Dr Paul Grimes. The main
objective of the review was to enhance the safety of our electricity supply and reduce the risk of fires
created by electrical assets. Is that not critical for the safety of Victorians? I would have to say yes.
The review also examined the design and adequacy of the safety regulatory obligations, incentives and
other arrangements governing the safe of the electricity and gas networks. This included the regulator,
Energy Safety Victoria.
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Before I speak to what some of the outcomes have been of this arrangement already, I just want to
speak to the issue of the licensing arrangements for line workers. Whether the review had strongly
recommended the licensing or otherwise was mentioned, and I will note that certainly the Electrical
Trades Union has for many years been advocating for a licensing system, because we are talking about
safety. I mean, we are looking at line workers. They take their lives in their hands every day of the
week and they do very difficult and dangerous work. It is certainly paramount to us as a government
that we are able to prioritise their safety when they are doing very difficult work on our behalf. It is
not merely a matter again of regulating for regulation’s sake; it is certainly, with regard to specific
requirements, to look after the welfare of line workers long term.
The benefits of the licensing scheme, contrary to what was asserted by Mr Rich-Phillips, are that it
will improve safety outcomes and maintain professional standards by enhancing ESV’s visibility and
oversight of the workforce and mandate the minimum qualifications and experience required to work
on the transmission, distribution and traction networks. Listen to this: it will also bring Victoria into
line with other jurisdictions, including Queensland, Tasmania and the Northern Territory.
How does the licensing system differ from what is currently in place? Again I am just pointing out
why this is an important reform. The proposed reforms will modernise the existing registration system
for line workers and enable improved labour mobility between states and territories by establishing a
recognised qualification. That actually has to be to the benefit of the community but specifically to
line workers as well. The more standardisation that you have the better it has to be across Australia.
The other very significant point is that currently line workers register once for life. There are no
requirements to maintain skills and experience, nor is there an imperative to update Energy Safe
Victoria should a worker’s circumstances change, which prevents ESV from maintaining accurate
data on the active workforce. There are so many professions where professional development is a
benefit to the community and to whoever is going to be impacted, whether it is with teachers, whether
it is with lawyers or whether it is with doctors or pharmacists. Why not line workers? Why not? It
makes perfect sense that you would want to make sure, for their own safety as a minimum, that they
are constantly getting that professional development and that we have a good and clear system that is
able to regulate and to oversee—because oversight is the critical word, the operative word, here—
ESV, ensuring the enhancement of oversight because fundamentally we are all better off in the long
run.
I know that those opposite have expressed that they are going to support this bill, which is fantastic,
but I would hope that they would, if I take on board what Mr Rich-Phillips said earlier, take on board
the fact that this is not regulation for regulation’s sake. There is a strong imperative to enhance the
safety when we are looking at the impact it will have on Victorians across the board.
Now, when we are looking at the licensing cost, the cost of the licensing renewal will be considered
through the consultation process to update the Electricity Safety (Registration and Licensing)
Regulations 2010. The Victorian government committed $2.511 million, as part of the 2019–20 state
budget, to establish a licensing scheme for electrical line workers. The funding allows the first round
of licensing to be provided at no cost to the line worker. Factoring in that, this is going to be a change
for them but one that is positive and has their best interests and the best interests of the community at
heart.
How will this improve the safety of line workers? That it is something that is certainly of concern to
me. ESV will be able to maintain an accurate database on the active workforce under a licensing
scheme. Improved data on the active workforce will enable Energy Safe Victoria to better target its
engagement with the workforce, track employment levels correlated to maintenance activities and
make sure any regulatory responses keep pace with emerging safety risks. How is that not good for
the Victorian community? I am just putting it out there. It is not regulation for regulation’s sake.
Additionally, a licensing regime where the minimum competencies are mandated by a regulator
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ensures consistency in minimum qualifications, training requirements and accepted experience among
the network businesses. That surely gives greater security and safety for our Victorian community.
I would like to note that our significant reform agenda is well underway. Key achievements to date
include an enhanced audit and inspection program. ESV has tripled electrical infrastructure
inspections and doubled gas pipeline inspections. A further investment in more inspectors is planned
for 2019–20. To support these inspections ESV has and will continue to invest in data management
and analytical capabilities to allow for targeted enforcement and broader reporting. Again you can see
a clear and measurable benefit when we are talking about safety standards for the line workers and for
the community.
Regarding a road map to reform, ESV has drafted an overarching organisational reform road map that
details key actions that have already been taken to strengthen ESV’s corporate governance and
management structures and processes, and actions still to be completed, including actions that will be
taken to implement the recommendations of this review.
On bolstering capabilities and experience, the establishment of a number of committees is underway,
including the workforce consultative committee and future trends advisory committee, which
expands—coming back to this central and critical point—the breadth of expert advice and experience
to guide a strong workforce engagement and forward thinking strategy by the ESV, fundamentally
creating a strong regulatory framework.
ESV has strengthened its enforcement and integrity standards by reforming the following key policies
and procedures: the Charter of Consultation and Regulatory Practice; the Compliance and
Enforcement Policy; the safety case policy and guidelines for gas companies; the Electricity Hazards
and Safety Handbook for Emergency Service Personnel; and a conflict of interest policy. I do not see
anything controversial there. I think these are fundamental elements when we are looking at
strengthening governance and the ability of this regulator to adapt to the changing market and to
provide a safer environment for the Victorian community over time. This work continues and further
policies and procedures are being reviewed and will be strengthened.
We made an election commitment to deliver a licensing scheme to keep our electrical line workers
safe, and that is what we are doing, so we are happy. If members opposite want to criticise us for
enhancing the protection and safety of line workers, go for it. I am happy to wear that. I think we are
happy to wear that as a government. Yes, we are increasing the protection and safety of our line
workers. Sorry about that, but we are not making any apologies for doing that. We are actually proud
that we are bringing about what we promised to do. That is why the Andrews Labor government is
protecting workers by establishing this, with line workers to obtain a licence by 1 January 2021. On
that, I would like to say I am proud of these reforms. We are looking after the Victorian community,
and we stand on our record.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (14:02): I will be brief. The Liberal Democrats will not support
this bill. The Liberal Democrats do not support this bill because the Liberal Democrats do not support
rising power prices. This government’s red tape and meddling in the electricity market has already
hurt ordinary working Victorians quite enough. Additional occupational licensing will push up costs
further. In 2015 the average wholesale price of electricity per megawatt hour in Victoria was $28.29.
In 2019 it was $109.81. Ordinary working Victorians pay that difference, and it is the Andrews
government’s fault—or at least part of it is. The Andrews government pretends to care about ordinary
working Victorians, but in reality every single one of its policies hurts them. Every policy aims to
build a closed shop for their union and environmentalist mates, wrap it in red and green tape and leave
ordinary Victorians to pick up the bill.
Victoria already has an energy regulator with sufficient powers to deal with poor maintenance
practices on the electricity grid. What Victoria needs is for the minister to prompt Energy Safe Victoria
to grow a backbone and some teeth. What Victoria does not need is another layer of ridiculous

BILLS
Tuesday, 18 February 2020

Legislative Council

331

occupational licensing that will just be another barrier to ordinary people getting good jobs. This bill
is clearly targeted at a single operator, Powercor. Despite Powercor only having a little less than twice
the infrastructure of its nearest competitor, it has 17 times the pole failures and seven times the crossarm failures. Questions about the fitness of its maintenance regime have been raised for years, but
instead of working through the regulator to improve practices, the government is going to pass new,
onerous regulations that will negatively affect those doing the right thing and push up everyone’s
power bills.
When you find someone doing the wrong thing, you should not make life harder for all the people
doing the right thing. That is what this bill does, and it does it to create a comfortable union racket for
the Communications, Electrical and Plumbing Union of Australia by keeping out non-union
competition. They are the only people that benefit from this. This bill is to the disadvantage of all
Victorians, unless they are signed up with the Electrical Trades Union. Despite the impression I might
have just given, I think unions can be very valuable—just not when they are hurting ordinary
Victorians to get what they want, as the ETU have done here.
Do you want to know what makes it obvious that this is a stitch-up? Follow the money. The
Communications, Electrical and Plumbing Union of Australia, of which the ETU is a part, was the
seventh-largest political donor in Australia over the last year. It was the third-largest donor to the
Australian Labor Party, chipping in $650 000 to their last election campaign. In 2018 the ETU put a
shot over Daniel Andrews’s bow by donating $50 000 to the Victorian Socialists, a political party
which should not be confused with Daniel Andrews’s own Labor faction, the Victorian Socialist Left.
It clearly reminded him that their money could find a new home, so he is making a pitch to keep it inhouse.
At a time when ordinary Victorians are struggling with ballooning electricity bills caused by the
government’s ludicrous renewable energy targets, this bill will increase power prices. It will not
improve safety for most Victorians; it will just pile on the red tape. Victorian Labor is turning the cash
you pay on your power bills into a comfy nest for their union mates and donations to the Labor Party.
To rising electricity prices, the Liberal Democrats say no. This government cannot be trusted to bring
down power prices or the cost of living, so to this bill the Liberal Democrats say no.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (14:06): It is a true delight to make a contribution to the Energy
Safety Legislation Amendment (Victorian Energy Safety Commission and Other Matters) Bill 2019.
I must say, I do not share the cynicism of the previous speaker in this house, and his contribution was
brief—cutting but brief. We on this side of the house and we in the government are proud of our
legislative reform in the energy space. Particularly when you look at this piece of legislation, it is about
putting community safety and worker safety and the broader constituent safety at its heart. This is the
12th—and it is quite remarkable it is the 12th—piece of energy legislation that has been debated in
this place.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms GARRETT: I am happy to go through some of those, because Mr Finn, I believe, called out
and said, ‘Please tell me more about the 12’! So I will, Mr Finn, I will. You may well recall, Mr Finn,
that the first piece of legislation was the Energy Legislation Amendment (Publication of Retail Offers)
Act 2015. That was a sterling piece of work which required retailers who are relevant licensees to
input general renewable energy feed-in terms and conditions into an internet site nominated by the
minister. There were changes to the Gas Industry Act 2001 requiring publications and published offers
to align with the requirements. We have of course had the lauded Victorian Energy Efficiency Target
Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Act 2015, which made a number of changes around the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007. It was a really seminal piece of work around the
greenhouse gas reduction rates.
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I think this is a good segue into the broader issue that we are now having as a nation in making sure
that we do reduce greenhouse gases and that we do take very seriously the impact of the way in which
we have lived and how it has been detrimental to the environment. I know this is again where Mr Finn
agrees with me profoundly.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms GARRETT: I think he should stand up and make his own contribution on this, because we
have seen some of the devastating impacts of climate change this past summer, and I am very, very
much a realist and a pragmatist in politics here.
Mr Finn: I don’t think you are.
Ms GARRETT: Absolutely I am, Mr Finn. You have heard many of my contributions in this place
and some of the fairies-down-the-garden speeches that we hear from our green unicorn friends. But
we in the Labor Party, as we always do, put our money where our mouth is and put our policy heart
where it matters to actually change things for the better for people and take this stand on climate
change. We are the only party that does so, and you can see where we are on a national stage, where
people have really got the spotlight on these issues after the harrowing fires—and we note the season
is not over. People are really calling on Mr Finn’s counterparts federally to take these issues seriously.
We do need to come up with solutions that are able to be implemented in a way that does not leave
entire groups of people behind or jobless.
That was a segue there, the point being that over many years the Andrews Labor government have
made some very practical and serious steps towards dealing with Victoria’s emissions from way back
when we were first elected. A lot of people scoffed at that. We had those on the other side of the house:
scoff, scoff, scoff. We had our Green comrades: scoff, scoff, scoff, ‘It’s not enough. It’s never enough’.
But here we are celebrating, really, some important energy reforms—it is all about energy—and I just
felt it was meaningful and worthwhile to touch on that issue, particularly in the context of this season.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Again I do believe Mr Finn is saying, ‘Hear, hear! Ms Garrett, please go on’.
Well, I will, Mr Finn. I will. Let us now get to the legislation at hand, although I still have so many
more things to talk about on what we have already done. I will touch on the most recent one around
the jobs and investment renewable energy legislation. Again an important aspect which, I think, our
Green friends in particular never paid too much heed to, is the impact on people’s livelihoods and on
not just their current job prospects but their future job prospects, the history of where they have grown
up and where they are raising their families. It is always very important to see these opportunities
through renewable energy. They are never just a climate response; they are actually a job opportunity
response. And that needs to be at the heart of everything we do here, because far too often people in
this place make pronouncements—wide, sweeping statements and demands about policy changes—
with little or no regard to the impact they would have on the Victorians who are directly in the line of
fire, so to speak. But I digress there.
We are here with the Energy Safety Legislation Amendment (Victorian Energy Safety Commission
and Other Matters) Bill, and this bill, as has been touched on by previous speakers, does two very
important things. The first is that it establishes Energy Safe Victoria (ESV) as a three-person
commission through amendments to the Energy Safe Victoria Act 2005. I will come to that in a
moment as to why that is a very welcome step forward in the way in which we are regulating our
energy matters in this state.
The second major issue that the bill addresses is the establishment of an electrical line worker licensing
scheme, and that involves amending the Electricity Safety Act 1998 to enable subsequent amendments
to then be made to the Electricity Safety (Registration and Licensing) Regulations 2010. These two
primary aspects, we are of the view, make very important changes to how we are regulating energy in
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this state. The first involves very much strengthening the energy safety watchdog, Energy Safe
Victoria. We know that ESV does play a very crucial role in monitoring the energy sector and, when
people or organisations do the wrong thing, in calling that out and holding them to account. So these
changes are about strengthening that regulatory approach and also modernising it.
How this will be achieved is by moving from a single-member agency to a three-person commission.
Members of this chamber will be well aware that that was a recommendation that came out of the
extensive Grimes review. This was a very important review because it had been in excess of 10 years
since the existing framework had been established, and it was important that the government put in
place a mechanism to review that properly and ensure the needs of the community—a growing
community in Victoria, as we know, and also an increasingly complicated environment. So there was
an independent review into the electricity network safety framework that was announced by Minister
D’Ambrosio, and that was chaired by the very well regarded Dr Paul Grimes, who conducted a very
extensive and thorough independent review. He is very well regarded, as I said, having held positions
as Secretary for the Australian government’s Department of Agriculture and Department of
Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities—a huge CV right there before we
even get to his work for the Victorian government but more importantly for the Victorian people.
The main objective of Dr Grimes’s work was to enhance the safety of our electricity supply and reduce
the risk of fires created by electrical assets—and we all know how horrific that can be when those
things go wrong, as we have seen in such devastating fashion in Victoria. Dr Grimes had a huge remit
there and made some 43 recommendations about what reforms should take place. A lot of those
recommendations related to Energy Safe Victoria and what needed to be done there, and one of the
key ones was that it should be transformed, enhanced, changed, taken into a new decade with the
changes that we are here debating today. The recommendations focus on strengthening the governance
of ESV, broadening ESV’s capabilities and capacity to take strong regulatory action, consolidating
legislation to create a single energy safety act—and the list does go on.
But one of the key aspects of the Grimes review was the establishment of the three-person ESV
commission. The commission will also now be supported by a technical advisory committee, and that
is about making sure that the commission has at its very hand, at its very desk, access to the latest and
greatest possible advice to guide it in its decision-making. It has a very large job and a very important
job in our state, and we believe this method of allowing it to conduct its work is absolutely apt for the
times.
This, again, is about the safety of the Victorian community at its heart, and ESV is given a very clear
and unambiguous mandate to put community safety at the forefront of what it does, particularly as the
industry is undergoing the transformations that it is. Again, it is a very, very significant piece of work
from Dr Grimes, and we are very pleased and grateful to him for his work. I am sure he shares the
sense of pride and purpose when we debate this legislation here today.
I will touch briefly, because it is hard to believe that the 15 minutes have almost expired—but we have
an extension of time—
Mr Finn: It seems like an hour.
Ms GARRETT: I’ll pay that; that was funny. There is a new licensing scheme to keep electrical
workers safe—and of course there is nothing remotely funny about this part of the legislation; this is
incredibly important. It is about making sure that appropriate standards are met for people engaged in
this work, which is a protection not just for electrical line workers but for all of the Victorians whom
they service with their critical work.
We know line workers work under dangerous conditions, but there is currently no licensing scheme
in place in Victoria, unlike other jurisdictions which do have such a licensing scheme. That is why we
are establishing it with this piece of legislation. We have committed money to support the establishment
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of that scheme—$2.5 million. This is one, of course, of the Andrews Labor government’s key election
commitments. We took this to the people, and the people overwhelmingly endorsed this approach.
From 1 January 2021, so less than a year away, it will ensure that registered electrical line workers are
licensed. That means that they will have to have achieved professional standards, minimum
qualifications and experience, and they will be required to do ongoing professional development.
Again this is an area where things—technology—change rapidly, and people need to be kept abreast
and be up to date with those changes, otherwise catastrophic things can happen, and this licensing
scheme will mandate that those things actually take place. So again this is about keeping workers safe
and the community safe. We are well into the 21st century and this decade is upon us, and we want to
make sure that Victorians have the best regulatory environment for energy that they possibly can. I
commend this bill to the house.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:21): On behalf of the
government I want to respond to some of the matters that have been raised in this debate on the second
reading. I thank members for their support, or their lack of opposition, to the piece of legislation. At
least I think there is a recognition generally—and I am pleased to hear it—of the important role that
Energy Safety Victoria plays in making sure that the distribution network, the infrastructure, that
supports the energy supply in Victoria is safe, is regulated in an appropriate fashion and indeed has
quality assurance mechanisms in it that provide for the occupational health and safety of the workforce,
the standards of the workforce in relation to working across that industry sector and the way in which
the distribution network operates efficiently.
Indeed ultimately, even though there is a small cost that is associated with the establishment of the
new form of Energy Safety Victoria in terms of the commission, that cost is actually very modest
compared to the huge benefits that the community derives from its confidence about the reliability and
safety of the system. Indeed, Energy Safety Victoria had an establishment in the last budget of a bit
over $40 million. It is an organisation that runs very efficiently. If you look at its budget expenditure,
it is an organisation that operates within its means, and the additional costs of additional
commissioners that are introduced by this piece of legislation are comparatively modest. Indeed we
think the pass through to households will be in the order of 44 cents per annum to be able to acquit the
functions that are associated with the levies that will be applied across the industry, their pass through
to consumers, and to be able to make sure that the new regulatory environment is better structured,
more responsive and acquits a broader range of responsibilities with a degree of confidence that the
community would expect of a modern regulator.
Indeed with the levies that are being applied here, we as a government actually do not want to increase
household costs but we do understand that on many occasions there is some degree of contribution
that consumers may make and industry may make in relation to providing for additional safety
concerns and outcomes in the name of protecting the interests of the community, such as Cladding
Safety Victoria, which was recently established by the government, and the longstanding fire services
property levy, which was introduced as far back as 2012, which have underpinned our emergency
response and our effectiveness in relation to keeping our community safe.
During the course of the second-reading debate there were some questions raised about the way in
which ministerial powers of direction may be used under this bill and how it may change from preexisting ministerial powers of direction that the minister under the current act, the Energy Safety
Victoria Act 2005, has. Those powers of direction from the minister have some limits in the way in
which they can effectively be applied flexibly, and they will have a degree of agility in relation to the
review mechanisms that can be undertaken by the commission. There are certain reporting
requirements in relation to having public hearings and tabling in Parliament. Indeed this bill does not
preclude those from occurring in the future, but what it means is that they will have a one-size-fits-all
approach with the commission in terms of how it responds to those directions.
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So this direction power that the minister now has enables, with 14 days notice to the commission, an
application of not only review mechanisms but guidance being given to the sector. It certainly is a
more flexible arrangement in relation to giving directions and advice in relation to emerging safety
risks or the introduction of new technology across the sector. We think this is a better frame for realtime direction and response from the commission that the minister now has available to her with the
implementation of this piece of legislation.
Indeed my colleague Ms Taylor—who has now left the chamber, but I heard her make her contribution
before she left—in a similar fashion to the way that I am gesticulating in front of the chamber today,
made sure that she reinforced her message in semaphore as well as in word. She communicated to the
chamber very clearly that the ministerial directions are very similar to what we see in other parts of
industry, in other sectors and in other regulatory bodies across the country. She listed the Australian
Securities and Investments Commission, the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority and the Clean
Energy Regulator, which all apply in the commonwealth jurisdiction, as well as the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission. In Victoria there are a number of ministerial direction
authorities, whether they relate to entities such as Parks Victoria, the Victorian Planning Authority,
WorkSafe or VicRoads. There were some questions raised about the appropriateness of that power of
ministerial direction, but in fact it is a comparatively light, responsive and agile series of powers that
the minister has in relation to seeking action of the regulator in this important sector.
A number of people in their contributions became a little bit confused about the political affiliation of
the Electrical Trades Union and the Australian Labor Party, with the overriding imperative to make
sure that line work in electrical infrastructure and its safety and the professional acquittal of that
responsibility having actually been blurred. So specifically to you, Mr Quilty, can I actually say that
whilst the Electrical Trades Union may have an acute and enduring interest in the professional acumen
that is brought to this field, the government recognises the significance of that issue and the
government’s interest is in protecting the public in terms of the quality of work that applies across the
sector.
If any of us were about to go out and work on a line, any line in the energy sector today, I guarantee
you that most of us would fail. It is stormy outside today—thunderstorms and rain—but in fact
electrical supply is often interrupted during those periods of time. You do not want amateurs being out
there or people who have not pursued their professional development. Indeed my good friend and
colleague the President in his former professional life did work as a line worker, and I would not want
him out there working today for a variety of reasons. I am certain he does not want to be out there
either because he knows that in terms of modern practice and his ability to acquit his responsibility
they are not contemporary skills and knowledge that he would bring to that endeavour.
It is very important for Victorian consumers and Victorian communities to understand that the 4000
or so line workers that are out there and the more than 200 apprentices that work in this sector have
qualifications and a standing that means they can acquit their responsibilities in a professional manner.
Indeed the licensing arrangement that we are introducing through this piece of legislation is very
clearly being established for those reasons. It is about standards applying in the sector. It is about a
licensing regime whereby Energy Safe Victoria can not only monitor the capability and credentials of
the workforce but can issue guidance in relation to standards, training opportunities and professional
development. They are very important in relation to acquitting the responsibility of the state in making
sure that our energy supply is secure and safe.
That is the overriding reason why the government has acted in this way, and we do not want to be
distracted on the basis of what might be a political affiliation between the government and the
Electrical Trades Union. I can assure you that in fact the construction that you placed in your
contribution, Mr Quilty, does not do justice to the gravity. In fact I want to go back now that I have
said those things to you—you did on the way through acknowledge that unions can play and do play
an important role in this community in terms of not only protecting members but by being interested
in industry standards. You did make that point, and I want to go back to that.
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Mr Hayes raised a series of issues relating to safety more generally, particularly through the prism of
the bushfire response and the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission’s recommendations in
relation to various ways in which the electricity supply could be provided and what treatments may be
provided in light of the tragic experience of the 2009 bushfires. Indeed the royal commission did make
recommendations about the variety of ways in which our electricity infrastructure could be provided
in a safer fashion, and indeed they did recommend mandating certain responses that the government
has introduced, but in fact what Mr Hayes was concerned about was what might have been read down
to be a recommendation that all powerlines be placed underground.
That was an option that the royal commission commented on but it was certainly by no means the way
in which the royal commission was necessarily envisaging that program would be run out. Indeed
when you actually consider that at the moment the government’s response has involved rapid earth
fault current limiters (REFCLs), as Mr Hayes actually indicated, single-wire earth return lines and
automatic circuit reclosers on the 31 000 kilometres of the 22-kilovolt distribution lines, that program,
which I will outline in a minute, has nowhere near the cost structures of what was the estimate of the
$20 billion to $40 billion it would take to insulate or underground all high-voltage lines in bushfireprone areas across Victoria. By and large it is a combination of effectiveness and cost and the ability
to actually acquit the remarkable dimensions of that undertaking.
In relation to what we have done, this government, indeed punctuated by the Baillieu-Napthine
governments, has cumulatively had a number of programs. Certainly this government continues to roll
out the rapid earth fault current limiters, REFCLs, and the automatic circuit reclosers. Mr Hayes
recognised that this has been undertaken at a significant cost to the program. More than three-quarters
of a billion dollars worth of investment has been made in relation to REFCLs alone in terms of their
rollout. That, we think, has reduced the risk of more than 60 per cent of the rollout.
Other programs that we have include the Powerline Replacement Fund, a $200 million project to
insulate or underground some 741 kilometres of bare-wire powerlines under Kyneton, Kinglake and
Colac and the Local Infrastructure Assistance Fund, which is $30 million to enable a number of
residential aged-care facilities and other facilities to be cared for. The significant undertaking that has
cumulatively been taken by the government is such that we can see the benefits of the REFCLs and
other investments. We also have a research and development fund and $10 million of research activity
in relation to new ways in which we can support the network.
I have run out of time, but as you can tell from my enthusiasm, the government supports this bill and
recommends it to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:37): By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be
returned to the Assembly with a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill
without amendment.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (CASEY CITY COUNCIL) BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) (14:37): I have a message from the Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly presents for the agreement of the Legislative Council ‘A Bill for an Act to dismiss
the Casey City Council and to provide for a general election for that Council and for other purposes’.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:38): I will be acting minister
for this moment.
Mr Davis: You would’ve thought he’d be here for this.
Mr JENNINGS: You might have. Pursuant to standing order 14.34, I declare this to be an urgent
bill and move:
That the bill be treated as an urgent bill.

Motion agreed to.
Mr JENNINGS: I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Statement of compatibility
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:39): I lay on the table a
statement of compatibility with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘Charter’),
I make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Local Government (Casey City Council) Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Local Government (Casey City Council) Bill 2020 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 proposed Local Government (Casey City Council) Bill 2020 (Bill) proposes to dismiss the Casey City
Council (Council) and provide for the appointment of administrators for the Council. This follows the
recommendations in the report of the municipal monitor, Laurinda Gardner, who I appointed to the Casey
City Council under section 223CA of the Local Government Act 1989. The report recommends the dismissal
of the council beyond the October 2020 general elections for local government.
The municipal monitor provided me with her report on Tuesday 11 February 2020. The municipal monitor
states that, based on her observations, there has been significant governance failures at the council, including
in relation to the council’s statutory responsibilities under the Local Government Act. The report also notes
that the councillors have failed to demonstrate a willingness to improve their ability to meet statutory
obligations in the performance of their role as a councillor, including in relation to requirements for disclosing
conflicts of interests.
The report also notes that the councillors have prioritised protecting their personal reputations in light of
Operation Sandon, an Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) investigation into
allegations of corrupt conduct involving councillors and property developers in the City of Casey, rather than
restoring public confidence in the council and protecting the interests of its municipality. According to the
municipal monitor, the council is likely to be further distracted from performing its core business and further
serious governance failures may be highlighted when the public examinations for the IBAC investigation
resume in March 2020.
The municipal monitor concludes in her report that the council requires a thorough review of governance
policies, procedures and processes, and significant work to repair the damage to the council’s reputation and
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standing in its community. In light of her findings, the municipal monitor recommends that the council is
dismissed and administrators appointed for a period beyond the general elections for local government in
October 2020.
As such, I seek the dismissal of elected councillors at the council until October 2024 to enable a thorough
review and embedding of good governance policies, procedures and processes for effective council decisionmaking, and for the development of more diverse community leaders and greater participation in setting a
vision for the City of Casey.
The proposed Bill dismisses the Council until October 2024.
Human Rights Issues
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill
Taking part in public life
Section 18 of the Charter establishes a right for an individual to, without discrimination, participate in the
conduct of public affairs, to vote and be elected at periodic State and municipal elections, and to have access
to the Victorian public service and public office.
Clause 5 of the Bill clearly engages and purports to restrict the right under section 18 of the Charter.
The limitation appears to be reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society under
section 7(2) of the Charter Act.
The right to participate in the conduct of public affairs broadly relates to the exercise of governmental power
by all levels of government, including local government. The right to be elected ensures that eligible voters
have a free choice of candidates in an election and, much like the right to vote, is not conferred on all
Victorians, but is limited to eligible persons who meet certain criteria. The processes for the appointment,
promotion, suspension and dismissal of candidates and councillors are objective, reasonable and nondiscriminatory.
In this case, the purpose of the limitation is to enable the restoration of good government at the council.
IBAC has been conducting an investigation called Operation Sandon which has a particular focus on
allegations of serious corrupt conduct in relation to planning and property development decisions at the Casey
City Council. As part of Operation Sandon, public examinations ran from 18 November 2019 to 6 December
2019, and will recommence on 2 March 2020.
As a result of Operation Sandon, I appointed Laurinda Gardner as a municipal monitor to the council on
27 November 2019. She was required to monitor the council’s governance functioning, processes and
practices and report to me by 11 February 2020.
In summary, the report found significant governance failures at the council, including an embedded
‘avoidance culture’ among councillors which has enabled alleged bullying, intimidation, exclusion and other
inappropriate conduct to go unchallenged. The municipal monitor notes that councillors are susceptible to
‘being led by more dominant characters’ and less likely to question and fully debate issues. This is further
reinforced by the low level of transparency and accountability at council meetings to the extent agenda items
are resolved ‘en bloc’ with no discussion. The municipal monitor also found that the councillors have failed
to meet key statutory requirements under the Local Government Act and that there has been serious damage
to the reputation of, and public confidence in, the council. The municipal monitor expressly states that she
has no confidence in the ability of the council to meet its statutory obligations in the foreseeable future.
Accordingly, the municipal monitor recommends that the council is dismissed until beyond October 2020
and administrators appointed. This can only be achieved through legislation.
The serious nature of the monitor’s findings justifies the dismissal of the elected councillors. In addition, the
municipal monitor notes that the councillors have failed to understand the core causes of their governance
failings and continue to prioritise protecting their personal reputations in response to Operation Sandon, rather
than properly performing their statutory role of councillor and protecting the interests of the City of Casey.
Removal of an elected council is always a matter of last resort and undertaken only in the most serious of
circumstances. While it is regrettable that this is necessary, the Government has a responsibility to protect
communities from governance failings by their local representatives.
The Local Government Act provides a less restrictive and more immediate measure, namely suspension
pursuant to section 219(1). However, section 219 is not appropriate in this case because it provides for
suspension for a maximum period of 12 months, indicating the provision is intended for circumstances in
which a short interruption to elected representation will be sufficient to overcome the failures identified.
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However, as the municipal monitor’s report demonstrates, the circumstances require the removal of
democratic representatives beyond October 2020. This is to enable a thorough embedding of good governance
policies and procedures at the council, and the development and implementation of a municipal wide program
to develop more and diverse community leaders and greater participation in setting a vision for the City of
Casey.
In response, the Bill dismisses the Casey City Council, and provides for a term of administration until the next
general election for the Council in October 2024.
Under the Local Government Act, general elections for local government occur every four years in October.
Despite this, the period of administration under the Bill is considered reasonable. This is in order to give effect
to the monitor’s recommendation in relation to the next election of the council, to enable administrators to
effectively address the monitor’s second recommendation regarding improving council decision-making and
working with the community to develop new and diverse leaders, and to address any recommendations
expected to be delivered by IBAC following its conclusion of Operation Sandon.
Importantly, the period of administration enables the council to return to democracy in line with the statutory
timing of the next general elections for local government after October 2020, provides a full four-year term
for the next group of elected councillors and is balanced against the community interest in having
democratically elected representatives.
Privacy and Reputation
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with, and not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
Clause 5 of the Bill provides for the dismissal of the elected councillors, and therefore purports to restrict the
right under section 13 of the Charter.
Any interference with a person’s privacy and reputation is lawful and not arbitrary in this case. The decision
to remove the councillors from office follows the recommendation from a municipal monitor.
The serious nature of the issues identified at the council by the municipal monitor, as identified above, clearly
warrant the immediate removal of the councillors.
The Hon Adem Somyurek MP
Minister for Local Government
Minister for Small Business

Second reading
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:39): I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
This Bill will dismiss the Casey City Council and provide for the appointment of an administrator or panel of
administrators in response to the recommendations of the report from the municipal monitor appointed to the
Casey City Council.
The municipal monitor, Laurinda Gardner, was appointed on 27 November 2019 under section 223CA of the
Local Government Act 1989 (the Local Government Act) to monitor the Casey City Council’s governance
functioning, processes and practices. This appointment was in light of the public examinations conducted as
part of Operation Sandon, an Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) investigation
into allegations of corrupt conduct involving councillors and property developers in the City of Casey.
IBAC’s public examinations as part of Operation Sandon commenced on 14 November 2019, ran until 6
December 2019 and are set to resume on 2 March 2020. The issues raised during the public examinations to
date are alarming and identify serious issues in relation to alleged corruption, the provision and declaration of
campaign donations, conflicts of interest, integrity and transparency of council decision-making, the role and
use of lobbyists and the role of council staff.
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In accordance with the municipal monitor’s terms of reference, Laurinda Gardner was required to report back
to me by 11 February 2020. I have tabled the monitor’s final report to ensure full transparency of the findings
and process.
The monitor’s report raises serious concerns about governance at the council. Ms Gardner reports that
councillors have displayed a low-level regard for engagement with the communities they are elected to
represent, which is a failure in one of the core statutory responsibilities of a councillor. She also notes a low
level of engagement by councillors in strategic items required to be considered by the council, such as the
Annual Plan. In fact, Ms Gardner finds that in response to the intense scrutiny by IBAC and the appointment
of a municipal monitor, the councillors have prioritised protecting their own reputations rather than that of the
City of Casey.
Further, she notes in her report that there is an embedded ‘avoidance culture’ among councillors which has
enabled alleged bullying, intimidation, exclusion and other inappropriate conduct to go unchallenged. She is
also of the view that the councillors are at risk of being ‘led by more dominant characters’ and therefore less
likely to question and fully debate issues. This is further reinforced by the low level of transparency and
accountability at council meetings due to the extent of agenda items resolved ‘en bloc’ with no discussion.
Ms Gardner notes that 'en bloc' voting has contributed to very short council meetings, often under one hour,
which do not feature an appropriate or sufficient level of consideration and debate of matters required for the
effective governance of a large and complex organisation.
The monitor also notes that despite contemporaneous advice from the council administration and ample
training opportunities, councillors do not appear to understand what is required in declaring conflicts of
interest during council meetings, nor how to hold other councillors to account for undeclared conflicts of
interest. This raises serious concerns that conflicts of interest are not being declared as required under the
Local Government Act.
The monitor’s report concludes that there have been significant governance failures of the council, including
in relation to council’s statutory responsibilities under the Act, that councillors have failed to understand the
core causes of their governance failings, nor demonstrated any willingness to improve their ability to meet
statutory obligations including in relation to conflicts of interest. She also found that there has been serious
damage to the reputation of, and public confidence in, the council.
The monitor notes that the council requires:
•

A thorough review of policies, procedures and processes to ensure the council has clear and
appropriate decision-making roles and responsibilities in place, including how to manage
councillor interaction with affected stakeholders; and

•

Significant work to repair the damage to the council's reputation and standing in its community, so
that the community has a pool of high-quality candidates to choose from when electing their next
council.

Accordingly, the monitor recommends dismissal of the council for a term that extends beyond the general
elections for local government in October 2020 to enable:
•

a thorough review and embedding of policies, procedures and processes for more effective
decision-making and responsibilities; and

•

the development and implementation of an extensive municipal-wide program to develop more
and diverse community leaders, greater participation in setting a vision for Casey, and more
awareness and interest in local democracy, the role of council and the responsibilities of
councillors.

The issues raised in the report will not be resolved quickly and they raise serious concerns about the ability
of the councillors to effectively govern the municipality. The current council has not demonstrated any
willingness to remedy the governance issues raised and there needs to be a break in democratically elected
representation at the council for a significant period to restore good government for the City of Casey’s
community.
The Bill provides for the next general election for the Casey City Council to be held in October 2024. This
period of dismissal:
•

gives effect to the monitor’s recommendation in relation to the timing of the next election of the
council,

•

enables the council to return to democracy in line with the statutory timing of the next general
elections for local government after October 2020,

•

provides a full four-year term for the next group of elected councillors,
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•

provides sufficient time for the administrators to implement the monitor’s recommendation to
improve decision-making at the council and working with the community to develop new and
diverse leaders, and

•

ensures that any recommendations delivered by IBAC upon its completion of Operation Sandon
can be considered and effectively implemented.
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Dismissing a council by Parliament is the most serious intervention by the state and is only undertaken in the
most serious cases of governance failure. It gives me no pleasure that there is evidence that this is the current
situation in the City of Casey.
Without this Bill, there is risk of further deterioration of the governance at the council and the probity, integrity
and accountability expected of local government.
I have stated before and I remain resolute that the community and Parliament expect the highest standards of
governance, probity and representation from their councillors and council staff. This Bill will ensure good
governance, and confidence, is restored in the City of Casey.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:39): I am pleased to rise and
make a contribution to the Local Government (Casey City Council) Bill 2020. This is a bill that has
been expedited through the Parliament today. The opposition has been supportive of that process. My
colleague Tim Smith, the Shadow Minister for Local Government, has been active on these matters,
calling for some time—
Mr Finn: He’s led the way.
Mr DAVIS: He has led the way, Mr Finn, on the need for the Casey council to be sacked. To
explain to the chamber where we are with this, a number of members of the chamber were briefed
earlier today by the monitor, Laurinda Gardner. She is a person who I have dealt with before and have
considerable respect for. She was appointed by the Minister for Local Government as a monitor onto
the Casey council. She makes a number of points in her report that were spoken to by both her and
bureaucrats earlier in the day privately to members of this chamber and the other chamber, but it was
tabled in the chamber earlier today by the Minister for Local Government himself.
The report makes a number of key findings. It does point to a poor state of governance; it does point
to the fact that a number of councillors are somewhat emotional and fragile. It also points to the need
for the removal of a number of particular councillors. It does point to a number of issues at the council,
and I am not going to rehearse all of those, but there is a fear of conflict or intimidation pointed to and
some bullying and intimidation by exclusion. The poor councillor engagement with the community
was a point that Ms Gardner highlighted in the briefing and is present in her monitor’s report.
She did go on to point out that the CEO struggled to get councillors to engage with a number of
important matters like strategic plans. She believes decision-making at the council lacked
transparency. She believes that the conflict of interest issues that arose from time to time were not well
managed. Some councillors did not raise the issue with the CEO in advance. She pointed to en bloc
voting and the comments of other agencies that looked at en bloc voting earlier. I am less persuaded,
I might add, by that than she seemed to be, but I note that that is a point that she has made. Council
meetings, she claims, were short, consumed by visits by community groups instead of debate about
issues. Look, these things are matter of balance, to be absolutely fair. She points to a lack of community
interest. Individual councillor reputation, she believes, seemed on the face of it to be more important
to those councillors than council recommendations.
She made a number of clear recommendations. I note that the dismissal of the council is a key
recommendation. She did make a recommendation that this council be removed, and I will make some
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comments about the length of time in a moment, but I think it is important to read the recommendations
formally. I am quoting from her report tabled in the Parliament today:
The IBAC investigation—

and I will come back and say more about that—
will resume in March 2020 and further matters are likely to come into the public arena. This will add to the
fragility of some Councillors at the Casey City Council, serve as a further and prolonged distraction from
Council business and may highlight further serious governance failures by individual Councillors at the
Council.
The City of Casey is a fast growing and ethnically diverse community and it warrants a Council that is also
diverse in background and thought, of high integrity and willing to debate issues and take accountability.

To the extent that the Casey council is one of those unique and very rapid growth councils, I agree that
these are important issues and you do need a highly engaged local council, a council that is able to
advocate strongly not only at council level but to central government as well. And I do think there are
unique challenges in these growth areas.
Casey is a very large council—more than 350 000-odd people now. It is a council of huge scale. To
be fair to the council, I would say it is not a council without achievements, and it is important to put
those on record. The Bunjil Place development is something that I think many felt at the time may
well have been a bit of a Taj Mahal, but I would actually defend the creation of civic spaces, as the
council has I think successfully done with that Bunjil Place, and I think it is important to put on the
record that this is not a council without achievements over recent years. The opening of Bunjil Place
and the enormous community facilities will actually be a significant matter for that community into
the future and will actually help build a sense of community by the provision of those facilities. The
performing facilities and other public spaces I think are actually very important.
So do not think for moment that I want to leave the chamber or the broad community with the belief
that nothing has been achieved by the Casey council. There has been a lot of negativity, and I will
come back to that in a minute, but I do want to be reasonable and make the point that there is a balance
to be seen here, and I want to put on record some of those successes. Ms Gardner said:
I am of the view that the Council requires:
1.

A thorough review of policies, procedures and processes to ensure the Council has clear and
appropriate decision-making roles and responsibilities in place, including to manage Councillor
interaction with affected stakeholders; and

2.

Significant work to repair the damage to the Council’s reputation and standing in its community,
so that the community has a pool of high-quality candidates to choose from when electing their
next Council.

I therefore recommend that:
1.

The Casey City Council is dismissed and administrators are appointed.

2.

The term of Administration extends beyond the general elections for local government in October
2020 to enable:
•

a thorough review and embedding of policies, procedures and processes for more effective
decision-making and responsibilities; and

•

the development and implementation of an extensive municipal wide program to develop
more and diverse community leaders, greater participation in setting a vison for Casey, and
more awareness and interest in local democracy, the role of Council and the responsibilities
of Councillors.

In her findings she said:
There have been significant governance failures …
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She said there is:
An embedded ‘avoidance culture’ …
In response to the intense scrutiny by IBAC and the appointment of a municipal monitor—

that is, Ms Gardner, who I have referred to—
the Councillors have prioritised protecting their reputations rather than that of the City of Casey.
The Councillors have failed to fully understand the core causes of their governance failings or to demonstrate
a willingness to improve their ability to meet statutory obligations.

She said:
There has been serious damage to the reputation of, and public confidence in, the Council.

And I agree with that—there has been significant damage. She went on to say:
For these reasons, I do not have confidence in the ability of Casey City Council to meet its statutory
obligations under the Act for the foreseeable future, particularly in relation to its ability to ‘act in a way that
secures and preserves public confidence in the office of councillor’.

And then she went on to make those recommendations that I put on the public record now.
It is true, I think, that the IBAC findings have damaged the standing of the council significantly. Noone can deny that, and those findings, I think, have surprised many of us and concerned many of us. I
do not need to rehearse all of those here other than to put on the record that IBAC is obviously
continuing its program.
As I said in the chamber the other day in response to Mr Hayes’s motion, the IBAC was a creation of
the Liberal-Nationals government between 2010 and 2014. It is an achievement that we are proud of,
and the powers of the IBAC are significant. We note and put on record again now our concerns about
the way the government has amended the powers of IBAC and also failed to provide sufficient
resources. The commissioner, who has actually laid out some of those requests for additional support,
is somebody that we do think is making reasonable points when they are made in a public forum. So
we have been on record indicating that we support the additional powers that have been sought and
we support the additional resources for IBAC.
We do not believe that a lot of what has been uncovered at Casey would have been uncovered if it
were not that IBAC was in place, and that was, as I say, the creation of the Liberal-Nationals
government between 2010 and 2014. It was bitterly fought—bitterly fought—by the Labor Party prior
to 2010 and even during that period of 2010 to 2014 as the successive parts of the IBAC infrastructure
were actually put into place through this chamber and this Parliament. We have to wait for IBAC to
complete its work. I think many of us have been concerned—very concerned indeed—about what we
have heard. There will be further IBAC hearings, as I understand it, from March going forward, and
we will await those hearings.
But the monitor’s report—Ms Gardner’s report—stands on its own. She has been appointed by the
minister for the purposes of making these decisions and advising the government and ultimately, in
this case, the Parliament. Both Mr Smith and I, and the Liberal and National parties, are persuaded by
the argument that Ms Gardner has made. I want to put it on record that it is always something that
those of us who are democrats at heart find difficult, in terms of sacking a local government, because
local government does have a very significant role in our local community. Mr Atkinson and I will
remember when local government reform happened between 1992 and 1996. When I was elected in
1996—
Ms Stitt interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Well, I have to say that nobody has argued that we would return to 212 councils—
no-one has argued that. The reform did need to be made, and I make the point very sensibly that those
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changes were in the broader community interest at the time. Notwithstanding all that, the new councils
that have been created, largely through the Kennett government’s creation of councils, have, with a
number of mild exceptions, actually stuck through the period since then. Most councils have gone on
to create very significant local community infrastructure and community capital, or social capital, in
the broad sense of that word. It is for those reasons that I am always cautious about the process of the
Parliament peremptorily sacking councils.
I say that we are persuaded in this case. Mr Smith was aware of the commentary that was there and
the failure of the council to respond properly on a number of points. We know that one councillor is
overseas—and that is something that I think the community has not been impressed at all about—but
we know also that not all of the councillors are involved in whatever the matters are that IBAC and
others have investigated, and we need to be careful to look at the role of each individual councillor
and to understand that this has several layers. IBAC will look at and deal with those matters as time
goes forward. The governance matters that are referred to by Ms Gardner are persuasive certainly to
me and to the opposition.
I think it is worth pointing out something of the time lines that are often involved here. It is important
that the time lines are reasonable, and there is a history here: South Gippsland was sacked for two
years and four months; the Central Goldfields for three years and two months; Geelong for one year
and six months; Wangaratta for three years and one month; Brimbank—and I think Brimbank, for
those of us who remember, was a particular and special case, a very bad case, of a council that had
gone right off the rails—was out for six years and 11 months; Glen Eira for two months; Nillumbik
for four months; and Darebin in 1998 for four months. So a default to a shorter period is more often
fairer.
We think the government’s call is a little long on this, but notwithstanding that we do not think a short
term is satisfactory either. We are aware of people seeking to amend, and we think that a short term is
not sufficient. We think 2021 is too soon in light of what is going on here and particularly in light of
the fact that the IBAC matters are still to be concluded. We think the government’s amendment is too
long but we think 2021 is too short.
I want to note some other points. I note the Victorian Local Governance Association has supported
the decisions, and as I understand it the Municipal Association of Victoria and LGPro also support the
sacking of this council at this time. The minister has clearly played a role here and is playing a little
bit of catch-up to Mr Smith, but the minister, as I understand it, addressed the council yesterday.
Mr Somyurek: Yes, I did. I admit, yes.
Mr DAVIS: You did address them. So in your summing-up or earlier you might want to indicate
what you said to the council, what commentary or chastisement perhaps—I obviously was not there—
and what commitments or other counsel you gave the council. I would be interested to hear what the
nature of that conversation was. I presume that under the Local Government Act 1989 a meeting of
that many councillors with an external person would be something that would be minuted and likely
recorded, and the minister may want to release to the community a copy of that transcript if that is
possible. I think it would be in the broad community’s interest.
So our view is that IBAC has obviously got its period to run into the future, that the sacking of the
council is justified, and indeed the opposition has called for that so we understand the response.
We base our decisions on that in particular on Ms Gardner’s report, the work that she has undertaken
and the briefings that she has provided to us. We believe that there should be a decent period where
the council is out—2023 or somewhere thereabouts would be a more sensible time in our view; we
think four years and eight months is a very long period of time. But notwithstanding that, there is a
period where this is going to be in some flux given the ongoing IBAC investigation. In those
circumstances we are minded to support the government’s legislation particularly, as I say, on the basis
of the monitor’s report.
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Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14:57): What a difference two weeks can make. You will
all know I am not one to crow, but I told you so. I congratulate the government for reaching this
conclusion. The revelations about this council are an ugly stain on Victoria’s integrity and reputation,
so it is great that the council has to go. I am not one for sacking councils, but Casey council should be
sacked. 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. This all happened late last year, so the evidence was on the table quite a while ago
that this council was not up to doing its job, particularly in planning matters, which I consider to be
some of the most important things that councils do.
I say ‘sack the council’ with the proviso that elections are held as quickly as possible because I think
people should be democratically represented at the local level all the time, and if not, the majority of
the time. Yet this government wants the ratepayers of this council to be stuck with administrators until
2024—that is nearly five years of administration. But why? Why such a long period of time? None of
the other councils that were sacked in recent living memory had administrators imposed for such a
long period of time, yet this government wants it, and the opposition wants four years of
administrators. I do not know why. That really is quite a long time.
It was only last sitting week that the government shut down my motion to sack Casey council, and it
refused to introduce reforms to stop politicians and councillors at both levels of government, state and
local, from accepting gifts and payments from property developers—the very reason we are in this
situation in the first place. I note that the government was adamant that it could not support my motion
because it was imperative not to pre-empt the findings of IBAC. Now, in the very next sitting week,
we have the government rushing with haste to sack the council and impose administrators for a hell of
a long time.
I would like to think that the members of the government have come to their senses and have some
remorse about voting my motion down. Yet they are still to address the most important matter, and
that is developer donations to political parties. Their party has been shown to be quite a beneficiary of
such donations. Both parties are beneficiaries, and both parties opposed my motion.
In a briefing with the municipal monitor this morning, Laurinda Gardner, we were advised that the
management, day-to-day functions, staff and organisational hierarchy at the City of Casey are all
operating now and have been operating to a high standard. The failures are isolated to councillors,
some of whom have been completely corrupted by their pursuit of wealth. The monitor this morning
advised us that basic delivery of services, in her words, continues quite well. This is extremely different
from other councils that the government has sacked, such as Geelong, in which it was alleged that the
council organisation was rotten from top to bottom. Why on earth would we need almost five years of
administration to rectify issues that are isolated to a group of councillors who are set to be sacked
anyway?
I am going to propose an amendment which would change the last line of the recommendations to
omit that the elections be held on the fourth Saturday in October 2024, and insert the words ‘no later
than the fourth Saturday in October 2021’. I ask that that amendment be circulated now.
Sustainable Australia amendment circulated by Mr HAYES pursuant to standing orders.
Mr HAYES: I will just go on if that is all right. Back in April 2016 an inquiry commissioned by
the then local government minister, Natalie Hutchins, found the council had become so
dysfunctional—this is in regard to Geelong council—it could not govern properly and should be
dismissed. It followed an earlier report into allegations of bullying at the council by the former human
rights commissioner Susan Halliday. The elections were held on 27 October 2017. That is a year and
a half of administration there. Originally the elections were scheduled for 2020. The government’s
plan was to hold them in 2020, and the upper house threatened to block the bill if the government did
not agree to earlier elections. The administrator was appointed, as I said, between April 2016 and
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October 2017. Why is this so different that the upper house is coming to the conclusion, or may well
come to the conclusion, that we need a much longer period of administration in this case? It has not
been found rotten to the core; it is not an endemic or systemic problem of council administration here.
I note that the monitor has merely suggested that the administration continue past the 2020 local
government elections. It is the government that has randomly decided to wait until 2024 and the
opposition to wait until 2023. The people of Cranbourne, the people of Berwick and the people of the
Casey municipality deserve much better. After this disgrace the people of Casey deserve the chance
to democratically elect a local government that can lead them through this mess.
I have problems with administrators being imposed on councils, because many undemocratic things
are done in the period of administration. This has happened before. Years ago I saw people who were
very unhappy with what had been done during administration, particularly in the area of planning.
Okay, people certainly had not been getting proper representation and planning before with council
corruption going on, but get rid of the corrupt council and give people the chance to elect a new council
that will democratically support their wishes at local government level.
There has not been any community consultation to determine if ratepayers are supportive of five years
of administration. My guess is that they would be very displeased. Administration is necessary in the
very interim time frame, but it is undemocratic to keep them there for years and years without reason.
Seeing the government has not done any consultation with the community, I decided to ask my staff
to do a bit for them.
I note the following comments on the Casey Residents and Ratepayers Association forum. ‘Now we
will have to have an administrator until October 2024. So much for having independent voices on
council’, one remarked. Here we have another remark: ‘Now we can celebrate as the administrators
cut through our council’, said another in sarcasm. Another said, ‘It would be very disappointing if the
people of Casey were not given an opportunity to have their say at the earliest possible moment’, and
that is my position completely—at the earliest possible moment is the way I would like to see a new
council re-elected and put back in place. ‘The mess is the current lot of councillors. Surely just getting
rid of them and then letting the residents elect new councillors should be all that is required to resolve
the situation’, yet another resident—also a member of the Australian Labor Party, apparently—said.
There is no credible reason as to why we need to wait for almost five years for these residents to
democratically elect their government. It should happen in 2021 at the latest.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (15:07): I am going to keep my contribution very brief. I have
had a quick look through the report. It clarifies a lot of problems with Casey council. In my dealings
with Casey council I actually found them pretty good; that was a while ago. But we seem to spend a
lot of time in this place dealing with councils, and I am going to finish my contribution with a question:
do we need councils at all?
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:08): Where do I start? From the beginning, obviously.
It does feel like groundhog day. Only two weeks ago the crossbench brought this up as an issue, and
two weeks ago we had the government as well as the opposition both against sacking Casey council.
But actually looking at the report it is quite clear what the monitor has actually said. I will just read
from the report.
Both the Administration and Councillors report no reduction in service delivery over the last 2–3 months and
this view is reinforced by customer contact and complaints information. The exceptions to this are increased
caution by some staff in making decisions and putting items to Councillor forums and Council meetings. This
is resulting in a backlog of Council business items and even shorter than usual Council meetings. There has
also been the need to compromise the annual business planning and budgeting process. The latter was to
commence with a one-day planning session between management and Council in December. This was
cancelled and a short discussion and abridged process for gaining Councillor input to the capital program has
been undertaken. The Administration is also cautious about the extent of community engagement in this
annual planning process at this time when the dominant community concern relates to issues arising from the
IBAC investigation.
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When councils actually are going through an election process there is normally a caretaker period.
During that caretaker period there are a few months before the council elections in which the council
is virtually running itself, with councillors not making any major decisions. Then there is an election,
and then after the election obviously new councillors are gaining their feet; there is that period of about
six months. Here we have the government proposing that the Casey community are not going to have
councillors for a four-and-a-half-year period. That is ludicrous. Respectfully, I understand a 12-month
period—I will give it even 18 months.
The amendment that Mr Hayes has brought to the chamber is a great amendment. The Casey
community actually deserves a properly run council; otherwise the community does not get the chance
to have that input. So, respectfully, I one hundred per cent support Mr Hayes’s amendment, the
government’s proposal and, obviously, the report from the monitor. Under the current Local
Government Act 1989 the minister does not have the control to actually just get rid of the bad eggs;
even though there are councillors there that have absolutely done nothing wrong, unfortunately the
Local Government Act 1989 does not allow the minister to actually just sack the one, two, three, four
or five councillors that were doing the wrong thing. Currently the minister and the government only
have the ability to sack the whole council, so they are virtually throwing the baby out with the
bathwater. So for me—someone who has 20 years of experience in local government and understands
the important role that good councillors on a council can play for the community—respectfully, to
think that we are going to actually have no elected representatives on that council for four and a half
years just beggars belief.
Listening to the contribution of the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Davis, he also concurs. In part of his
contribution he talked about Brimbank City Council having no councillors there for six to eight years.
I think it was actually a longer period—it was two election cycles. It is a long time for a community
to have administrators at the helm. At such a time the community and the council just really struggle
to have what they need in the way of councillor input and community input—a proper representative
of their local area sitting on council, being able to actually contribute to the budget decisions and to
contribute to all the policies and directions that are asked of a councillor. To think that the staff and
the CEO as well as the executive management team would not have that direct guidance from a
councillor—who is democratically elected, sitting there to be able to represent that particular area—
respectfully, for four and a half years beggars belief.
Reading this report—and, please, if I have read this wrong—I understand it is saying that Casey City
Council, Casey as a council, is running well: great customer service, delivering great outcomes for the
community. Where is the additional information around the donations and actually having something
more meaty? Respectfully, how do we sack a council on a report that is 10 pages long? Why haven’t
we got a more detailed report? Am I just being given a summary? Because that is how it feels—I have
just been given a brief summary rather than a detailed report that I can actually feel that I can make a
solid decision on. Is this how this goes, that we rush ways of actually sacking councils through this
house? Really, I am totally staggered that it is a 10-page report—it feels like I have been given a
summary. Is this all that the community is really going to hear about what has actually gone on and
who did what?
As Mr Davis brought up earlier, I too would like to know some of that background information, some
of what was said in those briefings, what was actually said in those confidential contributions. The
community deserves to have all the detail of what actually went on so that they cannot make the
mistakes again, so we all can learn from that. If this is it, 10 pages—it seriously feels like a summary
report—I am staggered, because the community deserves a lot more detail. I will leave it at that.
I agree with the amendment that has been proposed by the crossbench. Yes, sack the council and have
council elections in October 2021, because to think that the Casey community does not deserve a
newly elected council until four and a half years time is absurd.
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Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:17): This bill asks this Parliament to do something it
should rarely consider or even contemplate: dismiss a democratically elected group or body. However,
in extreme cases and in this specific context it is being considered when on balance more harm is being
done and when intervention is needed to ensure that the best interests of the community are being
upheld. Sadly the council that is the focus of this bill is one case in point.
But make no mistake: we have arrived here not only because of the allegations of appalling conduct
being investigated currently by IBAC but also because of a systemic failure. We risk being in the same
position over and over again if we do not improve the system of integrity and introduce donations
reform at every level of government. Over the last few years we have had journalists uncover the
undue influence of property developers over local urban planning and land rezoning decisions. Credit
to those journalists for their thorough investigative work and for once again highlighting the
importance of a free and independent media to our democracy.
There have been warnings for years before from academics and policymakers who foresaw the
creeping power of what are termed ‘grey gifts’, which describes a new type of pervasive influence that
sees those in positions of power or influence working to enrich each other through favourable
decisions. At the heart of the examples cited of this growing power was the issue of land rezoning.
Some of you may be familiar with the work of Dr Cameron Murray and Professor Paul Frijters, who
began looking at land rezoning in Queensland. I quote from a John Jiggens article from 2018:
… Murray and Fritjer discovered that you were far more likely to be rezoned if you had connected
relationships; common business connections, membership of lobby groups or had directors with business
connection to the regulating board. In the successful group, 90% were clients of professional lobbyists. The
lobbyists had a 100% success rate, with no landowners who employed lobbyists missing out on the rezoning.
And 70% of rezoned landowners were political donors. These donors gave to both sides of politics—they
were “equal opportunity” donors.

Yet despite these warnings successive state governments have done nothing to reform how land
rezonings occur and how to remove the honey pot that is driving much of the corrupt behaviour that
is at the heart of why we are discussing this matter today. Neither have we seen donations reform for
local council elections and councillors, despite it being another way we can prevent the situation from
arising again. You are not committed to donations reform if you do not do it. We have the opportunity
to improve the integrity of our donations system in the upcoming Local Government Bill 2019, which
we will be debating here in a matter of days, yet the government seems more interested in
gerrymandering the electoral system rather than actually acting on long overdue donations reforms.
So we are here because we have let our system corrode to this point, because governments have failed
to take on their big donor mates and have turned a blind eye to the growing power of land bankers and
developers who wish to manipulate our planning system for their own financial gain. Anyone
concerned about what has happened at Casey council should be equally concerned and committed to
tackling real reform, which is now needed.
So while we await IBAC completing its investigation into allegations about certain councillors at the
City of Casey it was prudent for the government to appoint a monitor to review the operations of the
council to ensure that the community was still being served well by its council. The monitor has found
that there have been significant issues, including poor insight into governance issues, including conflict
of interest disclosures; councillors lacking the ability to hold their colleagues to account and act on
poor behaviour or poor governance; some experiences of bullying, intimidation and exclusion; a fear
of conflict and avoidance that is preventing transparency and follow-up of matters that relate to
accountability; and poor engagement with their strategic responsibilities, amongst others.
When coupled with the extraordinary reputational damage that the council has suffered and the loss
of public faith and confidence in the ability of Casey council to do its job and serve its community, it
is untenable for this current council to continue, and it is why the Greens will be supporting the bill.
However, it is vital that democracy is returned to the people of Casey as soon as possible. We have
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had instances of administrators being appointed to councils for years on end without sufficient
justification, as has been canvassed by a number of speakers before me. This acts to further undermine
the trust the community has in their elected representatives, not to improve it.
Given the monitor’s assessment that the CEO and the executive are managing the current situation
professionally and calmly and that staff are continuing to serve the Casey community and there has
been no impact on the day-to-day service delivery to ratepayers, there is no reason that democracy
cannot be returned by the end of next year. The Greens will be supporting the amendments to the bill
that Mr Hayes has raised to that effect and look forward to support for those amendments as well so
that democracy can be returned as soon as possible.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:23): It gives me no pleasure to get up to speak on this
bill. I must say I do get quite disturbed when we do this in this chamber. This is not the first time we
have done this, but certainly I think I am more troubled by this circumstance where we are dismissing
a council than I have been in previous cases. When I have read the reports in previous cases I have
seen some systemic problems with those organisations. In this report that we only received this
morning the monitor clearly states that there are no systemic problems with Casey council. She clearly
and repeatedly states that the council is well run, that the administration is excellent, that there has
been no reduction in service delivery and that this was reinforced by customer contacts and the
complaint information.
This has not been a systemic failing of the council and of the organisation, unlike what we saw in
Geelong where there was an absolute failing at every level of that organisation that did require a rootsand-all change to that organisation, change to the structure and change to the culture.
In reading the 10-page report from Ms Gardner I was quite surprised by the findings and
recommendations that she makes at the end. She speaks very positively about a number of the
councillors there. She speaks to some of their absolute dedication to their work. She raises some
concerns about their level of understanding of process and procedure, and that is troubling. She raises
some concerns about their lack of preparation before meetings. She raises concerns that the councillors
are lazy, but she also points out that that is not all of them, and yet we are being asked to dismiss them
all—that is the only way that we can do it.
I must say I actually met with the mayor yesterday. I had received her emails, as I am sure the rest of
us in this chamber have. I met her and a number of other councillors to hear from them what it was
like in their experience. As the monitor points out, they have been shaken to the core by this IBAC
investigation of two of their colleagues. They have been shaken to the core by the front-page deluge
that the newspapers have placed on this council. They have been affected by it emotionally; they have
been affected by it even physically. This has had a significant impact on their confidence.
How do we improve that? How do we restore confidence in those councillors that are doing the right
thing? We sack them! That is what we do. We say, ‘Look, you’ve been doing a good job. I understand
that this has been a really problematic time for you. I understand that you weren’t at fault. However,
to restore confidence, we’re going to sack you’. I would have said ‘Training’. Also, when I look at this
and I look at where the monitor raises concerns around the lack of education and the lack of, I guess,
commitment to the job, I wonder if we were to cast the same light on all other councils how they would
fare. I think if we placed the same test on every council in Victoria, many of them would not pass that
test, and we would be sacking a whole bunch of councils for not passing the test of passion as it were.
The monitor also raises, I think, some very curious reasoning for dismissing this council—that the
media is not strong enough in Casey, that they do not bring the council to task and that sacking the
council will assist with that. She also raises her concerns about the civic engagement of the community
and the fact that there were not high-calibre candidates and that that is why these ones were elected. I
actually had a quick look at the election of Casey council. There were 10 councillors elected; there
were 85 candidates. That is actually the largest number, second to Wyndham. So to say that there is
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not civic engagement in that community I think really undermines the interest that there is in that
community. When you have got 85 candidates standing for local government, there is a strong interest
in local government in that community. I do not accept the monitor’s finding in that regard.
I also do not accept that if we want to repair a council’s reputation we sack them and that if we want
to engage with the community, to raise engagement, to get better councillors into the Casey council,
we sack the council. I do not think that that instils in me or in those 80 other candidates that may have
run any confidence that this will not happen to them. So we do not have a council for four and a half
years as a way of developing extensive municipal awareness and—what does she say:
the development and implementation of an extensive municipal wide program to develop more and diverse
community leaders, greater participation in setting a vison for Casey, and more awareness and interest in local
democracy, the role of Council and the responsibilities of Councillors.

So we dismiss the council and we have no council for four and a half years, and that is going to create
more awareness of and interest in local democracy? I would say it will do absolutely the opposite. As
I said earlier, this is a council area where there is great engagement, where there is great interest in
standing for that council already, as we saw in their 2016 elections.
I certainly think some of the councillors have failed in their duties, and obviously there are a couple
that have not only failed but have been absolute criminals and should be in jail. But is sacking the
whole council the answer to that? And certainly is sacking the whole council and not allowing the
municipality of Casey to elect local representatives for four and a half years going to fix the problem
that this bill is apparently trying to solve?
I will certainly support Mr Hayes’s amendment. When we look at the time that we put Geelong council
into administration, the report from Terry Moran on Geelong council was absolutely scathing but we
did not put Geelong council into administration for this length of time.
I will continue listening to the contributions, but to me it would seem that we have some very
hardworking councillors in Casey who have been trying to do the right thing, who have been
absolutely rocked and devastated by the actions of their colleagues and who now will be punished for
the actions of their colleagues. I think that is unfair. I appreciate that the minister may explain that this
is the only way they could do this. I understand that there are other ways for the minister to stand down
individual councillors, and certainly I know with the new bill that we will be debating possibly this
week that option will be further reaffirmed in that legislation. So I am going to hold my judgement on
this bill, but as I say, I am concerned and I certainly feel very sorry for the very hardworking
councillors of Casey who through no fault of their own are going to be tarred by a dismissal. I will
leave it at that.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:33): Many members around this chamber will know
that I am very strong on process—proper process—and fairness. Certainly I share the views of a
number of speakers in this debate that in fact there has been no major dysfunction in the City of Casey
at a councillor level and certainly not in a way that has impacted on service delivery by the very
professional staff of that council.
There is no doubt that the inquiry into matters related to some individuals by IBAC—individuals on
the City of Casey council—is an appropriate judgement of those issues and ought to proceed
unimpeded as a proper and fair process for all. I share particularly the views that have been expressed
about the unfairness to the councillors who have discharged their duties diligently and fairly and
properly and who, as Ms Patten has indicated, will be tarred to some extent, perhaps to a great extent,
by being part of a council that is dismissed despite the fact that that council has not been dysfunctional
in the sense that other councils referred to in this debate have been.
To tell you the truth, I am gravely concerned about this matter in the context of the minister’s behaviour
because I note on Facebook that this minister, the Minister for Local Government, has been bragging
about the number of people he has signed up to the Labor Party locally in this very region of Casey. I

BILLS
Tuesday, 18 February 2020

Legislative Council

351

notice in fact that they had a special deal for people signing up in January to the Labor Party, something
that has caused great consternation to many of his colleagues.
Mr Somyurek: On a point of order, Acting President, I fail to see how this is relevant to the bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): I will uphold the point of order. Could the member
just return to the bill at hand.
Mr ATKINSON: Extraordinary. As I said, I believe in process—
Mr Somyurek: You’re not coming back, mate. You’re finished. Accept it; you’re finished.
Mr ATKINSON: In what respect?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! It would be good if we could get back to
the bill at hand.
Mr ATKINSON: Interesting.
Mr Somyurek interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Minister Somyurek!
Mr ATKINSON: He is a wonderful minister—a minister who has stewardship of local
government but very little regard for it. Certainly when we come to this particular decision the length
of time that it is suggested that this council ought to be put out of business as far as democratically
elected councillors are concerned is extraordinary. One cannot help but link the matters that I referred
to before with a motive in terms of why this decision is being made.
The fact is that this council, as I said, has been doing a job that has met the standards of any other
council. As has been pointed out, on the matters of process that have been referred to in the monitor’s
report, I cannot think of a council that actually gets it right on all of these matters across the board.
And if we are to have the same measure for all these other councils, then in fact there are going to be
a lot of problems, a lot of councils—
Mr Somyurek: So what are you saying about the monitor?
Mr ATKINSON: I am simply saying that the observations that the monitor made and applied to
this council that you have used as a justification for this decision—
Mr Somyurek interjected.
Mr ATKINSON: Is this a conversation?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Mr Somyurek, you will get your chance to sum up.
Mr ATKINSON: The fact is that with the observations that the monitor has made, as I said, if they
were applied to other councils, you would find exactly the same situation. Okay, the decision is to be
made, and it is supported by the coalition, but in my view it is certainly far too long to wait until 2024
to reinstate democratically elected councillors, and I will not be voting for the bill when it is put to the
vote.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:39): I will be brief. For months we have heard allegations of
corruption levelled at members of Casey council. There is an ongoing IBAC investigation into the
council which is expected to recommence in March, and there is a government monitor’s report that
was released only today, but the government has used an urgency motion to require us to vote on
whether to sack the council today. I have not even had a chance to finish reading the report or the bill.
The haste here is excessive and unnecessary. Jamming this through is the kind of bad behaviour we
are chastising the council over. We are supposed to be a check and balance, not a rubber stamp to a
ministerial decree.
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Maybe I am wearing my councillor’s hat, having myself been in a similar place to the Casey
councillors not so long ago. This report strikes me as a hatchet job on the councillors, holding up the
way this council works—the same way as many or most councils operate—as a reason for the sacking.
I am sure a similar monitor in place in Wodonga would have delivered a very similar or worse report.
According to the report all the councillors are terrible but the council staff are blameless. I do not buy
that for a second. If the councillors really need to go, the senior staff should also go. It is my absolute
belief that the outcome of this report was preordained when the monitor was appointed. If this
government is attempting to sack Casey council based on allegations of corruption, then it should be
honest about that fact. And as we have heard, there is plenty of corruption to go around.
What we need to do is change the planning system to take the sugar off the table to stop the corruption.
No-one can deny that there are problems here. However, if there are no issues with the management
of the council, then it should be simple to sack the council and hold a new election in October. It is
outrageous that the administration period should be this long and that you couch it in concerns for the
citizens of Casey, taking away their democratic rights for a whole council term. It is not in their favour.
Why don’t you sack all the councils and rule by decree, Minister? Ditching councillors is just an
opportunity for government-appointed administrators to push through unpopular decisions with no
checks.
The Liberal Democrats support honest government and we favour deliberation over haste. While we
will not oppose the bill, we are outraged at the speed this has been pushed through and at the length of
the administration period. We will support Mr Hayes’s amendment.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (15:42): Let us talk about the process. There is an unprecedented IBAC inquiry
happening at the moment—a public IBAC inquiry—into a council. That is unprecedented, and that
will be difficult for any council to navigate; let us just put that out there for a start.
There have been calls for the sacking of Casey council for a long time, since the IBAC inquiry started.
I did not react to that. I withstood that pressure. Do you know why? Because when I make decisions
there are three things I base my decisions on: expert advice, the weight of evidence and natural justice.
I put in the monitor just to see whether Casey was indeed dropping the ball with respect to service
delivery and with respect to governance. The monitor we put in is an experienced governance person
with a very good reputation—a person of credibility and without an axe to grind.
The monitor has gone in there. I have never spoken to the monitor, lest anyone think that I am directing
the monitor or trying to influence the monitor. Right? The monitor has gone in there and monitored
the council and has come back with this report on her own. The allegations that Mr Atkinson is making
are absolutely outrageous. He is somehow insinuating that we have—
I am not even going to mention it. It is a grubby, grubby, grubby tactic. That is what it is. This is an
independent monitor that has gone in there and made up her own mind on what her findings and what
her recommendations were going to be. She was not directed by me or by anyone else in this
government. That needs to be made clear, and grubby tactics by this man, that should have been out
of here 15 years ago, are not going to change the outcome. You are dealing with a civilian here; you
are not dealing with a politician. I can take it, but you are dealing with a person who has a professional
reputation to uphold.
Mr Atkinson interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK: No, no. It was. She came up with a report to sack the council—to dismiss the
council—not me. You are a grub; you are an absolute grub.
If the report had not come back with a dismissal, we probably would have been having a different
conversation right now. There would have been more pressure on me, I take it; I get that. The public
expected a sacking, I can see. The media were on side for a sacking. So if there was a different
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outcome, a different recommendation, the pressure on me would have been worse, because I would
have wanted to stick to the recommendation by the monitor, because that is the way I make my
decisions in my ministerial portfolio.
Mr Atkinson interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! The minister is summing up.
Mr SOMYUREK: This is outrageous. You are not having a go at me; you are having a go at the
integrity of the person actually writing this report. You are in cowards castle doing that too.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! Minister, can you come back to the subject
at hand, please?
Mr SOMYUREK: You are a very small man. That is the way I do it. I take expert advice, I weigh
up the evidence and the principles of natural justice are very important to me. This report was handed
to us, it went to the department and the department also gave a recommendation. I consider the
department to have far more expertise than me or anyone else in this chamber. I will say it again: if
the recommendation was not to sack this council, we would have been having a different discussion.
Would there have been more public pressure on me via the media? Absolutely—and the opposition
parties. The opposition has been out there for more than a month—for two months—wanting to sack
the council. I am not saying they are doing the wrong thing—that is their judgement—but I am the
one that is responsible. In opposition you do not have to do be responsible. I have got the levers of
power, so I had to be responsible and go through due process, and that is exactly what I did here.
When it comes to the matter of good people being sacked, absolutely my heart goes out to councillors
that have been sacked, that have done nothing wrong. I think it is unfair. Their reputations have been
tarnished. It is absolutely unfair; I get that. So I made this decision of sacking council, with the cabinet,
along with every other person in this chamber that is on board with sacking the council, with a heavy
heart. It is a hard choice. As far as I am concerned it is written in the Local Government Act 1989 that
local government is indeed autonomous. They are self-governing entities. They are responsible for the
decisions they make and the actions they take, and that is underpinned by a democratic mandate. As a
publicly elected official myself—as is everyone else in this chamber—I take seriously that mandate. I
take that mandate very, very seriously. In fact I had floated some potential reforms to give only the
community the power to withdraw that mandate rather than the executive and rather than the
Parliament. But it seems the sector was not ready for those reforms. I was much criticised in the sector.
Sometimes you need to bring the sector with you.
But I have not shelved those plans. I think we should revisit those plans, where you devolve the power
back to councils and you shift the ability to get rid of councils, to get rid of publicly elected officials,
back into the hands of the community. The people who give the mandate should be able to withdraw
that mandate. I believe in that, but I could not bring the sector with me. I was criticised for it. I am only
new to the sector. I have only been in the portfolio for a year. Sometimes you have to defer to the
judgement of the sector, and that is what I have done in this instance. But that is still in the back of my
mind, and I do reserve the right to bring that reform back onto the agenda.
With respect to Mr Davis, he asked a question. He is aware that I met with Cr Smith, the mayor and
Cr Rowe on Monday. The mayor wrote to me last week, on Friday I think it was, and asked to meet
with me. The way I roll is that when people ask to meet with you, you meet with them, so I did. It was
probably a little bit unorthodox, but that is me. Mr Davis wanted to know what they said. We had the
department official in there. I had my chief of staff, I think it was. I cannot recall; I think it was my
chief of staff. We had Cr Rowe, Cr Smith and the mayor. They put up some good arguments as to why
they should not be sacked. The only commitment I gave them was that I would pass on their arguments
to the cabinet and ventilate those arguments in cabinet, which I did. That is exactly what I did. I passed
on their arguments as to why they should not be sacked to the cabinet.
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There was nothing sinister about that meeting. I thought again, due process. I think people need a
chance to be heard, and I did that. These are good people. Cr Smith I have known for a very long time.
He has been around for about 20 years. Cr Rowe is a former MP and a good hardworking councillor
as well. These are all good people, and the mayor has got a bright future. She is a very energetic, very
smart mayor.
These are good people. However, I put one caveat on this: there is an unusual set of circumstances.
We have got an IBAC inquiry going at the moment. So I say these are good, hardworking people that
have done nothing wrong, but I do not know who is going to be named by IBAC. That is the caveat
on it. They have not been so far, I think.
I think that has addressed the various issues that were raised today. I understand we have an
amendment, so we will go to the committee stage to answer those questions on the amendment.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1 (15:53)
Mr HAYES: I want to move my amendment, and in doing so I will be very brief. I just want to
say we have heard a lot said in the last few speeches. It was very important stuff, but I think the most
important thing to say here is that with this council there has been a problem with corruption. That
was well established, it has been talked about and IBAC is currently investigating and will report on
that. It is not a problem of maladministration throughout the council, that has made been made clear.
Also it is not a problem with democracy in Casey. Democracy is alive and well. If there are councillors
there that have done nothing wrong and are cleared in the investigation that will come up in the next
few months, those people should be able to run for a position on council again and as soon as possible.
This is our chance. All right, we have dismissed the council. We are all agreed that that is going to
happen—well, we are not all agreed on that but that is probably the likely outcome—but let us reestablish democracy in Casey as quickly as possible after that. Now, I have proposed the end of 2021.
The opposition has indicated that they think they need more time for some reason, but I urge them to
change their minds, because more time is not on the plate. It is either this or 2024—four and half years
of no democracy, of administrators running council on behalf of the people of Casey. I say that is not
on. Go with my amendment. So I move my amendment now.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Mr Hayes, your amendment is not until clause 10. We are on
clause 1 of the bill now.
Mr Davis: He has flagged it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Yes, and it is fine to flag it now, but we will not move it. Any further
questions on clause 1?
Ms PATTEN: Minister, in looking at that report, I must say I was surprised by the
recommendations after reading the report, but I accept that that was Ms Gardner’s report. I just
wonder: would there have been other ways to have dismissed two of the councillors while allowing
some of the other councillors to remain? I understand there is an option within the Local Government
Act 1989 to do that.
Mr SOMYUREK: No, there is not.
Mr LIMBRICK: My question is a technical question around the time frames in this bill and around
Mr Hayes’s amendment. If the time frame was shortened, as per Mr Hayes’s amendment, and it turns
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out that more time is needed for whatever reason, what mechanisms are there to extend that? Does that
require another bill in the future to change the time frame or are there other mechanisms to do that?
Mr SOMYUREK: So just a clarification: you are saying that if we get feedback or we are of the
mind that we should bring back democracy to Casey earlier, would we be able to do that; is that your
question?
Mr LIMBRICK: Sort of, yes. I am looking at it both ways—if you wanted to bring the time frame
forward or extend out from Mr Hayes’s amended time frame, I do not know how that works.
Mr SOMYUREK: I am informed that you do need a separate bill. Can I just say, and I was going
to answer this question in Mr Hayes’s amendment, that I am open. We have got a 2024 time frame for
democracy to sort of come back to Casey, but the department will be in touch with the administrators
on an ongoing basis. If we receive solid evidence, solid recommendations from the administrators,
that things are ready to return, that democracy is ready to come back, I will share that with the house
and the other parties in the house and Independents and everyone else. I am happy to share that. If we
can get local democracy back sooner, that should be celebrated and we will do it. We are not going to
put in administrators just because we want to and leave them there. I will go through the reasons when
I am answering questions when we get to clause 10, I think it was, but the short answer to your question
is it will require a bill. But as we can see today, it does not need to be too long a process.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 9 agreed to.
Clause 10 (15:59)
Mr HAYES: I move:
Clause 10, line 18, omit “on the fourth Saturday in October 2024” and insert “no later than the fourth Saturday
in October 2021”.

Mr SOMYUREK: Thank you, Mr Hayes. Whilst the monitor does not make a recommendation
that democratic representation should be put off until 2024, she certainly says in her report that October
2020 is not tenable, it is not tenable for council to go to an election in 2020. If I can just read some of
the report, in the recommendations, at point 2, she says:
The term of Administration extends beyond the general elections for local government in October 2020 to
enable:
•

a thorough review and embedding of policies, procedures and processes for more effective decisionmaking and responsibilities; and

•

the development and implementation of an extensive municipal wide program to develop more and
diverse community leaders, greater participation in setting a vison for Casey, and more awareness and
interest in local democracy, the role of Council and the responsibilities of Councillors.

I get that she does not recommend 2024. We believe that a lengthy break in democratic representation
at the council is required to enable the administration to improve and in fact embed good governance
across the breadth of the organisation of Casey and in order for public trust in the organisation—that
is, the City of Casey—to be restored.
We have said 2024 here today. But, again, we will be in constant contact with the administrators. My
department will be speaking to the administrators on a regular basis, and it may well be that the
administrators come back to us, or the department also comes back, and say, ‘Hey, look, they’re
actually travelling quite well. They’ve ironed out all their issues’ and the administrators are confident
and the department is confident that we should perhaps look at bringing democratic representation
back to Casey. I am happy to share that with opposition parties and I will be happy to share that with
this house. That is my commitment: that whilst we say 2024, let us keep monitoring the situation
because it is not ideal to have unrepresentative people acting as the council. That is not my philosophy
in politics. I have been publicly elected myself, this government has been publicly elected, everyone
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in this place has been publicly elected, so I think it is only fair that where possible councillors are
publicly elected too, and it is written in the Constitution Act 1975.
Mr DAVIS: The opposition understands entirely why Mr Hayes wants to bring forward this
amendment. As I have outlined before in this chamber, we have concern where there is a loss of
democracy, but we do accept in this case that there is a legitimate set of points that has been made by
the monitor. The monitor has been appropriately appointed and indeed has made, I think, persuasive
points both in her report and indeed in private briefings, and I know other members of the chamber
have also had those briefings.
The point I would make is this: the monitor’s date is post-2020. She is very clear, in questioning, about
the time period that is required as being beyond 2020 elections. She also, in discussion, thinks a longer
period is appropriate. She did not, I might add, in those briefings indicate that more than four years is
required, so I put that on the record here now. We would have thought that sometime early in 2023
would have probably been more appropriate, but we are faced with a government position and an
amendment coming from a minor party which we think is simply too early. So we will not support the
amendment, although I understand the sentiment with which Mr Hayes has brought that amendment
forward. I make the point that we would have preferred an earlier time period. However, we are where
we are and that is the situation.
Mr LIMBRICK: The Liberal Democrats will be supporting this amendment. It is our belief
through earlier questioning that it is possible to change the time through another bill. If the
administrator needs more time after this amendment goes through, they could ask for it and get another
bill expedited if necessary, so we support bringing back democracy as soon as possible.
Mr DAVIS: I will just make the point that we would not count out bringing forward an earlier
return to council if we are in government after 2022.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming.
Dr CUMMING: Acting President, just getting my glasses on. Going on the Leader of the
Opposition’s contribution, I am going to propose another amendment, which is:
Clause 10, line 18, omit “on the fourth Saturday in October 2024” and insert “no later than the fourth Saturday
in March 2023”.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Do you want that circulated?
Dr CUMMING: Yes, please.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: We will pause while that is circulated. Ms Cumming to continue.
Dr CUMMING: Thank you—Dr Cumming. Thank you.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming, I did that deliberately because you called me ‘Acting
President’. I am the Deputy President, so if you want to be called by your proper title, call me by mine.
Dr CUMMING: My apologies, sorry, Ms Lovell. I apologise, Deputy President. Listening to the
contributions from the opposition, I understand that it seems there will be a state government election
in 2022, and obviously we do not want to be running council elections at the same time as a state
election. I understand from the lower house contributions from the opposition that March 2023 is six
months away from the possible state election. Having heard the Leader of the Opposition’s
contribution, I still do currently support the crossbench’s amendment, which would mean Casey
having a council in a year and a half’s time, but just in case that amendment is not supported, maybe
the opposition would support their own words and we could possibly, rather than having it in 2024,
have it in March 2023. There might be a possibility of the opposition actually voting with the
crossbench for an amendment that makes sense to us all to get elected representation in Casey City
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Council as soon as we can possibly do that. It would be great to see the opposition voting with the
crossbench to make sure that Casey actually has elected councillors as soon as they possibly can.
Mr SOMYUREK: Look, what I heard there is, ‘What if it’s this date? What if it’s that date? What
if it’s March? What if it’s April? What if it’s May? What if it’s June? What if it’s July?’. We have got
a hard date in October 2024. And my commitment to you is that if we get a response back from the
people actually running this council—the administrators and the local government department—that
that council is ready to go back to democratic representation, we will come to this house, we will talk
to the parties opposite, including the Independent, and we will say, ‘Right. Let’s bring on local
democracy’. See, you get to sack a council once, and if you do not get the timing right, you are in deep
trouble. You do not want to do this again.
If it is not 2020—not at this next election—the most logical date is at the next election, with a caveat
on it that if we can see that things have improved and that they are ready, let us do it then; otherwise
any date from there is just a completely random date, just like you were saying: ‘March, April, May,
June, July; first, second, third’—random. The government is not drawn to random dates and random
events and random acts. We have got a hard date. We have got an election in October 2020. We have
got a general election in October 2024; that is where it is going to, but again with the caveat that if we
see improvements and it is ready to come back to democracy, let us do it together.
Dr CUMMING: Thank you for your contribution, Minister, but it would seem that it was only a
year ago when we sacked a council and there was a random date of only two years, and that is not in
line with local government elections. At that time I said—and we agreed on an amendment and it was
from the Greens—that that council should have gone through the council elections of this year, in
October 2020. So I understand your contribution, but, respectfully, I am not pulling a number out of
the air. I am trying very hard to get the City of Casey’s residents an elected council as soon as I possibly
can. I am here listening to the debate. Respectfully, I have only had this report in front of me for less
than a couple of hours, and it is the smallest report I have ever seen in my life to sack a council. I have
been in local government for 21 years and I have seen many IBAC reports, and, seriously, you would
need a suitcase to hold them rather than the 10-page report that I have been given.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Minister?
Mr SOMYUREK: Sorry, I take that as a comment.
Ms PATTEN: I rise to support both these amendments. When you look at what the monitor
actually says in her recommendations, she recommends that the council be dismissed and that the term
of administration extends beyond October 2020 because she wants:
a thorough review and embedding of policies, procedures and processes for more effective decisionmaking … and
the development and implementation of … municipal wide program to develop more and diverse community
leaders—

I do not know what that means—
… setting a vision for Casey, and more awareness and interest in local democracy …

I think both of those recommendations could be achieved within the time frame that Mr Hayes has
presented and certainly within the time frame that Dr Cumming has presented. In fact if you were to
consider doing the second part of that recommendation in all council areas, I think you would find a
lot of support in this chamber.
Mr SOMYUREK: It sounds like good practice, doesn’t it? Let us hope it is all done by then and
let us hope the administrators come back to us and say, ‘Hey, you know what, we’re ready. Let’s go.
Let’s have elections.’. Let us hope that happens. I am sure Mr Davis will join me in praying for that to
happen, and I am sure everyone else is in this chamber wants democracy to be restored to Casey as
soon as possible. I think we are all on the same page.
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Mr LIMBRICK: This scenario that the minister talks about with the administrators possibly
coming back earlier and bringing back democracy—is there any precedent for that actually happening
historically with councils that have been sacked before?
Mr SOMYUREK: Well, I have only been a minister for a year and a bit, but I am the minister. So
what I will be doing is making sure that the local government department—I am a democrat—
Dr Cumming: You’ve sacked two councils in a year and a half.
Mr SOMYUREK: I have, and I regret that. I regret the fact that I had to do that, because when I
came in I set myself a barometer not to sack any councils. I did not want to sack any councils because
I respect the mandate, the democratic mandate, the councils have. So unlike what people say about
me, that is not what I wanted to do, believe me. Unfortunately there was a set of circumstances where
we had to sack that one. This is the second one. Let us hope there are no more. Now, what was the
substance? What was your question?
Mr Limbrick: Is there a precedent?
Mr SOMYUREK: Okay, is there a precedent? I do not know whether there is, but I certainly know
of instances where the monitors have said, ‘Look, they’re up to scratch now, their governance is going
well and we think our job is done here’. I have had that during my tenure of a year, so I cannot see
why that could not happen. But obviously people—well, the local government department—will need
to be in contact with the administrators, which they will be. Let us see how it goes.
Mr DAVIS: The issue the chamber faces here is we have got a series of different dates. Now, there
are three dates that have been proposed. In that circumstance where I am guided in part by what the
monitor has told us and the time periods there that she put in beyond the 2020 date, but certainly in the
discussion I had with her and Mr Smith had with her, we were left in no doubt that a longer period
would be required. She also made the point very clearly that indeed the IBAC processes were not
completed, and although they are not the same as this, it is a matter that can actually impact on when
a council might legitimately come back. Whilst in one sense we would have preferred an earlier date,
we accept that 2021 is too early and we are troubled by the later date that the government has proposed.
I am also very aware of what the monitor has said to us and the risk that processes under IBAC may
still be extant at that time. The government says it might bring the council back earlier. I mean, I am
happy in this chamber to be quite clear that we see the bringing back of the council as early as possible
as a good aim, but we are still troubled about where the IBAC process will go and we are troubled by
the outcome of that process. This is a difficult set of decisions. I do not in any way resile from that—
that it requires balance and it requires weighing up of competing aspects. There is no definitive answer.
On the one hand there is a feeling that we want democracy back as early as possible; on another we
have got the monitor making points on the other side that a longer period may be required. At the same
time we are very aware that the IBAC processes are far from complete, and if there were
recommendations from IBAC there may well be legal processes, without in any way prejudging those.
It is not inconceivable that there may be legal processes that follow from those IBAC proceedings. So
in those circumstances we have indicated that we will support the government’s bill. We are, as I say,
troubled about the date, but we think that making multiple different dates and so forth on the run is
probably not the best way to go.
Dr CUMMING: Just through the Acting President—
Ms Patten: Deputy President.
Dr CUMMING: Deputy President. I am so sorry, Deputy President. So just from the contribution
that I have just heard, I want to clarify: wasn’t an earlier contribution saying March 2023; and wasn’t
that party the Liberal Party in the lower house, with Tim Smith bringing up a preferred date for the
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Liberal Party of March 2023? So I am just clarifying, because there was a contribution obviously made
by—
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming, we are just trying to clarify what you can actually
do. The ruling is that you can invite Mr Davis to respond, but you cannot require him to respond. If
you frame your invitation to Mr Davis to respond, he can make his own mind up.
Dr CUMMING: I invite Mr Davis to answer the question. The question is: has the Liberal Party
in this house or the lower house mentioned the date of March 2023 as their preferred date?
Mr DAVIS: I am happy to make comment on the third date that has been introduced into the
chamber for consideration. The dates in 2023 we think would be preferable to the 2024 dates proposed
by the government, but as I have said from the very beginning, we are also troubled about where the
IBAC process goes, and nobody knows the time cycle on that or what will be found there. So I should
be quite clear: if Dr Cumming or others in the chamber have an insight into exactly how long the
IBAC process will go and what the sequela will be in terms of legal actions, they might want to
enlighten the chamber.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: We will deal with Mr Hayes’s amendment first, and then if that
fails we will deal with Dr Cumming’s amendment.
Committee divided on amendment:

Ayes, 10
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Grimley, Mr (Teller)
Hayes, Mr

Limbrick, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr

Patten, Ms (Teller)
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr

Noes, 28
Atkinson, Mr (Teller)
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Finn, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Jennings, Mr

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

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

Amendment negatived.
Dr CUMMING: I move:
Clause 10, line 18, omit “on the fourth Saturday in October 2024” and insert “no later than the fourth Saturday
in March 2023”.

Committee divided on amendment:

Ayes, 11
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr (Teller)
Grimley, Mr

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

Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr

Noes, 27
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs (Teller)

Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
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Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Finn, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Jennings, Mr

Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr
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Taylor, Ms (Teller)
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (16:38): I move:
That the report be now adopted.

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (16:39): I move:
That the bill now be read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill without amendment.
Business of the house
ORDERS OF THE DAY
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (16:39): I move:
That the consideration of orders of the day, government business, 3 and 4, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
BUILDING AND ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr JENNINGS:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (16:40): I am pleased to make a
contribution to the Building and Environment Protection Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. This is a
bill that the opposition will not oppose. There are a number of concern areas, but on balance we do
not oppose the bill. The purposes of the bill, the purposes for which it is brought forward—and this is
an omnibus bill so it does a range of different things—are amendments to the Architects Act 1991, the
Building Act 1993 and the Environment Protection Amendment Act 2018.
The Architects Act 1991 is amended to provide that an applicant for registration as an architect is to
be a fit and proper person. This bill provides that registered architects comply with continuing
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professional education and development requirements. It provides information gathering powers for
the board. It provides for the immediate suspension of registration in certain circumstances.
It tightens the Building Act definition of ‘swimming pool’. It provides further in relation to the
accreditation of building products. It makes amendments to the regulation-making powers for
swimming pools and the swimming pool register. It abolishes the Building Advisory Council. It
provides for the immediate suspension of the registration or licence of a plumber in a range of
circumstances. It provides that outstanding inquiries regarding building practitioners be transferred
from the Building Practitioners Board to the authority, and it makes a number of amendments, too, to
the Environment Protection Act.
The fit-and-proper-person test in the Architects Act is important. The amendments relating to
swimming pools are designed for safety purposes. We understand the difficulties that that causes some
people but on balance believe that it is relevant and reasonable.
I should also state that there are some areas of concern. The bill abolishes the Building Practitioners
Board and transfers all inquiries to the Victorian Building Authority (VBA). Now, we have ongoing
concerns about the Victorian Building Authority, not only in this Parliament but going back into the
last Parliament and indeed before. It is a body that I think is a failed organisation. There is real concern
about whether the VBA will be able to carry out that expanded role. The opposition has consulted
widely on this bill with the Urban Development Institute of Australia, the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria, the MBA, various local government bodies, the plumbers, the spa association, the architects
chapter, fire engineering and a number of barristers too. The wind-up of the Building Practitioners
Board and the functions, as I say, being transferred to the VBA is a concern, and we will closely
monitor that over the longer term.
The definitions on swimming pools, as I have alluded to, will be updated to include spas and
relocatable pools and spas to meet the new regulations regarding swimming pool and spa inspections.
The bill also addresses the issue of remuneration of public servants on boards, and that will be
addressed under the appointment and remuneration guidelines 2018 following advice from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet.
The opposition, though, is very aware of the context over the last period. Victorians have frequently
faced challenges with the building and construction industry. I want to put on record our view, our
strong belief, that the overwhelming number of builders are reputable people who are seeking to do a
good job and provide quality work. I think by and large that is what they are successful in doing. But
that does not mean that there are not a number of people in the construction industry using
inappropriate materials, unapproved or defective materials, and whose building practices are not up to
scratch. There is a question around the incidence of illegal phoenixing, where a dodgy builder
deregisters a company soon after project completion. That has meant developers cannot be pursued
for a range of faulty building works.
We are alive to the problems that many consumers are experiencing. There is an absolute need to
sharpen all of the regulation in this area, but I do want to firmly place on record my view that most
builders overwhelmingly—MBA members and others—are honourable people doing the right thing.
That does not mean that there are not a number of builders out there that are not doing the right thing.
The task is to draw an appropriate balance here to make sure that there are appropriate sharp incentives
to make sure that consumers are treated properly and that those who are good builders are not dragged
into unreasonable reputational damage by others who are not doing the right thing. We are far from
convinced, though, that this will be managed well by the VBA. As I have said, there is a longstanding
set of issues with the VBA, and we will seek to monitor that over the period ahead.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (16:46): Fundamentally these reforms are part of our
government’s commitment to delivering greater protections for building and apartment owners. That
is certainly a very reasonable and fair thing to do for the Victorian community, because at the end of
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the day they have the right to expect that reasonable building standards are going to be met across the
board, whether it is the architect designing the building, whether it is the plumber doing the gas fittings
or whether it is the building practitioner in their various aspects of control over any particular project.
So it is timely and necessary, and it is part of a progression of reforms that our Andrews Labor
government has been delivering since 2016 when it comes to the industry generally.
If we unpack the various elements of these reforms, they, as has been discussed, define and increase
the requirements to being a fit and proper person and clamp down on illegal phoenix activity. I have
to say, when I think about illegal phoenix activity it makes me feel sick to the stomach to think what
the incredible ramifications can be for those who are impacted—those innocent parties who are
impacted—by those who deliberately liquidate, create a new company and then leave creditors
basically penniless or having to fight desperately in courts through expensive legal processes et cetera.
It is certainly beyond disgusting that people do undertake these activities. I will also take up the point:
we are not in any way casting aspersions on the building industry generally; rather we are just
increasing protections based on legitimate consultation and advice that vindicate these reforms at this
time.
Specifically, when we look at how this bill will impact architects, the Architects Act 1991 has been
amended to ensure that an applicant must be a fit and proper person to be registered as an architect—
not unreasonable. They must complete any mandatory continuing professional development
requirements that may be prescribed by regulation—again, valid and reasonable. They may be subject
to immediate suspension pending an inquiry by a tribunal and may be compelled to provide
information or documents to the Architects Registration Board of Victoria. Fundamentally the bill
empowers the Architects Registration Board of Victoria to adapt appropriately to current and future
challenges that are being anticipated.
When you are looking at why there is a mandatory continuing professional development scheme for
architects, fundamentally the ARBV currently has limited powers to impose requirements to ensure
that architects are maintaining competency and staying up to date with key developments, including
product or regulatory changes. If we look at the nature of the architect’s role and if we think about
challenges in relation to the identification of combustible cladding on buildings, it highlights the need
for the ARBV to be part of the overall response to the cladding problem. So really it is about closing
the loop and the gaps in that regard.
When you think about what falls under the ambit of architects, architects play a key role in decisions
made on product selection for the external facade in the case Owners Corporation No. 1 of PS613436T
v. LU Simon Builders Pty Ltd (Building and Property) [2019] VCAT 286. Sorry to be detailed in that
regard, but it is a really critical point regarding decisions made on product selection for the external
facade of the Lacrosse building. You can see the ramifications and why it is so significant and so
important to be making sure that architects are fully across regulatory requirements with regard to
product choices—because of the ramifications.
When it comes to the enhancement of suspension powers, it is really reasonable when we consider
such things like when an architect, for instance, has not complied with the Architects Act or
regulations—fair enough; the architect has been convicted of an indictable offence involving fraud,
dishonesty, drug-trafficking or violence—again, fair enough; the architect is not covered by the
required insurance; or the architect has not completed the relevant continuing professional
development requirements. I did notice a bit of slagging off of the Victorian Building Authority. I am
not sure on what grounds we would want to cast aspersions on this regulatory body, particularly as
those opposite set up the VBA in the first place. It is a little bizarre in the scheme and the context of
what we are discussing here and now, and it is, I would contend, unnecessary criticism. But anyway,
we will leave it at that.
We are looking at that other issue of illegal phoenix activity. The bill will fully wind up the Building
Practitioners Board. Any building practitioner currently subject to a disciplinary inquiry by that board
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will have the matter transferred to the Victorian Building Authority—just to confirm that there is a
smooth and streamlined process that will ensure any matters outstanding are appropriately finalised
and decided. But fundamentally—and I think this is a critical part of this reform—the bill will give the
VBA the powers to examine the conduct of practitioners and determine if they are engaging in a pattern
of behaviour that is illegal phoenix activity. If a builder is a member of a partnership that is to carry
out building work, the major domestic building contract and the certificate of insurance for that work
must specify both the name of the builder and the name of the partnership. Fundamentally it is
imposing a very important check and balance to help zone in on those dodgy operators who seek to
carry out illegal phoenix activity which is damaging to the Victorian community. Innocent consumers
are impacted at the end of the day, and that is plainly unfair.
I just point out one of the other key amendments that will enhance and will provide the VBA with the
power to immediately suspend a licence or registered plumbing practitioner on public interest grounds.
When we think about the dangerous nature of work that plumbers undertake, such as the installation
and maintenance of wet fire systems and gas fittings, it is fair and reasonable to have these powers
with immediate effect, factoring in the public health safety risks. So it is fair and reasonable to enhance
those protections when we are looking at the general community and their vulnerability in this regard.
If they are not plumbers, they are not experts in knowing what activity the plumber is undertaking,
and that is why we need the VBA to have that overriding authority to be able to enforce suspensions
when public safety is at risk.
Bearing in mind that the opposition are supportive of this bill and appreciating that there are good and
sound reasons for it being brought forward today, I am going to conclude with that particular
commentary regarding the enhanced suspension powers for plumbers, factoring in that these are
important reforms. We are looking after our fellow Victorians.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (16:55): I rise to speak on the Building and Environment
Protection Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. The bill will give stronger powers to the Victorian
Building Authority (VBA) to investigate illegal phoenix activity where companies deliberately go into
administration to avoid liability for building work and then re-emerge under a new name. The bill
strengthens the fit and proper person tests required for practitioner registration by incorporating
financial probity requirements. This will allow greater scrutiny of company directors as part of the
registration process. This is welcome.
The VBA will be able to refuse applications for new registration, or renewal of registration, if the
applicant is suspected to have engaged in illegal phoenix activity at any time over the previous two
years. The bill also expands existing suspension powers for building practitioners responsible for
unsafe works to ensure that plumbers and architects can also face immediate suspension.
The bill itself is uncontroversial, and I will be supporting it. Clearly the conduct of companies in
deliberately going into administration to avoid liability for defective building work is unconscionable,
and anything the government does to try to stop it has my support and, I am sure, that of the vast
majority of the community.
I do want to make a few reflections on the deplorable state of building regulation and of consumer
protection in the building industry, though. I have listened to consumer advocates like Anne Paten and
Simon Lockrey describe how people who buy houses and apartments which turn out to have major
flaws find it impossible to get redress. It has been truly said that there is more protection for a consumer
buying a toaster than for someone who buys a house or an apartment. Consumers have had a terrible
time of it, and of course now so have taxpayers. The situation in relation to the flammable cladding
debacle got so bad last year that the state government had to step in and fork out $600 million to fix
up dodgy buildings that have been covered in cladding or are otherwise unsafe or unfit for purpose. I
have been hearing reports from people that 85 per cent of new apartments have defects of some kind.
Alarmingly the word around the building industry is that even this massive amount will be insufficient
to fix the problem. What a fiasco. It constitutes massive regulatory failure on the part of successive
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state governments, who have been way too close to the property development industry. That is one of
the reasons I moved a private members motion last week calling for Victoria to follow New South
Wales and Queensland and ban political donations from property developers—much of what we have
been talking about today.
One aspect of this bill is the powers being given to the VBA. I welcome the powers, and I hope the
VBA is up to the task. I have been extremely disappointed with its performance. It does not seem to
me to have delivered on its mission to ensure that Victorian dwellings are safe and fit for purpose.
Consumers do not have confidence in new apartments, and with very good reason. That is an
indictment of the performance of the VBA. As I have said previously, we need to take a look at the
deregulation of the building industry over the past 30 years. In particular we need to re-establish the
requirement to have a sign-off from a council-employed building inspector before certificates of
occupancy and the like are provided. Deregulation of this critically important area has been a failure,
and it is time our political leaders admitted the fact that it has been a failure, swallowed whatever
embarrassment or hurt pride that they deserve over that admission and now act in the public interest
to fix it—better late than never.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (16:59): I will, in fact, be brief. It sure would be nice if you could
buy an average house in Melbourne for $300 000 today. Laws like this are part of the reason you
cannot, and that is why the Liberal Democrats will not support the bill. This bill proposes more powers
for the Architects Registration Board of Victoria, the ARBV. These new powers are proposed as a
solution to the board not using the powers it already has. This is obviously silly, and it is going to
increase the cost of houses by funding these new powers through annualised mandatory professional
development training for architects. These costs will be passed on to consumers.
At a time when government regulation has put owning a home out of reach for too many Victorians
this government wants to increase the cost of houses and apartments just a bit more. When Daniel
Andrews graduated from uni in 1996 the median and mean price of a Melbourne house or apartment
was about $175 000 in 1996 dollars, or $300 000 in today’s dollars due to inflation. At the time the
price of houses had been increasing at the same rate as inflation for decades. Today the median house
price is a little over $1 million and the median unit price is $650 000. Governments have stuffed up
the housing market by choking land releases, bogging down construction in a swamp of red tape and
creating financial incentives to do unproductive things with existing houses.
Mr Hayes: And population growth.
Mr QUILTY: And population growth. If government had not done this, you could still buy an
average house for $300 000 today. That is government interference at work, and this bill is a little bit
more of the same.
What is the problem that this bill is trying to address? We know that the architects board does not
investigate 80 to 90 per cent of the complaints it receives against architects in any given year. We
know it closed its telephone complaints line in 2012 even though—or perhaps because—that was the
way it received most of its complaints. We know it has never investigated more than five complaints
in a single year. This tells us that the regulator does not seem to be doing much regulating, not that
there are not enough regulations. If only there was some person who was responsible for the regulator.
If only there was someone to whom they were directly accountable. If only there was someone who
could hold the regulator’s feet to the fire and make them do their job. Maybe we would call that person
something like the ‘Minister for Planning’ or maybe the ‘Minister for Housing’. Instead of getting the
architects board to do their job, the minister is going to add 10 pages of laws to the Architects Act 1991
that will not do a thing but make building a house cost a little bit more.
Imagine if the ARBV actually investigated complaints. In New South Wales every complaint against
an architect is initially investigated and considered within 14 days by a board composed of an architect,
a lawyer and a member of the public. Further action or investigation may occur from there, depending
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on what is discovered. Instead of that simple solution the government has focused on problems that
this bill will not fix and which are not even the job of the ARBV. Phoenix activity is already illegal
and is regulated by ASIC. In the bill we see an amendment to the probity requirements for bodies
corporate that does this again, functionally replicating existing insolvency law to make phoenixing
doubly illegal. This government likes making things doubly illegal.
The remainder of the bill is the sort of mild bureaucratic nonsense caused by too much regulation. It
changes the duration of board appointments for regulators. It moves existing powers between different
regulators. It changes the definitions for spas in the building code to incorporate them with pools. It
lets the minister require you to register and re-register your spa at intervals of his choosing—you know,
the critical functions of government that society cannot do without!
This bill is busywork without any substance. It will increase the cost of new housing stock by requiring
architects to pay for annual mandatory CPD—continuous professional development. This will harm
sole traders and small businesses much more than larger building firms, which will promote a
consolidation of the market and push up prices. Consolidated markets tend to be less competitive and
less accountable, so this bill is likely to make accountability in the building industry worse, not better.
The Liberal Democrats think Victoria would be a much better place if you could buy a new house for
$300 000. That is why we oppose pointless laws that add costs for no benefit.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:04): By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill without amendment.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:05): I move:
That the house now do adjourn.

KIALLA WEST PRIMARY SCHOOL PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:05): My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC, and again it concerns the safety of students, parents
and teachers of Kialla West Primary School. The action that I seek from the minister is that she provide
the results of the Regional Roads Victoria (RRV) investigation to install additional safety measures
beyond standard compliance at the Kialla West Primary School crossing and that she give an
undertaking that the government will assist Greater Shepparton City Council to achieve the longer
term goal of student and traffic separation, including funding any major infrastructure needed.
Kialla West Primary School is located on the southern outskirts of Shepparton and is situated on the
Goulburn Valley Highway. The GV highway forms part of the national road arterial A39, that
becomes the Newell Highway and is the principal path for travellers driving between Victoria and
Queensland. It is also a popular route for many heavy vehicles, including B-doubles, transporting
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freight between the two states. There remains genuine community concern regarding traffic safety at
the school crossing at Kialla West Primary School which crosses the GV highway.
Members will remember the horrific collision that occurred at the crossing during school pick-up time
in September 2018 when a school family sitting in their vehicle at the crossing was rear-ended by a
truck travelling at 80 kilometres per hour. The aftershocks of this terrible event continue to be felt by
the members of the family involved in the collision, including their three young children. The collision
also remains in the minds of the wider school community, with the crossing a constant reminder of the
dangers they face every day travelling to and from the school. While a safety inspection of the Kialla
West school site was conducted after the collision, the minister informed me some 10 months ago that
RRV would investigate the installation of additional safety measures at the school crossing, but I am
unaware if this investigation has been completed.
Whilst the minister has previously advised that school crossing infrastructure is normally a local
council issue, the inherent traffic dangers of Kialla West, being located on such a major national
highway, make it appropriate that RRV work with Greater Shepparton City Council to achieve a longterm solution at the site. The action that I seek from the minister is that she provide the results of the
Regional Roads Victoria investigation into installing additional safety measures beyond standard
compliance at the Kialla West Primary School crossing and also that she give an undertaking that the
government will assist Greater Shepparton City Council to achieve the longer term goal of student and
traffic separation, including funding any major infrastructure needed.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION SMALL BUSINESS
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (17:08): My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Small Business, the Honourable Adem Somyurek. It is in relation to the needs of small
business in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region. The involvement and support of local
government is critical to fostering small business success. Many small businesses in my electorate are
owned and operated by people for whom English is not their first language, and they face challenges
in accessing the services provided by government due to language barriers. The action I seek is that
the minister outline for me what support is available for multicultural business owners to remove
language barriers and enable them to access the wide array of government support.
EMERGENCY SERVICES MANDATORY SENTENCING LEGISLATION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (17:09): My matter is for the Attorney-General. It follows a
16 December County Court appeal decision which upheld James Haberfield’s non-custodial sentence
for his vicious January 2019 assault on two Victorian paramedics even though Haberfield’s attack was
fuelled by his entirely voluntary decision to take a cocktail of illicit drugs at a music festival and was
so violent that it left the paramedics, collectively, with multiple injuries and substantial, ongoing
psychological trauma.
As members will know, the continued widespread attacks on emergency workers are of enormous
concern to Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party. As one example of that, a motion I introduced here on
16 October last year specifically addressed the lack of practical translation into court judgements of
Premier Andrews’s commitment of 22 May 2018 that ‘if you attack and injure an emergency worker,
jail will mean jail’. During the debate on that motion I said the Haberfield appeal outcome would not
alter the fact that the current legislation has such discretionary scope that it will continue to allow
perpetrators of these outrageous assaults to avoid jail. This was notwithstanding the fact that the
Premier had himself urged the Director of Public Prosecution’s (DPP) appeal, believing the
government’s legislation ensured the likes of Haberfield should receive minimum sentences. My
prediction, sadly, was absolutely correct.
I do note Judge Tinney’s observation that the Haberfield appeal case was particularly complex and the
existence of the changed legislation presented him with some invidious choices about whether or not
to impose a mandatory jail term. Nevertheless, he still ultimately resolved these in favour of the

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 18 February 2020

Legislative Council

367

offender. He also pointed out that even the DPP conceded the legislation left open to him a number of
non-custodial sentencing options.
I will say that our party is encouraged by the mandatory sentence applied in the Macintire case in late
January. We are also increasingly hearing that strengthened legislation is imminent. In light of all this,
the action I seek is the Attorney-General’s confirmation of whether the government will do what the
Premier suggested in September may happen if the appeal in Haberfield’s case was unsuccessful—
namely, review and potentially change its minimum sentencing legislation for assaults on emergency
workers. Like many Victorians, I want to know if the perpetrators of these attacks will continue to
avoid minimum sentences or if the balance will be urgently redressed so there is actually a meaningful
deterrent and so that greater rights are finally afforded to the victims rather than the perpetrators of
these cowardly and shameful assaults.
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION BUSHFIRE RECOVERY INITIATIVES
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:11): I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Tourism, Sport and Major Events, and it relates to the marketing and promotion of bushfire-affected
communities into the Melbourne markets in particular but more broadly throughout Victoria. As we
all know, the bushfires could not have come at a worse time for tourism operators. Just as people had
packed their caravans, had loaded their bikes on the back of their vehicles and were making their way
down the Princes Highway to Lakes Entrance, Mallacoota and many other places, the emergency alerts
went out as a result of the bushfires. Those that had already arrived in East Gippsland in particular—
at places such as Mallacoota, Cann River and a range of other towns—either evacuated as a result of
those alerts or the navy came to help several thousand, as we know, in Mallacoota, to evacuate them.
The upshot of that was that the tourist trade for January was lost, the tourist trade for much of February
has been lost and many businesses are really doing it tough. We know that businesses in places such
as Lakes Entrance, Mallacoota, right around the Gippsland Lakes and into far East Gippsland are not
just competing against other parts of Victoria, they are now competing against places like Bali, Fiji
and other places in the Pacific—other resort places that are proximate and have quick flight access and
the like.
These fires came at a time when the tourism industry was already feeling that pressure and those
difficulties, and whilst there has been some marketing of East Gippsland, the action I would seek from
the minister is that he commit to funding a large, ongoing marketing campaign to promote the bushfireimpacted communities, particularly in my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region, and say that
Gippsland is open for business. We need marketing to promote the upcoming summer 2021 and
beyond, not just the coming long weekend and not just Easter.
WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:14): My adjournment matter is for the minister acting
on behalf of the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. New South Wales Labor has
introduced legislation into the New South Wales Parliament that would create a moratorium on wasteto-energy incinerators, saying they should not be approved near residential precincts until health and
pollution effects are ‘properly investigated’. They have stated that:
The current approval system for these proposed incinerators is completely outdated and inadequate, and the
government should not allow any incinerators to be approved until that system is reviewed and updated to
world-best standards.

This follows the rejection of a waste incinerator last year in Sydney’s western suburbs by their
Independent Planning Commission on the basis of its proximity to residential areas, which was about
900 metres, its proximity to schools within a few kilometres and concerns about the health impacts.
This New South Wales Labor position stands in stark contrast to the position taken by Victorian Labor.
Here in Victoria the Labor government seem to have endorsed waste incinerators, not only allowing
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them to proceed without an environmental assessment process or policy guidance but also funding
them, as has been the case with the Australian Paper proposal for Maryvale.
This position of blanket and unbridled support by the government is particularly untenable when you
consider the Craigieburn proposal for a waste incinerator. Just like the western Sydney proposal, it
will burn 500 000 tonnes of waste a year, is about 900 metres from residences and has three schools
within a few kilometres. Just like the western Sydney proposal, it has locals incredibly concerned
about the health and environmental impacts on the local area, which has environmental protection
overlays. Yet a key difference between what happened in Sydney and what is going on here is that in
Sydney locals spoke up and were listened to. They had the planning processes in place to stop that
terrible project. In Victoria we do not have them. In fact due to the Craigieburn proposal being in an
area with a precinct structure plan overlay, the local community have no right to notice of the
development, no right to be consulted on it and no right to object to it or have it reviewed by VCAT.
They have been stripped of their rights and gagged in the name of fast-tracking development. This is
completely unacceptable.
The action I am seeking from the minister is that she considers New South Wales Labor’s position
and immediately implements a moratorium on waste-to-energy incinerators and, failing that, ensures
that all these proposals go through proper environmental assessment and community consultation
processes, particularly those close to residential areas, like the Craigieburn proposal.
JASVINDER SIDHU
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:17): I wish to raise a matter this afternoon for the attention
of the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. There has been in recent times, as reported widely in the
media, an incident in the Wyndham area involving a chap called Jasvinder Sidhu. My understanding
is that this chap works for a Labor minister and has been involved in some very—
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr FINN: Well, that is my understanding. Who does he work for? He is a Labor staffer of some
sort. My understanding is in fact he claims that he is very close to the Premier. He claims he has a
direct link to the Premier, and that is a concern in itself. The reason I raise this matter this evening is
because this chap, who I understand has been involved in some pretty heavy branch stacking work out
in the west, has allegedly been involved in what can only be described as severe religious vilification.
Apparently, according to newspaper reports, this Mr Sidhu:
… told a meeting of Punjabi-speaking Indians he was trying to recruit to the party that Turkish and Lebanese
Muslims were sponging off taxpayers.
‘They have all arrived by boats and as soon as they arrive they are given pension, Centrelink, and also
rewarded with houses and medical services immediately …

Now, my understanding is that there was a physically violent altercation at this particular meeting,
which was a direct result—
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr FINN: You were there, were you? Were you there? You would be about the only Labor MP
that was not there if you were not. There was a physical altercation there, and that was a direct result
of the comments that he was making about the Muslim community. I am sure members will agree on
both sides of the house that this is not something that we welcome in Victoria. We have got pretty
much a bipartisan view on welcoming people from various parts of the world to Australia. For
somebody to conduct themselves in this way with a view to political advancement I think is absolutely
disgraceful. I am asking the minister to investigate this particular incident to see if we do have a case
of religious vilification and to provide for me a report on what exactly happened and what he intends
to do about it.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 18 February 2020

Legislative Council

369

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY TRUGANINA STATION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:20): My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. The action that I seek is in relation to when a permanent site will
finally open for the class 5 Truganina CFA station, a building the former Minister for Emergency
Services promised would be completed by June 2019, possibly as part of an essential services hub for
City of Wyndham residents. Truganina CFA has operated for nearly 80 years and in 2004 relocated to
a temporary station built on land leased from one of its members. They moved to another temporary
site in 2014 to be housed in what is essentially a tin shed on land leased month by month next to the
current library. The current site fails to meet the standards of its class 5 rating, the highest for a CFA
brigade.
A report in the Age on Sunday indicated that the three-year delay is due to finding a suitable location
to build the CFA station. But as I understand it, the Minister for Planning signed off on a
recommendation by the Victorian Planning Authority as far back as November 2014 to reserve land
for a CFA station on the corner of Leakes and Davis roads in Tarneit. I am advised that the Victorian
Planning Authority earmarked this land in Tarneit for a proposed emergency services hub for residents
in Wyndham North with part of $7.5 million in funding and that it was to become the home of the
Truganina CFA as well as the SES and Ambulance Victoria.
I visited the proposed site with the mayor of Wyndham City Council, Cr Josh Gilligan, last week.
Minister, I was surprised to find that the land believed to be reserved for these essential emergency
services, which indeed should be finished by now, still has a developer sales village on it, flogging off
land and home packages. Truganina is a 100 per cent volunteer fire brigade that has supported our
community proudly as well as those further afield during times like the current bushfire season. They
deserve to know when the permanent home they were promised will be delivered, and so do the
residents of the City of Wyndham.
CULTURAL BURNING
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:23): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs. I recently convened a public meeting in Terang, and Peek Whurrong elder Robert
Lowe, Sr, told that gathering of over 200 people, which was convened on fire prevention, about how
his grandfather would go down to a river with a box of matches and a wet hessian sack and burn the
majority of the river bank in just one single day. In Western Australia over 100 full and part-time
Indigenous rangers have been conducting controlled burns across 420 000 kilometres of the
Kimberley, with experts suggesting it may have halved the spread and intensity of fire in that region.
On the last day of Parliament last year I asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services why
the state government had failed to sufficiently utilise traditional Indigenous burning practices to
mitigate fire risk. On 10 January I was told by the minister in writing that the government is concerned
about ‘intellectual property rights’ and that:
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 …

This is clearly a pathetic excuse as to why the Labor government has not utilised these techniques to
prevent the loss of life, livestock and property. The government frequently licenses intellectual
property, including the software on the desk of every public servant. If Indigenous burning practices
really can be deemed intellectual property and this is not simply a feeble effort to shift blame to our
Indigenous community for government inertia on fuel load reduction, then surely the government has
attempted to license or otherwise access the knowledge as they do with other intellectual property? I
also wonder which Indigenous groups have expressed their concern over the state government using
their burning techniques, given that all the media and discussion I have seen has shown the clear
enthusiasm from the Indigenous community for all of us to learn from them and their ancestors. So
the action I seek is that the minister justifies the state government’s policy of limiting the usage of
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Indigenous burning techniques to reduce fire risk and save lives on the basis of some dubious
intellectual property rights argument.
LAUNCHINGWAY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:25): My adjournment debate matter is for the
attention of the Minister for Fishing and Boating. The press release from the government at the launch
of the Better Boating Victoria initiative quoted the minister stating, and I quote:
We’re making it easier and cheaper for Victorian families to get out on the water.

One might doubt this commitment after the rally at the Patterson River boat ramp on the weekend.
Over 100 boats and hundreds of people turned up to support Trevor and Lynette Hogan, the owners
of Launchingway Pty Ltd. For 25 years Trevor, Lynette and the staff at Launchingway have supplied
bait, tackle, safety equipment, advice and services for the boating and fishing community. A 2019
RACV survey highlighted the Patterson River boat ramp as the best in the state. During the busy period
they start work at 2.00 am and can re-park 150 cars by 4.30 in the morning. In peak season there might
be 600 boats and 20 charter boats in a day. This is quite a logistical challenge, and both knowledge
and experience are helpful. The fact that 400 people turned up on short notice to support them is
indicative of community support for the Hogans and their staff.
Despite their standing in the community, they recently received, without warning or consultation or
even explanation an eviction notice from Melbourne Water. They were ordered to vacate the premises
by 31 March. On the eve of the community rally the Hogan family were offered an extension of their
lease until September—an absurd notion. Without the certainty of being able to trade through the next
peak season this is merely a cynical offer, no better than the eviction notice. The business has struggled
to have the certainty of a three- or five-year lease for the last decade and has had varying lease
agreements of a year or a month-by-month agreement with the promise that a new arrangement with
a longer term lease would be just around the corner. This is unacceptable bureaucratic bungling, hardly
supportive of the recreational boating and fishing enthusiasts that frequent our beautiful bay.
With no plan seeming to exist for the management of the Patterson River boat ramp if the Hogans
leave, this is a recipe for chaos next season. If there is a requirement that it goes to tender, that is fine
and reasonable, but not without a plan and transparency. My request for the minister is to extend the
lease for Launchingway through the next peak season and ensure that any transition plan or tender
process is open and transparent with adequate time for consideration.
ORBOST SECONDARY COLLEGE
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:28): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education in
the other place, and it relates to Orbost Secondary College. The request that I make and the action that
I seek is for the minister to provide a further $3 million that would allow that school, that secondary
college, to complete phase 2 of their building works program.
I received a letter from Cathy Healey, who is the school council president of Orbost Secondary
College. She writes a very articulate and heartfelt plea for this additional funding. In 2019 Orbost
Secondary College was given a $1 million grant in order to start phase 1. The second phase started
with the master plan, and it was really in relation to demolishing an administration block which
includes general purpose classrooms, the food studies room, the canteen, student and staff toilets, the
staff room, admin offices and workspaces, so really it was a rebuild. It is planned to shift the staff and
students and regenerate that school in its entirety. A capital works program was begun. They received
$3.48 million as part of an asbestos removal and modular build program. The cost to remove the
asbestos was so high that they have only got halfway through phase 2 of their rebuild.
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We all know that East Gippsland has done it incredibly tough, and none tougher than the lovely town
of Orbost. They have been surrounded by fires for the last few months, and many of the families have
been severely affected by those fires. Indeed Cathy referred to:
… the extra social, physical, emotional and financial strain on an already struggling community that relies
heavily on the timber and dairy industries.

She also said:
We believe that a half-completed building project will also add stress, not only to our staff and students, but
also to our wider community.

The minister really needs to take this on board. There is money in the air, we will say; there is money
that has been specifically targeted into the fire-affected communities. This community needs to be able
to sustain a very positive forward plan, and part of this forward plan is in relation to the rebuild of the
secondary college. They have smaller schools that feed into that secondary college. The school really
can be the showpiece of that region, but they need extra funds, they need the government to listen and
they need $3 million to complete that second-phase build.
MELBOURNE AIRPORT RAIL LINK
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:31): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure, Minister Allan. I feel like Robinson Crusoe and I am the only one on this
island who has concerns that the government is considering giving Melbourne Airport, its major
shareholders and partners the keys to airport rail. We all know the consortium ownership of the airport
rail link will control every access point into Melbourne Airport—road, rail and air—and will set prices
as it likes. Is this in the best interests of the travelling public? We have waited 50 years for a rail line
to Melbourne Airport. Now that we have funding on the table we should not be looking for the cheaper
option or be pandering to profit-motivated private sector interests.
I hope both the state and federal governments have learned lessons from the past and will find another
way to fund this very important project. This consortium has a massively vested interest in maintaining
a monopoly on transport to Melbourne Airport. So I ask the minister to do her best to prevent a
monopoly on airport access and to consider carefully the effect private ownership of our new airport
rail link will have on the travelling public for many decades to come.
MYKI TICKETING SYSTEM
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:32): My matter for the
adjournment tonight is for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport in the other place, and it
concerns the reliability of Myki. I am in possession of a piece of correspondence from Jerry Wang,
who is somebody who has gone to a lot of effort to piece together charging by a Myki card. They said:
A family member of mine is a commuter who travels 5 days a week (full-time basis) between Doncaster East
and Box Hill. Her daily travel involves buses and trains however they are all located in Zone 2. In usual
situation she travels on Myki pass, occasionally, on Myki money when pass has not been renewed (roughly
on a monthly basis).

They continued:
Today we discovered that in the past 6 months there were 5 occasions where extra $1.5 had been debited from
her Myki money when she was on Myki pass that she purchased for zone 2. And there were 10 occasions
where zone 1’s charge of $4.50 … had been deducted …

although it should have been $3, the 2-hour charge for zone 2. They continued:
In total there where 15 occasions that she was wrongly charged totalling $21.70 in 6 months (note that we
could only download travel history for the past 6 months from Myki).

They said $21.70 per person might not be material in one way but would turn out to be $21 million a
year if half a million people were affected.
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People, they make the point, generally do not check their travel history on a regular basis and since
the introduction of Myki they trust that the system is complete and reliable. It seems, according to
Jerry, that the extra charges kick in at random. They spent hours reconciling these issues and lodged
online requests for reimbursement. They said:
We noted that we had to lodge 1 request for each occasion. We did it 15 times.
We spoke to Public Transport Ombudsman and requested if they could assist raising the concern about
Zone 1’s charge wrongly applied to Zone 2’s travel as it could have affected many without their awareness
and we were told that they could not help.

They also said:
Extra charges seem only kick in when bus travels are involved. We note that bus 902 and 907 travel across
zones. Zone 1’s charge is also found in the travel history of bus route 901 which only travels in zone 2.

They raised this at places like Box Hill train station but were unable to get a refund or help. I think the
point here is that something has got to be done to make sure that this is reliable. We know that there
were troubles when Myki was originally introduced and there were problems with the system. So what
I am seeking from the minister today is that she launch a review or a stocktake of the reliability of
Myki debiting. If the government is collecting windfall payments, that is quite unfair. People are quite
happy to pay the real charge, the proper charge, for the travel they do. They do not want to pay a charge
for travel that they do not do or pay more charges for travel than are due. I think this is a matter of
justice and fairness, and I ask the minister to launch that review or stocktake.
FINES REVENUE
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:35): My adjournment item is for the Treasurer. The Liberal
Democrats believe in ending profit from fines. A fair justice system ensures that the punishment fits
the crime. A corrupt justice system uses the punishment as a revenue source. The South Australian
Treasurer has admitted that fine increases are intended as a budgetary measure, not for justice. The
New South Wales Treasurer has noted that councils use ratepayers as cash cows and extract funds
through parking fines and other minor infractions. Here in Victoria we see a budget that expects fine
revenue to increase year on year. If the justice system was working properly, it would require less
punishment year on year. If you must continually increase fines and hand out more of them, then your
fines have failed and they are not preventing the behaviour those fines are intended to prevent. The
Liberal Democrats are committed to ending this perverse practice. When governments require funds
they should collect them through taxes and they should be honest about it.
There is a perverse incentive with fines: the government loves the money and would rather the bad
behaviour continue so they can continue to milk the taxpayers. The government should not get a
benefit from fines; the revenue should be out of their reach. Instead of pocketing the cash, the
government should use revenue from fines to reduce registration fees for motorists. Increasing revenue
in one area would reduce revenue in another; this would cancel out the government’s incentive. At the
very least the government should come clean and admit what it is doing: selling out the justice system
to boost the budget bottom line.
The Liberal Democrats believe that the punishment should fit the crime. We believe that justice is not
about the profit. We believe in integrity in law enforcement. The police are not supposed to be used to
shake down citizens for cash; they are supposed to keep us safe. Ending profit from fines is the right
thing to do. I call upon the Treasurer to safeguard the integrity of the justice system by ending the
perverse incentive to use fines for revenue purposes.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:37): My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Health, and it is in relation to the coronavirus. As I think we are all aware, this disease has been very
topical in media across the world because of the numbers that it has reached, not only in China but
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also in other countries, and of course a number of Australians have been affected. I want to place on
record my support for those businesses that are suffering due to a lack of clientele. I know your area,
President, has been severely affected, and we should all be supporting those. So we all do understand
that this is having significant impacts on a range of industries, and I see today that the Diamond
Princess, which is outside Japan—the ship with thousands of people on board—has a number of
Australians on board that have been offered by the Prime Minister and AUSMAT, the Australian
Medical Assistance Team, to be removed from the Diamond Princess and be evacuated to Australia,
which is very pleasing. I note the comments made by the Minister for Health in relation to supporting
those people and the teams that are undertaking those evacuations.
At the moment it is all very contained. The coronavirus, thankfully, has not taken off here in Australia,
as it has obviously in other parts of the world. But we have not got into our flu season as yet, and I
know there are GPs who are referring many people who have got cold or flu-like symptoms into our
emergency departments, which is putting extra pressure onto our emergency departments. One of the
issues that has been raised with me is around the situation, should it arise, where we do have a severe
outbreak, so it is somewhat hypothetical if you like, but I think it is in relation to the preparation. The
minister is looking a little bit bewildered over there, but it is around oxygen tank reserves in dealing
with respiratory function. So the action I seek is for the minister to inform the house of what reserves
are in place for oxygen equipment, specifically that which will be required for treatments in the event
that Victoria has a large outbreak of the coronavirus.
RESPONSES
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(17:40): This evening I have received adjournment matters from Ms Lovell to the Minister for Roads
and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC; from Mr Elasmar to the Minister for Small Business; from
Ms Maxwell to the Attorney-General; from Mr O’Donohue to the Minister for Tourism, Sport and
Major Events; from Dr Ratnam to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change; from
Mr Finn to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs; from Dr Cumming to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services; from Mrs McArthur to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; from Mr Limbrick
to the Minister for Fishing and Boating; from Ms Bath directed to the Minister for Education; from
Mr Barton directed to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure; from Mr Davis directed to the Minister
for Public Transport; and from Mr Quilty directed to the Treasurer. All those matters will be referred
to the relevant ministers for response.
I will seek to discharge the matter raised by Ms Crozier and directed to me. It was in relation to the
coronavirus or novel coronavirus or, as the World Health Organization recently referred to it,
COVID-19. As I have explained to the house before, this is an evolving situation internationally. We
have now more than 71 000 confirmed cases, and unfortunately 1775 deaths have been reported
globally. These numbers are continuously being updated and, sadly, keep growing. As of recently the
numbers in Australia, thankfully, remain unchanged. We have had 15 confirmed cases of COVID-19
in Australia: four in Victoria, four in New South Wales, five in Queensland and two in South Australia.
As I have previously advised with the four cases in Victoria, the first diagnosis was on 25 January
2020—and I advised Victorians about that at the time—and the most recent was diagnosed on
31 January 2020. There have been very regular updates from both me and the chief health officer about
these cases. I am pleased to report to the house that all cases are now well; only two cases remain
isolated and at home in fact. It is a credit to the dedicated medical staff we have in our hospital system
that those patients who were hospitalised were able to be sent home.
I also want to acknowledge that the fact we have only had four diagnosed cases in Victoria is also a
credit to travellers returning from China, largely members of Victoria’s Chinese community. I want
to acknowledge what has been a very anxious and stressful time for them and thank them publicly, as
I have on previous occasions, for the fact that they have taken all the travel advice very seriously. The
Australian Health Protection Principal Committee, which is the national committee of chief health
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officers, are meeting and discussing these matters on a daily basis, and they issued the updated advice
recently that people returning from China on or after 1 February 2020 should self-isolate for 14 days.
Clearly people who have returned from China have been heeding that advice, and that has meant that
we have had no further positive cases. So I want to thank them and acknowledge them.
I do want to come to the issues that were raised, but I also want to place on record my thanks to
members of Parliament who have supported efforts that I have been championing to reassure members
of the community that they can go about leading their lives normally. The chief health officer has
provided very regular updates to the community about how this situation is evolving and will continue
to do so. We are making sure that we are taking all the necessary precautions to keep the community
safe, but we have wanted to reassure the community that they can continue to dine out at Chinese
restaurants and attend and visit other businesses owned by members of Victoria’s Chinese community.
We want to encourage people to continue to do so, because we know that some of those businesses
are really doing it tough and are struggling to get their business and customers up.
I was heartened to attend an event that came about because I put on a briefing for Chinese community
leaders here in Parliament House last sitting week. Last week I was pleased to attend an event at Shark
Fin Inn in Chinatown, together with Chinese community leaders, to reassure the community that they
could continue to attend restaurants and go about their lives normally. I was pleased to hear, speaking
to a number of MPs today, that that message seems to be being heard and that numbers do seem to
have been picking up in recent days.
The other update that I think is worth mentioning to members is that since the outbreak that has
occurred, the Australian Health Protection Principal Committee—the AHPPC, which I referred to
before—the Communicable Diseases Network Australia and the national incident room have all had
a nationally coordinated response to this issue, and we have been working very closely with the
commonwealth and other states and territories in responding to this issue. I note that Minister Hunt
has also acknowledged Victoria’s cooperation. There is also the excellent work that I want to mention
of the Doherty Institute in terms of growing a live virus here in Victoria. It was the first lab in fact
outside of China that was able to do so, and that will help labs all around the world to develop a vaccine
more quickly. That has been a very important development in terms of responding to this evolving
situation.
The other issue that I think is very worthwhile mentioning to the house is that I organised a briefing
for all members of Parliament in the last sitting week, and in that briefing—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I know that the minister is responding to my
adjournment matter—and if I could say, Minister, this was one of the questions that I wanted to ask
the chief health officer at that briefing; however, there was not an opportunity to do so. Minister, this
came from some concerned respiratory physicians who are very concerned—
Ms MIKAKOS: Do you want an answer or not?
Ms Crozier: Yes, I would love an answer, if you could just get to answering the question I had
without going on and on. As I said, it was an issue that I wanted to raise with the chief health officer,
but there was an inability because there was not enough time to allow us, because of a lot of the—
Ms MIKAKOS: Questions from many of your colleagues.
Ms Crozier: No, I am not going to get into an argument, but if the minister could address these
serious concerns—
The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order. The minister is being relevant, and I understand she
is getting to the crux of your question.
Ms MIKAKOS: I do find it disappointing that when I am giving a very fulsome answer to the
house about a very serious situation that the global community is facing at the moment that the member
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would seek to prevent me from responding to her. The point that I was making is that I organised a
briefing for all members of Parliament with the chief health officer and all the questions asked by those
present were in fact from non-government members, bar one question. If Ms Crozier is not happy with
that, perhaps she needs to complain to people in her own party, who did ask some very good questions
and did receive very fulsome answers at that briefing from the chief health officer.
The point that I am also seeking to make is that, as the chief health officer explained at that briefing,
we have been making plans, as one would expect, for contingencies should this situation evolve further
and we have further positive cases diagnosed in Victoria. We are taking the situation extremely
seriously. We do plan for these contingencies. It is of course a situation that is hypothetical in terms of
what the member is posing, and should that situation eventuate, then of course we will be more
expansive with the community about what those contingencies might look like. Of course our health
services are prepared for these situations, and we are in the process of briefing people in our health
system, both in our hospitals and in our primary care network, about what some of those contingencies
might look like and what that planning does involve in terms of making sure that they are able to
respond. There is certainly a lot of work happening at state and national levels to make sure that if we
do have a global pandemic of COVID-19, our health system is able to respond.
I note that in previous comments that Ms Crozier has made about this she acknowledged the fact that
we do have an excellent health system here in Australia, including here in Victoria, and I certainly
agree wholeheartedly with that. I know in the past she has come in here and she has asked me to fund
the flu vaccine ahead of the flu season even starting—these are the kinds of ludicrous propositions that
we get from Ms Crozier here on a daily basis. But I can assure the house that there is a great deal of
planning that has been underway for some time by my department, and I want to acknowledge and
thank Dr Brett Sutton, our public health team and the entire team at the Department of Health and
Human Services, who have been working very hard to respond to this issue and to make sure that we
are well prepared as a state.
I have written answers to 14 adjournment debate matters this evening.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.53 pm.
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Tuesday, 18 February 2020
MY MONEY CONVERSATION KIT
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12 September 2019)
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth):
I am pleased to provide an update as to how senior women and gender diverse people can benefit from the
My Money Conversation Kit. The Conversation Kit supports senior women and gender diverse people to
safely and confidently engage in conversations about money with family, friends and professionals. The Kit
provides information to help women to better understand their financial situation and engage with financial
services or make financial decisions more confidently. It can also assist social service and financial service
workers to better support their clients’ needs and understand the difficulties their clients face in building and
maintaining financial capability.
Since developing and releasing the My Money Conversation Kit, Women’s Information Referral Exchange
(WIRE) has received a number of requests from social service workers to assist financial counsellors,
community workers and allied health professionals in providing support to their seniors cohort. Thousands of
kits have already gone to organisations located in the western metropolitan region including Yarraville
Community Centre, Laverton Community Integrated Services, Djerriwarrh Community and Education
Services (Melton), Wyndham Community and Education Centre and Wyndham City Council.
I will look into opportunities to visit these and other organisations supporting women in Western Metropolitan
Region.

BOROONDARA PLANNING SCHEME
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12 September 2019)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning):
Over the past two years, I have strongly supported heritage protection in the City of Boroondara by approving
heritage controls for over 6,000 additional properties. This is the greatest increase in heritage protection for
any municipality in Victoria in recent times.
When a council receives a request for report and consent under sections 29A and 29B of the Building Act 1993
to demolish a building of potential heritage significance, within 15 business days of receiving the request it
may seek a Heritage Overlay to protect the building on an interim basis.
A separate planning scheme amendment is usually progressed to consider the heritage merit of the place and
to provide the community with an opportunity to make a submission about the permanent application of the
Heritage Overlay.
Boroondara City Council was not using this safety net. The demolition of many heritage places in the City of
Boroondara could have been avoided if the council had responsibly exercised its ability to suspend demolition
of these buildings under the Building Act within the appropriate timeframe, instead of seeking to protect them
with the Heritage Overlay after consenting to their demolition.
On 2 September 2019, the council resolved to amend its internal processes for properties with a contributory
grading in a heritage study. The council has now advised its building department to refuse consent for
demolition and seek interim heritage protection where demolition would potentially detract from the
significance of the heritage place. This will ensure better protection of local heritage in Boroondara and bring
the council in line with the usual practice of other municipalities across Victoria.
In response to Boroondara City Council’s change to protocols for managing demolition, on 30 December 2019
I approved Amendment C324 to the Boroondara Planning Scheme, which removed the incorporated document
introduced by Amendment C299. The amendment was gazetted and took effect from 16 January 2020.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning will continue to work with the council to ensure
better heritage management in the City of Boroondara.
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HORSERACING
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (29 October 2019)
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism, Sport
and Major Events, Minister for Racing):
The Victorian racing industry contributes $4.3 billion to the economy annually and sustains more than 33,800
full time equivalent jobs. That is why the Government is committed to the ongoing success and viability of
Victorian racing and particularly the iconic Spring Racing Carnival (SRC).
The Government has committed $72 million over four years to continue the Victorian Racing Industry Fund
(VRIF) which provides funding to racing clubs and controlling bodies for a wide range of initiatives to
promote and support Victorian racing. This includes funding through the Raceday Attraction Program to
assist clubs to promote events, including country events during the SRC.
The Government acknowledges the rights of individuals to protest and express their view. However, that right
should be exercised respectfully and peacefully to ensure the safety of all participants, horses and racegoers.
The Victoria Racing Club worked closely with Victoria Police to help minimise disruption to racegoers, local
residents and staff working at Flemington over the Cup Carnival. This resulted in additional police resources
being provided to reduce unlawful interference and to ensure the right of people to experience an enjoyable
day out.
It was pleasing that more than 276,000 people attended the four-day 2019 Melbourne Cup Carnival,
highlighting Victorians enthusiasm for racing despite the inclement weather over the Carnival period.

NORTH RICHMOND COMMUNITY HEALTH
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (29 October 2019)
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for Creative
Industries):
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to reducing the harm associated with alcohol and other drug
use and saving lives.
Since the Medically Supervised Injecting Room opened over a year ago, over 2,500 overdoses have been
safely managed—some of which may otherwise have been fatal or resulted in serious injury.
An independent panel is reviewing the trial and will report on their findings in 2020. The report will be tabled
in Parliament and inform future decisions about the trial.
Regarding the previous matter, the Government did not commission an investigation or review into North
Richmond Community Health management in early 2019.
North Richmond Community Health undertook a process and implemented recommendations to strengthen
policies and procedures.
In October 2019, the Government commissioned an independent review of the alcohol and other drug
program at North Richmond Community Health, led by Dr Joanna Flynn assisted by Aspex Consulting. The
review sought to assess policies, practices and governance arrangements relevant to the program in relation
to culture, recruitment, incident reporting, staff management and resourcing.
The Flynn review made 12 recommendations, all of which have been accepted by North Richmond
Community Health, and work is underway to implement them.
The Government has held a clear and consistent position of support for the MSIR trial and its important work
of saving lives and providing health and social support services. This contrasts with the confused,
contradictory and tawdry position of the Opposition—an approach again highlighted by this adjournment
matter.
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NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
In reply to Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (12 November 2019)
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Small
Business):
As Melbourne continues to grow, the removal of level crossings is essential to increasing safety and
improving travel around our city for public transport users, pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. To date,
30 level crossings out of 75 have been removed, 15 train stations have been rebuilt and 4500 jobs have been
created. However, I understand the difficulties that small businesses may face when affected by disruption
caused by construction works.
Small Business Victoria runs a range of business facing programs which are available on request and can be
tailored to fit particular community, council and industry needs.
Our Small Business Victoria Workshops, which can be delivered in partnership with local councils on request,
are run by experts in their field and provide practical advice to businesses on a range of relevant topics. In the
first half of 2020, five workshops are scheduled to be held in Moreland, with six workshops having been held
in the second half of 2019. Businesses can register to attend a workshop at business.vic.gov.au. Darebin
Council is providing workshops with its own local expert.
The Small Business Bus offers friendly, professional advice from an experienced business mentor and will
visit Moreland and Darebin four times in the first half of 2020. This is in addition to six visits by the bus in
the second half of 2019 which helped more than 40 local businesses with information and mentoring sessions.
The Level Crossing Removal Project (LXRP) also has several measures and programs in place that support
small businesses through disruption. Prior to commencing a level crossing removal project, LXRP uses a
variety of communication tools (such as surveys, consultation sessions and face-to-face meetings) to gather
information from the local trader community. This information informs planning for construction to minimise
impacts on the day to day operations of small businesses. Small Business Victoria and the Victorian Small
Business Commission provided input into the development of this process.
LXRP also maintains a dedicated trader relations team for each project that liaises daily with local traders to
monitor and mitigate disruptions to their business. It also provides marketing assistance to businesses that
participate in trader initiatives and all level crossing removal projects promote local shopping options to the
project workforce, including using local businesses to supply goods and services where possible.
The government will continue to work with all stakeholders to ensure temporarily disrupted small businesses
get the support they need during the construction of these necessary projects.

PANDA WEEK
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
Perinatal mental health supports fall under the responsibility of the Minister for Mental Health however I am
pleased to provide the Member with a response.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to supporting all Victorian mums and dads on their journey
to becoming a parent We know it can be an exciting time but for new parents, it can also be a time of great
change and a challenging period of transition.
We know that as many as one in five expecting or new mums will experience anxiety or depression, and as
many as one in ten dads will experience it too. There are different types of support services available to those
who are struggling with their emotional wellbeing or mental health while expecting a baby or in the first year
of a baby’s life known as the perinatal period. There is a PANDA National Helpline 1300 726 306 with
counsellors available to provide support and factsheets and resources on perinatal anxiety and depression in
pregnancy available at https://www.panda.org.au/awareness/resources. These factsheets are also available in
different languages.
The Andrews Labor Government provides ongoing funding for PANDA’s Intensive Counselling & Service
Coordination Program, which ensures families experiencing perinatal mental health issues can be supported
across the state.
The Perinatal Emotional Health Program provides treatment for women at risk of or experiencing mental
illness in the perinatal period. As the impact of perinatal mental illness extends beyond the woman herself,
the treatment is family-inclusive and supports their partners, carers, infants and other children. This program
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is provided by Albury Wodonga Health, Austin Health, Ballarat Health, Barwon Health, Bendigo Health,
Eastern Health, Latrobe Regional Hospital, Melbourne Health, Monash Health, Peninsula Health, Mildura
Health, South West Healthcare, Royal Children’s Hospital, Royal Women’s Hospital and Mercy Hospital.
Women who experience serious mental illness in the perinatal period can also be admitted to a Parent Infant
Unit providing residential care at one of six health services across Victoria including Ballarat Health, Bendigo
Health, Austin Health, Monash Medical Centre, Werribee Mercy Hospital and Latrobe Regional Hospital.
The Labor Government has also invested $43.9 million in the 2019-20 State Budget over four years to support
the mental health of expectant and new parents through an innovative Perinatal Mental Health and Wellbeing
Program. The program delivers innovative screening and treatment approaches, improved access to perinatal
mental health support and treatment, and increased community awareness of perinatal mental health issues.
A General Practitioner or Maternal Child and Health Nurse can refer to the Perinatal Emotional Health
Program or the Parent Infant Units. These services are also accessible via mental health triage services
http://www.health.vic.gov.au/mentalhealthservices/adult/index.htm, which is the usual entry point to mental
health services. Each public mental health service in Victoria provides a psychiatric triage and referral service
24 hours a day, seven days a week.
There is also a strong focus on promoting attachment and positive infant mental health through our existing
network of Early Parenting Centres, which sit within my portfolio. These centres deliver early intervention
and support for parents and caregivers experiencing perinatal mental health issues and are provided by
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service, Queen Elizabeth Centre and Mercy O’Connell Family Centre.
The Government has committed to upgrading two and building an additional seven Early Parenting Centres
across Victoria, including in regional Victoria for the first time.
The Government also delivers free baby bundles for all first time parents across Victoria and is increasing
access to services like first time parent groups, an expanded 24-hour maternal child health phone line and
additional home visits by an Maternal Child Health nurse for eligible families. These programs also sit within
my portfolio.
The Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System is looking at all aspects of mental health
services in Victoria, including those in our regional areas and provide practical recommendations so
Victorians can get the services they need.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13 November 2019)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure):
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for his continued interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s
program to remove dangerous and congested level crossings, especially in Melbourne’s West. I also note he
has a long tradition of opposing the removal of level crossings.
I also refer the Member to my response on Thursday, 28 November 2019.
I am aware of a group called the Wyndham Infrastructure Network that appears to advocate for an 8.5km
tunnel in Melbourne’s West. Such an idea, in addition to being technically very difficult, would cost billions
of dollars more than the solutions that the Level Crossing Removal Project has identified, and the Andrews
Labor Government is building.
We took the removal of the level crossings at Werribee Street and Cherry Street, Werribee, and Old Geelong
Road, Hoppers Crossing to the last election and they were overwhelming endorsed.

BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (13 November 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
Forest Fire Management Victoria (FFMVic) works extensively with CFA and the Mornington Peninsula
Shire to reduce risk for the community and visitors on the Mornington Peninsula. This includes representation
at the Municipal Fire Management Planning Committee, and joint communications to the community to build
awareness of bushfire risk and fuel reduction activities.
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FFMVic together with CFA and the Shire have regular engagement with the Blairgowrie community to
discuss bushfire risk and vegetation management within the area, including the impacts of tourism during
peak periods.
Extensive fire prevention, planning and mitigation works are undertaken each year within the Mornington
Peninsula National Park (Blairgowrie area) in accordance with FFMVic’s Fire Management Plans, which
include the Coastal Fire Break Strategy 2019-20 and the Joint Fuel Management Plan 2019-20 to 2020-21.
The network of fuel breaks in the Mornington Peninsula National Park is designed to break the run of fire and
complement the Shire’s roadside slashing program. FFMVic has a slashing program to maintain the
effectiveness of its fuel breaks, which can also provide safe access and egress for fire fighters during
emergency response.
Traffic management during the course of an emergency is managed by Victoria Police.

VICHEALTH ACTIVE CLUB GRANTS
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
Thank you for your interest in the VicHealth Partnership Grants and the Active Club Grants.
Nearly half of all Victorians are not doing enough physical activity to benefit their health and that is why it is
so important that sporting clubs are supported to offer more opportunities to get people moving. .
As you noted the Active Club Grants support sporting clubs across the state who can now apply for grants of
up to $10,000. These grants can, for example, help local clubs respond to the significant community demand
for women’s sport by creating new women and girls’ teams; be used by clubs to offer social sport programs,
such as modified sports for people with disability or beginners’ teams; or help with a range of costs including
uniforms, equipment and instructor training.
At your suggestion, my office to met with VicHealth and discussed the issue of funding guidelines and support
in languages other than English. VicHealth now provide access to an interpreting service for any potential
grant applicant that wants information about the grants in a language other than English. VicHealth has
updated the Partnership Grants website to reflect this service is available at https://www.vichealth.vic.gov.au/
funding/partnership-grants.
In addition, VicHealth will offer an interpreting and translation service for any potential grant applicant that
needs support to draft an application. The service will support the applicant to translate their application into
English.
In future grants rounds, VicHealth has committed to providing in-language advice that interpreting services
are available if assistance is required in a language other than English. VicHealth will adopt a similar approach
to the Victorian Multicultural Commission and provide the advice in multiple languages.
Thank you for your tireless advocacy on behalf of the people of Western Metropolitan Region.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION GENERAL PRACTITIONERS
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (27 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
The Andrews Labor Government understands the importance of access to high quality healthcare in rural and
regional Victoria and is committed to ensuring the development and sustainability of a skilled health
workforce, including GPs, throughout Victoria.
Primary care, including the education and training of GPs is a Commonwealth Government responsibility.
The Commonwealth Government manages the Australia General Practice Training program and is
responsible for determining locations for GP registrars to train. The Commonwealth Government also
administers policies and programs for areas that have a shortage of GPs.
There is no doubt that the Liberal National Government in Canberra is letting Victorians down when it comes
to primary healthcare, particularly in our regions. Successive years of freezes to the Medicare rebate has
driven up out of pocket costs for patients and put pressure on GP practices, which in turn has placed added
strain on our hospital emergency departments.
Despite this, the Andrews Labor Government has stepped up to improve access to GPs for regional and rural
Victorian communities. We invest over $200 million every year in the training and development of doctors,
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nurses, midwives and allied health professionals across Victoria, with a strong emphasis on supporting rural
health.
The Andrews Labor Government also invests over $33 million per year to support junior doctors to undertake
training in rural and regional Victoria with the aim of encouraging graduates to consider a career in rural
medicine and to work in the regions.
In 2019-20, over $12 million will be provided to support the development, recruitment and retention of GPs
in rural and regional Victoria through the Victorian Rural Generalist Program, delivering a cohesive pathway
to a rural career as a GP with advanced skills in areas such as obstetrics, anaesthetics and emergency medicine
to support our rural health services. Victoria also helps fund the Rural Workforce Agency Victoria to provide
locum support to rural and regional general, practices to help address workforce shortages.
With regard to the nursing and midwifery workforce, the Andrews Labor Government has invested
$50 million towards the Nursing and Midwifery Workforce Development Fund (the Fund). The Fund will
train and retain hundreds more nurses and midwives across our state. The Fund expands existing programs
and introduces new workforce development programs, such as a graduate program for Enrolled Nurses, a
refresher program to encourage retired nurses and midwives back into the workforce and an incentive
program to encourage more nurses to participate in postgraduate midwifery studies in rural and regional
Victoria.
My Department is working with the Commonwealth Department of Health on the National Medical
Workforce Strategy and the National Primary Care Strategy advocating for reforms to address workforce
shortages in general practice and providing policy advice to facilitate increased medical training in rural
locations and in primary care.
I will continue to advocate strongly for increased effort and investment by the Commonwealth to ensure that
all Victorians have sustainable access to GPs that live and work in their local communities. I encourage you
to do the same and raise these issues directly with the Commonwealth Minister for Health, the Hon. Greg
Hunt MP.

POLICE CONDUCT
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (27 November 2019)
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of State,
Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs):
The government takes complaints of police misconduct very seriously and expects the highest standards from
our police officers. Any behaviour that falls short of these standards must be properly investigated.
The Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission has reviewed Victoria Police’s response to the
incident at the Inflation nightclub, and found Victoria Police failed to properly examine and review police
conduct.
However, I understand that Victoria Police has recently confirmed that, as legal proceedings related to the
incident have ended, it will review police conduct.
The government awaits the outcome of this review and does not propose to hold an inquiry into the incident
at the Inflation nightclub.
The government is carefully considering the 69 recommendations made by the IBAC Committee in its
‘Inquiry into the external oversight of police corruption and misconduct in Victoria’ and will respond in due
course.
The government is also considering associated developments in this area, including in relation to the Royal
Commission into the Management of Police Informants.

CASEY HOSPITAL
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (28 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
Improved access to emergency department services for local residents is a key priority at Casey Hospital.
Monash Health have advised that there are multiple strategies in place to address waiting times in the
emergency department. The Department of Health and Human Services also meets regularly with Monash
Health to discuss emergency department performance and associated improvement strategies.
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Casey Hospital is undergoing a $135 million expansion to increase the range and capacity of services it
provides to one of Victoria’s fastest-growing regions. The redevelopment will consist of 128 new inpatient
beds, as well as six new operating theatres, a new day surgery unit, along with an upgraded pharmacy,
pathology, back-of-house areas and expanded parking facilities. The full Casey expansion includes
160 additional beds and will enable Casey Hospital to treat an extra 25,800 extra patients, perform an extra
8,000 surgeries and procedures and support an extra 1,300 births annually.
On the night of 25 November 2019 there were high numbers of ambulance arrivals and high acuity of patient
presentations to the Casey Hospital emergency department, particularly during the early afternoon evening. I
am sorry if your constituent Helen experienced any delay in receiving her medical treatment. In response,
Monash Health allocated additional medical staffing to the emergency department. Monash Health continues
to review and optimise its staffing models in its emergency departments to facilitate improvements in access
performance and patient experience.
Monash Health received $87.8 million in funding growth in 2018–19, a 6.1 per cent increase on their previous
budget. This additional funding will help treat more patients closer to home and in a timely manner. Monash
Health have received $432.9 million in funding growth since 2014–15, a 39.6 per cent increase on their 2014–
15 budget.
As you are aware, the Commonwealth government has retrospectively clawed back around $305 million for
services delivered by Victorian hospitals as far back as 2015–16. This worrying action, and the resultant
funding uncertainty, makes it very difficult for health services to increase access to services for patients like
your constituents.

DENTAL SERVICES
In reply to Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
I welcome the Auditor-General’s report following up the 2016 performance audit on access to public dental
services in Victoria.
I am pleased the report recognises the significant amount of work already undertaken to improve the delivery
of public dental services and that this work is ongoing. The report itself sets out the progress undertaken to
date.
The report highlights achievements to date such as the Fluoride Varnish program, the Oral Cancer Screening
Program, the Smokefree Smiles program, piloting new preventive models of care and enhanced waiting list
management to improve access.
Importantly, this progress has been made in the context of a 30 per cent reduction in Commonwealth funding
for public dental services shortly after the performance audit was tabled in 2016.
The Government’s commitment to the new School Dental Program is the most significant investment in oral
health in Victoria’s history. The funding allocated to the School Dental Program is in addition to funding for
public dental services delivered by Dental Health Services Victoria in partnership with community dental
agencies. This new investment will reduce wait times for other Victorians seeking public dental treatment, as
the children who would otherwise be treated through the public dental program will now receive their care
through the School Dental Program.
The Auditor General’s report highlights just how important good oral health is to broader health and
wellbeing, and I will continue to call on the Commonwealth to increase its level of investment in public dental
services for all Victorians.

TIMBER INDUSTRY
In reply to Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (28 November 2019)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Victorian Government has recognised the importance of old growth forest to Victorians by immediately
ending timber harvesting in all old growth forest.
We know that some of this old growth forest will have been impacted by the current bushfires. We won’t
know how severe the impacts are until post-fire assessments are complete.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 18 February 2020

Legislative Council

Based on our 2019 models, (using data pre-dating the current fires) there is estimated to be approximately
320,000 hectares of old growth forest in Victoria protected in Parks and reserves, and 90,000 hectares in areas
that were still available for timber harvesting.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and the Office of the Conservation Regulator
have developed a new draft Old growth forest field identification procedure for identifying old growth forest
to ensure that wherever old growth does occur, it can be protected.
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