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Wednesday, 4 March 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:35): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house:
LAUNCHINGWAY
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
Melbourne Water has terminated the contract of operation for Launchingway Pty Ltd, at Carrum. This
termination does not allow maintenance of future services which may result in the closure of Launchingway
Pty Ltd. This will lead to loss of jobs and expertise required for future operation. A lease extension of another
term will allow maintenance of service level before transitioning into a new, longer-term arrangement, if
required. The new plan must deliver improved services and be signed off by the fishing and boating
community. Any other course of action is unacceptable at the biggest and best facility in Victoria.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Minister for Water, the Hon Lisa
Neville MP, to extend the contract of operation for Launchingway Pty Ltd until a new plan approved by the
fishing and boating community is implemented.

By Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (1267 signatures).
Laid on table.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 11.
Victorian Inspectorate Report on controlled operations records and reports, 2018–19 for—
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, pursuant to section 74P of the Wildlife
Act 1975.
Game Management Authority, pursuant to section 74P of the Wildlife Act 1975.
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, pursuant to section 39 of the Crimes
(Controlled Operations) Act 2004.
Victorian Fisheries Authority, pursuant to section 131T of the Fisheries Act 1995.
Victoria Police, pursuant to section 39 of the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004.
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003—Inspection Report by the Victorian Inspectorate on Victoria
Police records inspected in September 2019.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
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Members statements
WALLAN TRAIN DERAILMENT
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (09:49): I rise today to express my sadness and gratitude to all that were
involved with the incident on Thursday, 20 February, when the Sydney to Melbourne XPT service,
carrying 153 passengers, derailed at Wallan. My sincerest condolences to the families and friends of
John Kennedy and Sam Meintanis, who tragically lost their lives. They will be fondly remembered
for their passion for trains and love of family—sadly, two people who went to work that morning and
never went home.
A very special thankyou to our outstanding first responders—Victoria Police, Ambulance Victoria,
State Emergency Service and CFA—who all played a vital role in the aftermath of this tragic event.
Your support to the travellers on this day will not be forgotten. I know this has had a profound impact
on everyone involved in the transport industry, particularly the Australian Rail Track Corporation,
XPT and V/Line families.
This tragedy unfortunately coincided with a personal family matter, so I was unavailable to attend the
site to personally thank those involved in responding. But Minister Horne and her office were
tremendous in keeping me informed, and she joined the Deputy Prime Minister, Michael McCormack,
the New South Wales transport minister, Andrew Constance, and other local MPs, who were all on
the ground to pay their respect and learn about the next steps to understanding how this awful event
happened and what will be done to ensure it never happens again.
EPWORTH HOSPITAL CENTENARY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:50): On Thursday evening I had the great pleasure of
attending a celebration recognising the centenary of Epworth hospital. One hundred years ago, just
following the end of World War I, Epworth opened with 25 beds and five staff. Over the past 100 years
the Epworth has provided health care to tens of thousands, if not millions, of people and has led the
way in medical firsts for the private hospital sector here in Australia.
What is also notable is the experience of Epworth’s medical profession, many of whom have led the
way not only here in Victoria but in the world with their vital and important work in changing people’s
lives. The work and dedication of their staff was evident on Thursday night—committed and proud in
what they do and making a difference to thousands of patients and their families. Epworth has
10 000 doctors, nurses, midwives, allied health clinicians, support staff and volunteers who do that
each and every day. The numerous testimonials from patients, from staff and from those who have
been touched by the compassionate care of Epworth staff was very powerful and reiterated to all in
the room how important the services provided by Epworth are.
Epworth has a strong association with our philanthropic community, who give so generously and
many of whom attended this special event. The contributions made by those donors have also assisted
in changing people’s lives. So on such a notable occasion and understanding the outstanding
contribution this health service has provided to so many in our community over the past 100 years, it
was extremely disappointing that the Andrews government did not show their appreciation and have
anyone attend. Thursday night was about not only celebrating 100 years of care at Epworth and
acknowledging its many achievements but also looking to the future and how Epworth will continue
to deliver for the Victorian community.
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THICH QUANG DO
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:52): The most venerable Thich Quang Do passed away
on 22 February 2020 in Vietnam, aged 93. He was the Fifth Supreme Patriarch of the Unified Buddhist
Church of Vietnam from 2008 until his death. During the Vietnam War he also served as a university
academic in Buddhism. The Dalai Lama reflected that:
As we remember him, we can rejoice that he lived a meaningful life.

From the end of the war in 1975 Thich Quang Do was detained repeatedly by the Vietnamese
communist authorities in the last 45 years of his life for his resistance to and criticism of their policies,
particularly his calls for multiparty democracy. In 2001 Thich Quang Do received the HellmanHammett award from Human Rights Watch for persecuted writers. In 2003 he was honoured with the
Homo Homini Award for human rights activism by the Czech group People in Need. In 2006 he was
awarded the Thorolf Rafto Memorial Prize. In 2006 also he was awarded a Democracy Courage
Tribute by the World Movement for Democracy. Thich Quang Do was many times nominated for the
Nobel Peace Prize. With perseverance, quiet strength and grace he once observed that:
People are very afraid of the government … Only I dare to say what I want to say. That is why—

the government—
is afraid of me.

His death is a great loss for the people of Vietnam and for the democracy movement.
VICTORIA STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE MANNINGHAM UNIT
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:53): I rise today to say a special thanks to the Victoria
State Emergency Service. They are the unsung and unseen heroes who respond to flood and storm
emergencies and provide the largest road rescue network in Australia. The SES is made up of 95 per
cent volunteers, with over 5000 specialist trained people supporting 200 staff in 149 units across our
state. These volunteer teams have had an incredibly busy start to 2020. Over 80 per cent of their
volunteer base was out assisting with the devastating bushfires in the eastern regions and responding
to calls for assistance during the severe weather and storms that hit our state.
On Sunday, 19 January, hailstones the size of golf balls rained down on Melbourne. In my region,
Manningham, the SES were called to more than 450 incidents that day, with the hardest hit suburbs
being Warrandyte, Doncaster East, Templestowe, Doncaster and Bulleen. The ceiling caved in at the
Woolworths in Templestowe, and my own office in Doncaster was flooded that day. The team at
Manningham SES do an amazing job in our community, and they deserve our gratitude and support.
They also need more volunteers, and I would encourage those in our community who can to make
contact and see how they can be involved.
YARRA RANGES SPECIAL DEVELOPMENTAL SCHOOL
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (09:55): It was an absolute joy to attend the Yarra Ranges Special
Developmental School on 24 February, welcomed by principal Janet Taylor, with school leaders Tom
and Daniel, along with a wonderful acknowledgement and welcome to country from school student
Deakin. Having seen the progress associated with this longstanding community school to rebuild and
refurbish buildings that include office facilities, open and breakout flexible learning areas and an
incredible new in-school cafe called the Me Cafe, it was a delight to join teachers, staff, parents, carers
and, most importantly, the students to celebrate completion of this important milestone. Thank you so
much for being such a wonderful school community. We have invested over $4 million in making
sure that we can upgrade these facilities—and not a moment too soon. We now see that the bricks and
mortar and the facilities and the environment that you enjoy will at last match the dedication, passion
and inclusion that you bring every day to the school environment.
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PRIDE MONTH
Ms SHING: On another matter, what a joy to see the work associated with Pride continue
throughout the Mardi Gras march over the weekend. We have seen thousands of people enjoy and
celebrate Pride, which is not always the easiest thing to do. But for our LGBTIQA+ Australians, it is
so important to make sure that we can continue the equality work associated with making sure that
rights are better and improve for everyone across Victoria.
FEDERATION OF GREEK ELDERLY CITIZENS CLUBS OF MELBOURNE &
VICTORIA
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:56): As members know, Victoria, and Melbourne in
particular, is the home of many people of Greek heritage, and indeed Melbourne is the third largest
Greek population centre in the world. The Federation of Greek Elderly Citizens Clubs of
Melbourne & Victoria runs two major events each year: one a function for volunteers and the other a
community festival at Rye in January. This organisation covers 22 000 members across more than
100 organisations.
They have been applying for grants from the Victorian Multicultural Commission and have been
unable to secure any grants. Indeed the notification of the decline of their applications also came in in
December for an event that is held in January, which is hopeless in terms of a community trying to
plan for those events. The current reason why they are not getting the grants is that the government
disbursed $3.6 million—$4000 to more than 900 organisations across Victoria—whether they needed
the money or not and whether they needed that amount of money or not. Now, I think this organisation
actually deserves further consideration for its grant funding, and I urge the government, particularly
Minister Wynne, to consider this organisation.
ST KILDA AND BALACLAVA KINDERGARTEN
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:58): I had the delight of attending the St Kilda and
Balaclava Kindergarten on 26 February 2020, and what a delight it was to watch the Japanese language
learning program. These little tots, I tell you what—
Mr Jennings: More is more.
Ms TAYLOR: More is more, exactly. They are amazing. Only four classes in and, I tell you what,
they picked up the little cards written in the Japanese script and they could read their own names—
within four lessons. How awesome is that. It just shows how receptive kids are.
Our government has recognised that this is a wonderful opportunity to foster early language learning
from a young age. Do not leave it to high school, like I had to do, because by that time the brain is not
at its optimum. Start young—
A member interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: Well, I do not know. What am I saying? Maybe I have just said something about
myself. But anyway—I have got 39 seconds—it was amazing to see how well these children were
able to take in those words and to embrace the culture. The teacher—can I give a shout-out to Takayo
Sameda, who was able to inspire these kids, use fun games and was able to lift their spirits up. It is all
part of the Learn Languages at Kinder Program. It is a $17.9 million investment across the state, and
I think it is well worthwhile. Can I also give a shout-out to this kinder because they had such healthy
lunches as well. They are really fostering the health of these kids into the future on all levels.
PATRICIA O’DONNELL
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:00): Last week a wonderful celebration was held to
celebrate the life of Patricia O’Donnell, an important and influential figure in the hospitality, culinary
and cultural life of Victoria. Patricia was a restaurateur, hotel owner and publican and a facilitator of
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cultural events at the institutions she owned and managed. From 1978 to 2002 Patricia was the owner
and manager of the heritage-listed Mietta’s Queenscliff Hotel, which earned many hospitality and
tourism awards. She also established the North Fitzroy Star as a much-loved and sought-after innercity dining and events venue. She was a volunteer with Lifeline, the Citizens Advice Bureau and the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre. Patricia was a member of the Library Board of Victoria for many years
and a board member of the Australian Art Orchestra. Her many friends and family are still mourning
her loss.
PASCOE VALE CENTRAL CRICKET CLUB
Ms PATTEN: On another note, I want to extend an invitation to all members to attend the huge
clash between the mighty Pascoe Vale Central and Tewantin-Noosa cricket clubs this Saturday,
7 March. It is a T20 match. It starts at 9.00 am on the front oval at Pascoe Vale, celebrating
International Women’s Day. I am conflicted somewhat. While I will be barracking for the women of
Pascoe Vale, my very good sister Kirsty is playing for the Noosa side. This may be the very first time
in our lives that I will be cheering against her. I wish both teams, but mainly Pascoe Vale, all the best.
TAMIL FESTIVAL
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:01): On 20 February I, like other members from both
houses, attended the Tamil festival held at Parliament House in Queen’s Hall. It was a fascinating and
colourful experience. The Thai Pongal is celebrated on the first day of the first month in the Tamil
calendar, and it is great to know that Victoria has such a wonderful mix of diverse cultures that can
only enhance our community’s day-to-day enjoyment of life.
LEBANESE-AUSTRALIAN COMMUNITY EVENTS
Mr ELASMAR: On another matter, on 23 February I attended the annual barbecue of the
Lebanese Forces association, and on 1 March I attended the Al-Kataeb Association annual barbecue,
both located in my electorate. These organisations are not-for-profit charities whose charter is to assist
Australian-Lebanese migrants by way of providing social activities and advice to Victorians who need
information navigating all government programs. I thank the executive committees and the organisers
for two really enjoyable events.
HAWTHORN FAMILY DRUG SUPPORT DAY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (10:03): Last week I had the privilege of being
invited to speak at the International Family Drug Support Day in Hawthorn. When families discover
a member has problems with drugs they can often find themselves feeling helpless and not knowing
what to do. Family Drug Support helps families through this process. I heard stories from normal,
everyday people who had discovered that their children were taking drugs. Families often feel terrible
stigma and shame and find it difficult to talk with others about these problems, even with close friends.
One thing that makes things worse is our drug laws. Our drug laws need to change. Instead of drug
users being criminalised and pushed into contact with organised crime, we need to look for ways to
bring them back into the care of families and our healthcare system. I committed to drug law reform
in my inaugural speech, and my time since has only hardened my commitment to making these
changes happen.
VICTORIA POLICE DIVERSITY RECRUITMENT PROGRAM
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (10:04): In March 2019 the first group of African
Australians graduated from the Victoria Police diversity recruitment program. I rise today to
acknowledge the continued success of the program as well as to congratulate the third round, who
graduated last month at Victoria University in Footscray. This program was created to increase cultural
diversity within the Victorian police force—that is, one that better reflects the Victorian community.
It was found, however, that significant cultural barriers existed for the African Australians to be sworn
officers. African-Australian Multicultural Employment and Youth Services is one of the organisations
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within the Western Metropolitan Region to partner with Victoria Police with the aim of bringing more
African Australians into the force. During the 15-week program participants receive mentoring and
support from African-Australian community leaders in addition to guidance on recruitment pathway
options and support on cultural differences and expectations, and they build skills and capabilities for
success through the recruitment process. Recruitment for round 4 has commenced, and I am pleased
to see this important program continue.
Bills
FAMILY VIOLENCE REFORM IMPLEMENTATION MONITOR AMENDMENT BILL
2020
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (10:05): In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, I table a statement of compatibility for the Family
Violence Reform Implementation Monitor Amendment Bill 2020:
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the Charter), I
make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor
Amendment Bill 2020 (Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set out
in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill is a Bill for an Act to amend the Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor Act 2016 to
enhance the independence and role of the Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor, and for other
purposes.
Proposed Amendments
The Bill makes several amendments to the Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor Act 2016 to
ensure the genuine statutory independence of the Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor while
extending the Monitor’s period and scope of scheduled reporting.
The Bill will:
(i)

remove the existing provision relating to the Monitor being subject to the general direction of the
Minister.

(ii) provide for an extension of the Monitor’s statutory reporting schedule by four years out to
November 2024.
(iii) provide for the adoption of a Family Violence Outcomes Framework, detailing performance
measurement indicators and measures against recommendations arising from the Royal
Commission into Family Violence against key outcomes including primary prevention, early
intervention, supporting victims, and perpetrator accountability.
Human Rights Issues
The amendments address issues that are critical to human rights through the protection of all vulnerable people
from family violence.
I am satisfied that the Bill is compatible with the Charter and the amendments impose no limitations on human
rights, only enhance them.
Hon Edward O’Donohue MLC
Member for Eastern Victoria Region
Shadow Attorney-General
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Second reading
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (10:06): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Today the Victorian Liberal-Nationals are proud to be introducing the Family Violence Reform
Implementation Monitor Amendment Bill 2020—a private members bill which reinforces our strong
commitment to ensuring that the scourge of family violence across the community is stopped and that
long-term attitudinal and generational changes are made.
The Royal Commission into Family Violence made important recommendations to address the
protection of all vulnerable people and these must remain of paramount concern. However, this
involves the continued robust monitoring and performance review of the commission’s
recommendations and implemented measures to reduce the incidence of family violence in Victoria.
To this end, the bill proposes several amendments to the Family Violence Reform Implementation
Monitor Act 2016 to ensure the genuine statutory independence of the family violence implementation
monitor while extending the monitor’s period and scope of scheduled reporting.
It is important that the family violence reform implementation monitor can go about her work being
truly independent of government. Therefore the bill proposes to remove the existing provision relating
to the monitor being subject to the general direction of the minister.
Further, it is critically important to the Victorian community that the existing statutory scheduled
reporting time lines of the family violence reform implementation monitor, which sees the final
statutory report being tabled in November this year, are urgently extended. The bill provides for an
extension of reporting by four years to November 2024.
The Liberal-Nationals, while being fully supportive of the family violence reform implementation
monitor’s work to date, believe that there is an opportunity to strengthen the monitoring and
performance measurement regime with an additional focus on measuring outcomes. The bill proposes
that a similar family violence outcomes framework that has been developed and established in New
South Wales be adopted in Victoria.
The family violence outcomes framework should detail performance measurement indicators and
measures against recommendations arising from the Royal Commission into Family Violence against
key outcomes, including primary prevention, early intervention, supporting victims and perpetrator
accountability.
The improved monitoring of key family violence performance indicators and outcomes is vital to
ensure that all measures being implemented to protect all vulnerable people are effective and making
a difference.
Only through having a truly independent family violence reform implementation monitor, with an
extended period of reporting based on a more robust and outcomes-focused performance monitoring
regime, will we see a meaningful improvement in outcomes, including the reduced incidence of family
violence in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:09): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
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Motions
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (10:09): I move:
That this house opposes any decision by the Andrews Labor government, or its agencies, to dump toxic soil
from the West Gate Tunnel Project into the Wyndham Vale rail stabling yard as it is situated close to houses,
local community infrastructure and the Werribee River.

It is hard to believe that it was three years ago that thousands of people gathered in the centre of
Werribee to protest against another decision by the Andrews government to dump a youth detention
centre—a high-security youth detention centre—in Werribee South, but gather they did three years
ago. They gathered, they fought and indeed they won. The government finally backed away. History
is about to repeat itself in my view. Last night a couple of thousand people gathered on what was not
the warmest of March nights, it has to be said, to protest about the government’s potential plans. We
say ‘potential’ because the government is not telling us anything. This government that is great on
consultation, this government that is great on discussion, they are not—
Mr Ondarchie: Transparency.
Mr FINN: Transparency indeed, Mr Ondarchie. This government, they are not telling us anything.
So we might actually find out today a little bit more about what the government’s plans are, because
if the government opposes this motion, we can be pretty sure that Wyndham Vale is the site that it has
chosen to dump its toxic soil. It is quite extraordinary. But last night was a very, very good turnout and
a very, very angry turnout, it has to be said. They referred to their local member in terms that I could
not use in this Parliament.
Mr Ondarchie: Who is he?
Mr FINN: They referred to him, in some of the nicer terms, as Toxic Tim—Tim Pallas, the member
for Werribee. Mr Pallas apparently—and this absolutely astonishes me—volunteered his electorate to
be a spot where the soil could be dumped. Now, as I said last night when I addressed the rally, if I had
done that to my electorate, I would be too ashamed to show my face ever again. Can anybody possibly
imagine what would possess a member of Parliament to volunteer their own electorate to have toxic
soil dumped near homes, near schools and near a major waterway?
Mr Ondarchie: He mustn’t live there.
Mr FINN: Well, it is interesting you say that, Mr Ondarchie. It is interesting you say that because
of course Mr Pallas does not live in Werribee. He does not live in Werribee, he does not do a lot of
work in Werribee and in fact he does not give a stuff about Werribee, as he has proved—
Mrs McArthur: Where does he live?
Mr FINN: He lives in Williamstown, a very nice spot down in Williamstown, and there may have
been a few references made to that in the crowd last night. In fact I think I saw a couple of very large
posters indicating that there were at least a couple of people in the crowd who were of the view that
the toxic soil should be dumped in Williamstown. Now, that is not something that I endorse. My view
is that I do not want the toxic soil dumped anywhere in the west. It is very, very easy for governments
when nasty things happen to just dump on the west, as they have done forever it seems.
Mrs McArthur: Outside the tram tracks.
Mr FINN: Well, you know, it is even beyond the tram tracks, Mrs McArthur. If we have got a
mess, if we have got something nasty, give it to the western suburbs. You know Toxic Tim would
have his hand up; he would say, ‘Over here, over here!’. He would say, ‘Put it over here; we’ll have
it’. And let me tell you: he can have it all right, because after the debacle surrounding the youth
detention centre three years ago of course, at the following election Werribee went from a safe Labor
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seat to a marginal Labor seat. Now, I was of the view until this morning that Mr Pallas may be giving
it away. He might be pulling the pin at the next election. But I hear from journalists—
Mrs McArthur: Voluntarily?
Mr FINN: He is volunteering all sorts of things at the minute. But he apparently indicated to the
press gang at the back door this morning that he is going to continue. I can only say that as a Liberal
in the western suburbs that is the best news that I have had for very long time, because it is my view
that with Mr Pallas as the Labor candidate, Mr Pallas as the Labor member for Werribee, the Liberal
Party has an excellent chance of winning Werribee at the next election. Because the people of
Werribee, let me tell you, have had a gutful of their local member, who does not care about them and
shows them continual contempt, and their anger is palpable. It was on the streets of Werribee last night.
There were many, many posters there that I can quote, but there were some that I most certainly
cannot—
Mr Ondarchie: Were they chanting?
Mr FINN: Well, they were, Mr Ondarchie, chanting, ‘Dump Pallas, not soil’. That was one of the
chants that fired up. I thought that was quite a good one actually. There were people there last night
who, as I say, were extremely angry and they wanted answers. And I tell you what: they are not alone,
because I want answers too. I stand in this Parliament today representing those people, demanding that
the Premier, that the Minister for Health and Silly Lily, the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change, give answers to the questions that I have already asked. For the past three sitting
weeks I have given a raft of questions; I have asked a raft of questions of the Premier, of the Minister
for Health and of the minister for the environment—and what have I got back from all three?
Absolutely nothing. In fact the health minister stood in this chamber two weeks ago and publicly
washed her hands. She said, ‘Not my problem. Any health issues, you go and talk to Lily’. Well, if
you are going to go and talk to Lily, you might as well go and talk to a tree. It is just a total waste of
time. But the health minister was not interested in the health of the people of Werribee and not
interested in the health of the people of Wyndham, and that is something that will not be forgotten, I
can assure you, by the people in Werribee, Wyndham, Point Cook and so forth in the time ahead.
What we have seen over recent weeks is a huge slap in the face to local people. To people who live in
Wyndham it is a huge slap in the face from a government that has clearly lost the plot, a government
that is under so much pressure over the ridiculous West Gate Tunnel debacle that they have produced
for themselves that they cannot actually think straight. They are prepared to dump soil, toxic soil, that
is alleged to contain carcinogens and asbestos. They are prepared to do that 70 metres from residential
housing—from homes, from schools, from playgrounds and of course from the Werribee River. That
is something in particular I want to emphasise today, because the Werribee River has over recent years
been cleaned up significantly.
I was down at the Werribee Open Range Zoo last week, speaking to the director there about the plans
they have for their future. He gave me a tour, although it was not strictly necessary because my son
would actually live at Werribee Open Range Zoo if they would let him. We do spend a lot of time at
the Werribee Open Range Zoo, so I was very familiar with it. But he did point out as we went over
the river that the platypus is back in the river and the river is going to be a major part of the ongoing
development of the Werribee Open Range Zoo. Now what would the seeping of toxic soil, or toxins
in that soil, do to the river? What would it do to the river? This is the question that I want answers to
from the environment minister; but the environment minister, she does not want to know. She does
not want to answer questions. As I say, on she goes, as always, with eyes closed, fingers in her ears.
She does not want to see; she does not want to hear. That is what we have come to expect from her,
which is very sad indeed.
The entire West Gate Tunnel Project has been exceedingly dodgy from day one. As chairman of the
Economy and Infrastructure Committee in the last Parliament I oversaw inquiries into the West Gate
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Tunnel Project, and I can say to this house that we had senior members of the bureaucracy and certainly
a senior leader of Transurban lie to our committee. If I had known at that time what I know now, I
would have had them charged with contempt of Parliament, because they did in fact lie to the
Parliament. Now, what we have seen as a result—and I do not want to go over the history of the West
Gate Tunnel because it will take quite some considerable time—is a project where the government
has been led by the nose by Transurban purely for the benefit of Transurban. Transurban think they
have died and gone to heaven. They think that this is just the most marvellous thing that will keep the
money rolling in for many decades to come. And indeed Victorians, my constituents, are already
paying higher tolls to pay for a tunnel which is already off the tracks—
Ms Terpstra: Really?
Mr FINN: Yes, really. We have had Transurban already admit that this thing is going to be blown
out. Clearly it will be blown out in cost. And the signs are still up, ‘The tunnel is coming in 2022’.
Well, not according to Transurban; it will not come in 2022 because they have made it very, very clear
that there is very little chance indeed that it will be finished on time. I would highly suspect as a result
of what is going on at the minute the budget will be blown out as well.
But of all the shysterism, of all the shonkiness surrounding this project, surely the worst aspect of it is
what is happening to the people of Wyndham at the moment, because they do not know exactly what
they are in store for—
Mr Ondarchie: Again.
Mr FINN: Again indeed, Mr Ondarchie.
It is not just, I have to say, the people of Werribee, the people of Wyndham; it is the people who live
around the tip at Ravenhall, people in Caroline Springs, for example, people in Taylors Hill, people in
Deer Park.
Mrs McArthur interjected.
Mr FINN: We could get to Bacchus Marsh a little bit later on. In fact I might leave that one for
you, Mrs McArthur. People around the Ravenhall tip, they do not know if they are going to have
millions of tonnes of toxic soil dumped on their back door any tick of the clock. People in Bulla—that
is another area that has been mentioned as a possible dumping ground for this soil—do not know
whether they are going to wake up one morning and find out even more trucks are arriving with their
toxic payload to dump on people’s back doors.
It is just the most astonishing thing that I have seen for quite some time: a government which is totally
out of control, a government that has totally lost perspective. It really should not have happened,
because the government was warned back in 2017, three years ago. The government was warned three
years ago that this soil was contaminated. Now, what have they done for three years? They have sat
on their hands; they have done nothing. They are really good at that. They have sat there and all of a
sudden this issue has blown up. Work on the tunnel stopped. We had a situation where one of the
contractors wanted to rip up the contract. Could you imagine anybody wanting to rip up a contract in
Victoria? I wonder where the precedent might have been set for that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Indeed, Mr Ondarchie—$1.3 billion later, Daniel Andrews ripped up the east–west link
contract, and now we have a situation where on the West Gate Tunnel the same thing is being
attempted. The whole thing, the whole West Gate Tunnel Project, is a money-making exercise by
Transurban, aided and abetted by the government. I was astounded just before Christmas when I found
out—indeed, we all found out—that at the time, prior to the 2014 election, the then opposition leader,
Mr Andrews, was out telling us that he had a western distributor project that was $500 million or
$550 million worth. It was shovel-ready, he said.
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Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Well, we know what was on the shovel, and we will get to that at another time. It was
shovel-ready, but at the same time that he was telling the electorate that, he was in secret discussions
with Transurban about what they are building now.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Already, Mr Ondarchie. They are already blaming Transurban. Last night at the rally
Joanne Ryan, the federal member for Lalor, got up and did exactly that: she blamed Transurban.
I have to say to you it was a great disappointment to me to be the only state MP at that rally last night.
I mean, if members were serious about representing the best interests of their constituents, they would
have been there.
Ms Stitt interjected.
Mr FINN: Ms Stitt and Mr Melhem and Ms Vaghela—they all should have been there.
Dr Cumming should have been there. In fact if Dr Cumming had been there, the Parliament would
have risen earlier—but the rally might still be going. That is something that is possibly not a good
thing. Nonetheless, I have asked in previous contributions on this issue for a unity ticket from members
of Parliament who represent the western suburbs. We should all band together on this to protect our
constituents, to protect our people. I see Mr Melhem over there is laughing at the mere suggestion that
we should protect our constituents, that we should protect the people who elected us. Mr Melhem, the
number one ticketholder, the number one spot on the ALP ticket he holds—there he is laughing about
protecting the people.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Of course he will blame Transurban. The Labor Party can do no wrong, even though
they are a mob of shysters—but that is just the way it goes. I invite those members, all of the members
who represent the western suburbs, to join me in defending the people of the west, to join me in
defending and trying to protect the health of women, of men and of children who are going to be
threatened by this outrageous and appalling dump. Dan’s dump, they are calling it, and it is not a
cheery prospect at all.
Ms Terpstra interjected.
Mr FINN: I am not exactly sure what Ms Terpstra said there.
Ms Terpstra interjected.
Mr FINN: Well, it is easy from the east, isn’t it? You can bet your bottom dollar that what is
happening in Wyndham Vale right now, what is happening in Wyndham or what the government is
proposing for Wyndham Vale or Ravenhall or Bulla or Bacchus Marsh would never happen in the
eastern suburbs. Do you know why? That is where the marginals are, and that is all this government
cares about. The only thing this government cares about is its re-election, and to hell with the people
who have voted Labor for generations, all these people who have gone out religiously—and I do mean
religiously in many cases—and voted Labor for decades and decades. These are the people who will
suffer. Yes, they will—my word they will. These are the people who will suffer as a result of the
government’s actions, and they are saying to me, ‘What have we done to deserve this?’. Well, they
voted Labor. That is what they have done to deserve it. I have said to them, ‘If you want to be treated
with respect, the only way that you are going to get that, the only way you are going to be treated as a
human being by this government, is to make your seat marginal, because if Daniel Andrews can take
you for granted, he will’, and we can see that just at the minute.
I say to the house that this motion is an extremely important motion. To the people who attended last
night, I say thank you. To the people who have contacted me over recent weeks, as late as just a minute
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or so before I rose to my feet, I thank you for taking a stand in support of your families and your
communities. I say to the Premier, who is not big on this but is somebody who says he cares about
people and says he cares about listening and consultation, transparency and all of those things that are
part of the talking points that the Labor Party has: for God’s sake, stop this! Please stop this. Stop
dumping on the west. Enough is enough. We have had to put up with this for years. This has to stop.
I urge the house to support this motion.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (10:30): Mr Finn talked about a unity ticket. I agree with
you. I actually offered last night to escort you to Wyndham. I said we could go in one car, ‘I’ll even
drive you there’. And what did you say? ‘Oh, no. I can’t be seen with you. We can’t be seen together’.
I offered to drive you there, brother, and you did not take up the offer. Maybe next time we will go
together.
Mr Finn: Are you voting for the motion?
Mr MELHEM: I am not voting for the motion, because, Mr Finn, you do not believe in anything
you have said. The only thing you have been saying in this place is—
Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, Acting President, I think we should offer the member a chance
to redeem himself in that he has just misled the house. He said he agrees with Mr Finn, and now he is
saying he is not voting for the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): There is no point of order, Mr Ondarchie.
Mr MELHEM: Because I think, Mr Finn, you do not believe a word you have said for the last
25 minutes. You do not believe in anything you have said. You do not believe in the west. You do not
do anything for the west. You just sit here and drive fear and fear and fear. I remember the Stop the
Tip campaign in relation to the expansion of Ravenhall some five years ago, during the 2014 election.
Your constituents and my constituents came to a debate, and there were commitments sought from the
parties about whether we would continue campaigning against the extension of the tip. I gave a
commitment that we would continue to work to make sure the tip sort of finished, and guess what?
Mr Finn did not turn up. He sent a young lady who was standing up for St Albans, I think. I felt sorry
for that poor woman because he did not have the guts to turn up and face the people. Then we received
the message, ‘Oh, we have no commitment towards doing anything with the tip, and our policy is
basically that the tip will continue to operate’. So do not lecture me about what the Liberal Party is
doing for the west and how the Liberal Party cares about the west. Come on. In four years what did
you achieve?
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: What did you achieve? I am coming to that. Just hold your horses. I listened to
you and I did not interrupt. I have 27 minutes so I will cover all these issues. In the four years that you
were in government, Mr Finn, what did you do for the west? Zip. I will tell you what he did—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, the first thing you did was that you cancelled the Caroline Springs station.
That was actually committed to in the 2010 budget. The first thing you did was to cancel it. Two—
Mr Finn: And we got rid of the St Albans level crossing.
Mr MELHEM: I know about the level crossing; I am glad you raised that. There were three very
important level crossings that were part of the regional rail project, which were initiated by a Labor
government—at Fitzgerald Road, at Robinsons Road and at Station Road—and you cancelled them.
You modified the regional rail project and they were no longer there. Now, we are going to do them,
years later, and they are going to cost us more money. We could have done them when we were
upgrading, but you took the money out.
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Do you want me to keep going, because the list is very long? The M80 extension—money was
committed by the Gillard government to actually complete the EJ Whitten Bridge and widen that, but
what did you do? You took the money out.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, the motion is very clear. I do not know whether
Mr Melhem has actually read it, but he has not made a lot of reference to it at this point in time. It
might be worth, given that he has been speaking now for 4½ minutes, just reminding him that the
motion is in fact about the Andrews Labor government dumping toxic soil in Wyndham, and it has
nothing to do with the M80 or any other matter that he might be rabbiting on about at the minute.
Mr MELHEM: On the point of order—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Thank you, Mr Finn. It is my understanding that
when Mr Melhem started, you all started to interject and in most of his speech he has been replying to
your injections.
Mr Finn: I don’t think so.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Thank you.
Mr MELHEM: I just remind Mr Finn that in his contribution he talked about many, many things
other than the toxic waste. He opened up a Pandora’s box about Labor’s commitment to the west and
the Liberal Party and everything else—he covered all sorts of issues—and I am simply responding to
that.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, I know that Mr Melhem has his back against the
wall on this particular issue, but for him to mislead the house in the way that he just has, I think, is
something that he has to be brought to heel on. I ask you to caution him about, well, basically just
sticking to the truth if that is possible for him to do.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Mr Melhem, please, come back to the motion.
Mr MELHEM: It must have hurt, all the stuff I said about Mr Finn and the Liberal Party. The
truth really hurts.
Let us go back to the West Gate. We know the Liberal Party, and Mr Finn in particular, never
actually wanted the West Gate project to go ahead. They still have not got over the 2014 election
and the east–west tunnel proposal, which had a western section that was going to be in never-never
land—it was going to happen probably in the next 20, 30, 40, 50 years. I am actually a bit surprised,
as a member of the Western Metro Region—are you number 2 on the ticket? What are you on the
ticket, Mr Finn? You’re number 1 for the Liberal Party. Given we are actually doing the western
section first, as a westie, you should say, ‘It’s great. We’re actually developing things in the western
suburbs. We actually put the western suburbs, as western suburb MPs, ahead of the eastern suburbs—
ahead of other people in this state. That is one point you should be pleased about—but no. At every
opportunity, let us go and shitcan the project. Let us go and attack the proponent of the project. Let us
go and say, ‘No, the western suburbs are not allowed to have a freeway of six lanes each way, have a
tunnel, have better transport. No, they’re not entitled to that’. Instead, ‘We’ll put in our revocation
project’, a revocation motion to basically stop the project.
Mr Finn: Get cancer instead!
Mr MELHEM: Let us talk about the soil. I am going to talk about that, Mr Finn. I was not avoiding
the subject at all. Unlike you, I will talk about it, but this time I will talk about the facts and not go and
scare the daylights out of people. You have talked about asbestos. Where did you get that from? Where
does the asbestos come from? I have not heard from anyone that there is an issue with asbestos. But
no: ‘Let’s go and scare the daylights out of people and say there is going to be asbestos’. There is none.
Mr Finn: Can you rule it out?
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Mr MELHEM: So far there is no indication there is any asbestos.
Mr Finn: You’re telling us there are no carcinogens and there is no asbestos—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Order! Mr Finn!
Mr Finn: Is that what you’re saying? Is that what you are saying, because the minister would not
say it?
Mr MELHEM: The EES, the environment effects statement, all the analysis, all the geological
testing was done before the project commenced. The only thing that was identified was that PFAS is
a potential contaminant. Everybody knew about that; that is not new. Anywhere in the western
suburbs, anywhere within 10 kilometres of Melbourne, you will find PFAS, because we are talking
about stuff you use at home. We are talking about stuff you use in detergent. It is everywhere. You
actually breathe that. We deal with that everyday.
Mr Ondarchie: It’s okay to go down to Wyndham Vale. Are you saying it’s okay then?
Mr MELHEM: I actually listen to the experts. I do not listen to you two dodgy brothers, so-called
experts. You do not know what you are talking about. The only thing you do is you like the sound of
your own voice.
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: Come on, get excited. Let’s talk about Good Friday!
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: I’m going to church.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Order! Enough, thank you.
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: I am not going to be lectured by you two.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Order!
Ms Stitt: On a point of order, Acting President, I cannot hear Mr Melhem’s contribution.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Neither can I. Thank you.
Mr MELHEM: Let us go back to the issue at hand. The project is going ahead. The project is vital
to Melbourne and particularly to the western suburbs of Melbourne. A part of the project is that
1.5 million cubic tonnes of soil need to be dug up. Yes, there is some contamination in that. The
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA), when they did the analysis, basically went to the
extreme measure of saying, ‘That is the worst-case scenario’, even though all the indications are and
all the analysis is saying that the risk is very low—very minimum risk—and there is no harm in
basically digging up the soil, transporting the soil, even temporarily putting the soil in a particular
location, then treating it and putting it in a proper landfill. There will be the strictest possible
regulations put in place to deal with that.
We have a problem with the construction companies, John Holland and CPB. They knew they needed
to make arrangements to have that soil deposited somewhere, 12 to 18 months ago when they bid for
the project.
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: Let me finish. Let us not defend these construction companies, because if they
can rape and pillage, they will do that every day. So they knew. It was not a surprise. They have
decided now, ‘If we can go and say, “We’ve delayed the project”, and we can say, “It’s going to cost
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us an extra half a billion”, we might be able to squeeze some money from the government. So we’ll
make all these issues about the toxic soil and that we cannot find a place for it’.
Well, I have got news for them: they knew exactly what they were getting into. They knew exactly
what they tendered for. All the testing was done prior, so it is a matter for John Holland and CPB to
get off their backsides, along with Transurban, to sort it out, to find an appropriate place to basically
treat the soil safely and deposit it safely without impacting the population of Melbourne, whether it is
west, east, north—whatever it is.
The soil has got to go somewhere. The soil will be treated and will be sent to an appropriate location.
Now, the issue in relation to Wyndham—and I want to congratulate the Treasurer for turning up to a
meeting to talk to his constituents, which he did—
Mr Finn: He wasn’t there last night. He was invited.
Mr MELHEM: Maybe he did not want to be with you, Mr Finn, but he did turn up, and the
consultation was done. No decision has been made in relation to where the final destination will be.
Definitely, there is no consideration, as far as I am aware, that Wyndham is going to be used to store
the soil. My understanding is Transurban is considering and talking to the council and talking to Public
Transport Victoria in relation to a contingency plan in the event the soil is going to, say, location A in
a landfill somewhere and they cannot access the premises for some reason—whether it is flood, fire
or whatever happens on a particular day—because when the tunnel machine is operating it will
actually be operating 24 hours a day, seven days a week. You cannot just switch the machine on and
off. It does not turn on and off; you have got to keep going. So in that scenario they were looking at a
backup plan for a temporary place where they could store soil for a day or two or three or four—I
think it was 21 days maximum—and when that problem has resolved itself, they can access where the
soil that they removed should go on a permanent basis. And I am not sure that is going to go ahead,
by the way. Mr Finn is creating the picture that 1.5 million cubic tonnes are going to be actually stored
in Wyndham. That is not the case. The worst-case scenario—that is not the case.
When I talk about a unity ticket, you actually work with the government to find a solution, not run a
scare campaign. Now, we agree that the project is going ahead—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: No, it will not be dumped in Wyndham because there is no room for it to go in
Wyndham. It will have to go to a large hole in the ground somewhere, right? It will be the same thing
when we do the North East Link. We are going to have clean soil which will go to a clean area where
people can re-use and repurpose it. We might have contaminated soil that will have to go to a
specialised tip or hole in the ground. There will be a process, and then it has to be dealt with. So that
will be dealt with in the safest possible manner.
Now, let us go back to the progress on that particular job so far. As I said, the Liberal Party from day
one—I think it was Mr Davis—moved a number of motions in this house trying to stop the project,
but thankfully unsuccessfully. There are 12 million work hours so far that have been done. They have
built a temporary exit ramp at Williamstown Road to make room for a new ramp, and they have built
a new exit ramp on Williamstown Road to make room for the new tunnel entry. We have relocated
the North Yarra main sewer, and we have completed the launch site for the two tunnel-boring
machines. They are ready to go. All the power poles—we have got some actually not bad looking
power poles. They are the new single ones instead of all of these humongous ones. I drive past there
every day. I think they are sort of making the area look better. So all the preparations in relation to the
start of the tunnelling process are completed.
The other big job is the Footscray Road underpass, or the double-decker, if that is what you want to
call it. That is progressing really well as well. So there is a lot of work that is happening on that project.
I could even see the lane, driving in last week. Exiting the M80, the extra lanes on the left-hand side
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going towards Werribee have now been completed, and work has now started on duplicating or fixing
the middle lane. That will then have the freeway being six lanes each way. So work is progressing.
We are talking about Werribee, Wyndham and Hoppers Crossing, and I am pleased to inform the
house that we just did two more level crossings in Hoppers Crossing and Werribee. Basically,
construction on these ones is about to commence at a cost of $355 million. So we are doing a fair bit
of work in Werribee and the western suburbs on level crossings. The whole focus of the LiberalNational coalition, the opposition parties, and Mr Finn—the lonely voice—is basically trying to run a
scare campaign, about scaring people. That has not changed. In my time here—six years—the message
has not changed. It has not changed. I have not seen anything positive from Mr Finn or his party about
the western suburbs. Well, let me tell you, the western suburbs have transformed since 2014. The past
six years have been huge.
Mr Finn: You are still dumping on us.
Mr MELHEM: Well, do not say, ‘You are dumping on us’. I actually live in the western suburbs.
I am a proud western suburbs resident, and I tell you what: the western suburbs have become the place
to be. The western suburbs of Melbourne have transformed. For once in your life, just praise where
you live. Just tell the world, ‘I live in a good suburb’. I live in Caroline Springs. It is the best place. I
would not live anywhere else.
Let us look at the places in the western suburbs. Yes, the western suburbs 20 or 30 years ago were a
place of heavy industry and sort of working class—which is great—people lived in the western
suburbs, but in recent times it has transformed. People are now racing—they want to go and live in
the western suburbs. A lot of western suburbs have become the place to go for a lot of Melburnians—
whether it is the inner west like Footscray, Williamstown, Essendon or Moonee Ponds, Cairnlea,
Hoppers Crossing, Werribee or Point Cook. Melton is connecting to Melbourne now. Between Deer
Park and Melton used to be a wasteland. It used to be paddock after paddock. Now it is connected.
There is a train station at Rockbank and massive investment in regional rail. Airport rail is about to
come online. Just watch that space: in the next couple of weeks that will be finally announced. It will
be a reality, in partnership with the federal government. I am pleased that they have come on board.
Sunshine will be the biggest hub in Melbourne. It will be connecting Victorians to the airport and to
regional Victoria.
There are massive changes happening in the western suburbs, and yet the only thing Mr Finn talks
about—and his party—is that the western suburbs is a dump.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Do not let the facts stand in the way of a good story, Mr Finn. Keep that going,
mate. That has not done you much good in the last six years and probably is not going to do you much
good in the next six years. You know what? I have got faith in my constituents. I treat my constituents
as intelligent people. They can actually separate fact from fiction. They actually can see through it.
They can see what we are actually doing in the western suburbs. We are actually getting things
delivered. I can go through the list, but look, I mean that might upset Mr Finn. I can go through a list;
it is a long list. I want to think about the positives not the negatives, about the good things we are doing
in the western suburbs. I would like to invite you, Mr Finn, if we are talking about a unity ticket, one
day to stand in this house and do a members statement and talk about how wonderful the west is, how
wonderful life in the west is.
Mr Finn: I do, often.
Mr MELHEM: You don’t.
Mr Finn interjected.

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 4 March 2020

Legislative Council

759

Mr MELHEM: Well, you need to probably be a bit clearer about it. So how wonderful is life in
the west. Can it be better? Of course; the whole world can be better. We have the coronavirus. Thank
God, Mr Finn is not the health minister—thank God, Ms Mikakos is the health minister—because he
would be saying, ‘The sky is going to fall. We’re all going to die tomorrow’. Did you clean out the
supermarkets of all their toilet paper? We are going to check your car and see how many toilet rolls
you have got in your car. You went to the supermarket last night. That is where you went last night,
didn’t you? That is where you went.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, can you share?
Mrs McArthur: Don’t kiss anybody.
Mr MELHEM: I know. I am not even shaking hands these days. Apparently you cannot shake
hands. In the last 6 minutes I have got I will conclude: the government will continue its investment in
the west. We will continue driving it to make sure that project is built on budget and on time.
Mr Finn: Will you continue to dump on us?
Mr MELHEM: On the issue in relation to the soil, unlike Mr Finn, I have full confidence in the
EPA.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, there you go. We have independent authorities that we put in place to
actually administer the laws and do things, and what do they do? They put them down; they undermine
them. Well, I have got full confidence in the EPA, particularly the revamped EPA. I have got to give
Minister D’Ambrosio credit. She reformed the EPA. We have got a new CEO. A massive number of
staff have been employed with a high level of expertise. The EPA—you are right—a few years ago
were starving. They did not have the right skills. They could not attract the right people and keep them,
and that is why they were struggling. But you have got to admit, in the last few years, since the new
legislation came in and with the investment of $196 million in the new EPA and the new CEO, they
have actually been doing things.
One of the reasons, Mr Finn, John Holland, CPB Contractors and Transurban are pulling their hair out
is that the EPA got really tough on them and said ‘Okay, we’re going to put the strictest measures in
place to make sure that soil is dealt with properly’. That is why I have got full trust in the EPA to do
the right thing and that it will be done properly. An appropriate location will be chosen to meet all the
rules. It is not a big confession: I do not want to see the soil going to Ravenhall if I can help it. Steve
McGhie would not like to see the soil going to Bacchus Marsh if he can help it. And, Mr Finn, you do
not want to see it going to Bulla if you can help it. But let me tell you this—
Mr Finn: Why does it have to be the west?
Mr MELHEM: Where do you want to send it? Well, the project is in the west, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn: Put it in Mulgrave.
Mr MELHEM: Well, put it in your backyard. I am a realist, Mr Finn. The project is in the west,
and the soil will be dealt with in a safe manner. It will be cleaned up, it will be made safe and it will
be deposited in the appropriate location. We will see in the next few weeks what agreements the
consortium, or CPB, John Holland and Transurban, will come up with under the supervision of the
EPA. We will find out where the soil will go. My focus is on a permanent location, instead of running
a scare campaign. There will be consultation with people in relation to this. There are a lot of things
that need to be put in place about the transport of the materials from the West Gate Tunnel, and yes,
there will be a fair number of trucks travelling on a daily basis to whatever the location is going to be.
Common sense says you probably do not want to—
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, we will send it to Mildura. Will that fix the problem? If you are prepared to
pay the bill, I am sure they will do it. They will do anything.
It will be done safely. I hope that Transurban, CPB and John Holland, in conjunction with the EPA,
will find the final solution—I will call it the final resting place for the soil—in the next few weeks so
we can get on and turn these boring machines on and we can start digging that tunnel and keep digging
and digging until we get it completed come 2022, because I am so looking forward to actually being
there at the opening. Six-lane roads each way and a three-lane tunnel will make the journey easier for
my constituents in the Western Metro Region, for residents of Geelong and beyond and for the
residents of Ballarat and beyond. They will all be using the M80 and the Princes Freeway, or the M1,
to come into the city, past the city, going to—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: And the Footscray Hospital. We are building that. That is another one: a
$1.5 billion new hospital in Footscray. Thanks for reminding me, Mr Finn. I mean, that is another
development we are doing in the west. If we left it to you, you would probably close the old Footscray
Hospital, and then say, ‘See you later. Don’t worry about building a hospital in the western suburbs’.
But, no, the Labor Party would not do that. We will build a new hospital. If we had left it to you, that
would not have happened.
Labor again is delivering on its commitment to the west and to Victoria. We are getting things done.
The only things the other side have done for the last six years are whinge, scare people, make up stories
and try to be relevant. Keep trying. It is not helping at this stage. So with these few words I will be
voting against the motion. Does that answer your question, Mr Ondarchie?
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:00): Where do I start?
Mr Finn: It was about 3 o’clock yesterday.
Dr CUMMING: You know, respectfully, apparently we have a pairs book. We do have a pairs
book, and that pairs book has not been used since Easter a couple of years ago. So to hear Mr Finn
actually say that he left this Parliament while we were sitting, and for hours he left—obviously he can
leave for hours because he is not needed.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, Dr Cumming—if she can be a doctor, anybody
can be—has clearly not read the motion.
Dr CUMMING: On the point of order, Acting President, it is obviously in the standing orders that
he is meant to address me by my name appropriately, and that is very dismissive. I wish for the member
to withdraw his—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Thank you, Dr Cumming and Mr Finn. Mr Finn
called you by your title, Dr Cumming, and I heard him, so I do not think there is any insult in it. And
there is no point of order, Mr Finn, because Dr Cumming has just started.
Mr Finn interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar): Thank you, Mr Finn. Dr Cumming, please speak to
the motion.
Dr CUMMING: You poor thing. You obviously can’t handle yourself.
Mr Finn interjected.
Dr CUMMING: Yes, I can absolutely handle myself. So that is fine. Obviously, as I have said,
yes, I have been representing the western suburbs for 23 years. I have every Liberal election promise
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over the last 20 years in my hand, from good old—what is his name again? You remember him, don’t
you? Teddy. Oh, Andrew, when he was there and obviously talking about the east–west link and other
documents that are here. Mr Finn brought this up, obviously. He talked earlier about how, many years
ago, there was the western distributor that was meant to be done in 2010. I have also got many other
documents from governments over time—2015 from Transurban and the like, through and through
and through—informing the Parliament, or even the Liberal Party suggesting what they were going to
do for the west. Respectfully, what I see within all these documents is that there are no promises for
the west—no promises whatsoever for the west.
Let us just stick to the facts today. So, yes, the western suburbs of Melbourne have had a lot of
contaminated soil over many, many years. Last year when we actually had the inquiry into waste there
were many community groups that came forward to talk about their displeasure at the amount of toxic
waste and other waste that sit idle in the western suburbs. There were even conversations that this
Parliament had in the 1970s, and it just goes to show that stockpiling of toxic waste has always
occurred and, really, there has not been a proper solution to tackle the problem for many, many years.
I understand that the West Gate Tunnel Project has actually just put out a community information
sheet, and I would encourage the people of the western suburbs to actually ring the West Gate Tunnel
Project on the 1800 number that they have, which is 1800 105 105. If they do have actual concerns
they should speak to them directly—call them directly and hear from the horse’s mouth what the actual
problems are.
I had the pleasure not last weekend but the weekend before of attending the opening of the $13 million
park in Werribee right next door to the Werribee River. Wyndham council invested $10 million into
that park. The state government gave $3 million to that park. While I was at that opening, which many
Werribee residents attended, I got to speak to the many community groups that were there, and
especially the keepers of the Werribee River, who are obviously concerned about the scaremongering
and the fear that is out there around the soil. I also bumped into the lead petitioner. Currently there is
a petition written for the lower house, and it was clear to me that that petition was actually written by
the Liberal Party. Apparently that petition is meant to go to Tim Pallas, but it really is designed for the
opposition and the opposition environment spokesperson in the lower house. Now, the community
should realise that when they are signing that petition they could possibly actually be giving their
details to the Liberal Party. They could be possibly giving their email addresses and their mobile phone
numbers to the Liberal Party, and who knows what they are going to do with that information—that
information that they were gathering at that particular time?
That really does concern me because as an Independent in the upper house I did offer that group my
service in the way of being able to have the petition come to us, but I wanted them to understand that
it was a Liberal Party petition. This is the Liberal Party playing political games with my community.
It really upset me, especially when I spoke to the spokesperson who was there with the petition in
hand, virtually saying to me that they did not want this soil if it was going to be dumped in Werribee
but they did not care if it went to Bacchus Marsh or Ravenhall or Nagambie. Respectfully, as I stood
in front of them, I said, ‘We need a solution for the western suburbs’. I was really frightened to hear
out of Liberal mouths that they really were going to push the problem and virtually create the same
scaremongering tactics either in Bacchus Marsh, Ravenhall or Nagambie. I want my community to
understand that that is the Liberal Party having that tactic currently within the community, and that
really upsets me. It also upsets me to hear the Greens have been turning up to these meetings in
Bacchus Marsh and the like and doing more fearmongering campaigns. It really does frighten me.
My community deserves facts. They deserve accurate information so they know what is going on. I
rose in this house last week in the adjournment debate to say it is not right of the government to not
make sure that my community is well informed on time—because if you gave my community that
information, this fearmongering would not occur. This fearmongering could not occur if that
information was out there.
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Last week I took the time to have a briefing with the government on this particular topic, and I had all
the department heads giving me that information in my hand. With the information that I was given, I
was actually told that the vast majority of all this information is online. It is there. It is all publicly
available. I wanted to know if the briefing that I received was confidential. It was not. All the
information that I was given was actually publicly available. It is actually there if you go looking for
it. There is a huge document that I received. Uncle Larry was requesting that information because his
Aboriginal community was subjected to scaremongering in Nagambie. Uncle Larry wanted to know
where that soil report about this project was. The government said, ‘No, it’s there’, and they passed it
to me. It is sitting there on the website, and I have passed it on to the Aboriginal community and Uncle
Larry to make sure that they have that information about the soil and about what is going on there.
To hear the Liberals today is really upsetting. I will just say a couple of things. Can the Liberal Party
tell me: what freeway did they ever build in the west? Can you tell me what freeway you built in the
west? You built CityLink. At least you pretend that you are going to build railway lines in the east.
Within all the documents that I have got over the 20 years that I have sat around and been an observer
of state politics—and I now am in state politics—not once have you promised to fund a level crossing
removal in the west, and it would seem that this government has got 15 level crossing removals in the
west. They have done five so far. But of all the promises from the Liberal Party over all the years, not
one of them mentions the western suburbs—not one.
I am an Independent. You know what? I would like the Liberal Party to care about the west, right? I
would like them to run proper campaigns, give out proper information and make election promises in
the west, because they do not make election promises. You do not even match the Labor Party
promises, which is so frustrating to my community. My community is so frustrated because they have
11 lower house Labor members, and the Liberal Party does not give them any election promises. So
what alternative do they have? Their alternative is the Independents—locally grown Independents in
those seats who are just community members like me and who have sat around, frustrated, for many
years wanting investment in the west. I encourage Independents. I encourage them because we know
that the Liberal Party will not give promises for the west. They will not build a freeway. I can assure
you there will be no Liberal promises in the west. There never are. It is all hot air, like I have heard
this morning.
Let us be clear: the Footscray Hospital is 60 years old. The Labor Party has put up $1.8 billion for that
hospital. China apparently can build a hospital in 10 days. But when has a Liberal Party built a hospital
in the west? I am really upset, and I am on the attack because I do not like misinformation out in my
community. I will stand here and defend my community when it is being given a whole heap of BS
about things rather than being given facts so they can make the decisions for themselves. The
scaremongering tactics are really sad. Let us get this clear: I can go through multiple documents here.
But, yes, of course when they are drilling this tunnel there are going to be huge amounts of soil coming
out. What are Transurban’s plans with this soil? They need to inform the community, and that is why
there is that information out there about the West Gate Tunnel Project. There is a number that you can
call, and they will actually talk to you about it.
When we talk about waste solutions across the whole of Victoria we have the Metropolitan Waste
Management Group. The western Metropolitan Waste Management Group is a great information
resource for anyone to go to and actually have an understanding of what tip sites are where, where the
organics go and which site takes the most horrible contaminated waste. So when it comes to waste and
the gradings of soil and the like there is an A, AB, AC and AD. ‘A’ means that it is absolutely
disgusting, and there is only one facility here in Victoria that actually takes that kind of waste and
cleans it up. From what I can understand from the soil documentation that I have seen, there is going
to be a lot of C-grade waste.
We have to understand—and I spoke yesterday in this place about old tip sites, and the Sunshine tip
is a bad example—that in the past when tip sites were built they were not lined; they did not have cells.
What occurs is you have this leachate that comes through the tip and can actually leak into the water

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 4 March 2020

Legislative Council

763

system. These days it is a requirement of the Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) that
these cells are actually built and that they can hold everything. There is not to be any leachate. There
is not to be anything leaching out from that contained waste site. As well, there are planning controls
around waste sites that they have to be a certain distance away from residents and the like. So I want
it to be clear to the community that there is a planning process. Waste sites these days are built to a
level to stop what used to occur. We have many old tip sites—the old Footscray tip, the old Sunshine
tip, and there are other tips—that were not built to this current modern standard. They are problems,
and the government and councils and others have to make sure that they are not a concern to the health
of the communities in those particular areas.
Let us talk about PFAS. They are a group of manufactured chemicals and have been around since the
1950s in a range of common household products and specific applications, including in the
manufacture of non-stick cookware; fabric, furniture and carpet stain protection; food packaging; and
also firefighting foam. Low levels of PFAS in soil are not harmful to the public during soil removal,
relocation or disposal. People should know that. When there are low levels of that, yes, it is not
commercial-grade soil, but it is at a grade that does not have to be cleaned to be able to dump. But
there are very large volumes of soil that are going to come out of this project, and that soil needs to
actually go somewhere. Yes, Transurban and the project need to tell the community where that soil is
going, and they actually need to put out the information around how that is going to occur. What I can
see from the public information from the West Gate Tunnel Project is that they are safeguarding people
and the environment. They are explaining to the community how they are covering and will be lining
trucks during transportation. You have to understand that they care about the people who are working
on those sites. They have got 4000–6000 people working there.
Jobs for the western suburbs are vitally important. I support major projects in the west because my
community needs jobs. I know what it is like not to have a job. I know what it is like to struggle. There
are a lot of people in the community that are wanting jobs. I can attest that even when I ran for this
place I employed 150 people handing out how-to-vote cards. There are so many people out there that
I wish I could employ all day, every day, because there are so many people in my community that just
want a job. They really just want a job. I do not want these major projects to stop, because my
community deserves a job. They deserve a job. They also deserve to be able to get around their
community without being stuck in traffic.
We all know—and I have got this here—and every Victorian knows that when the West Gate Bridge
stops the whole city stops. A crash on the West Gate in peak hour is felt all the way down to the
Monash and all the way to the eastern suburbs, where all the Libs are. When the West Gate Tunnel
opens, this will be an alternative, right? And we need an alternative. Currently the state government
spends $20 million a year on an old piece of infrastructure called the West Gate Bridge because it is
40-plus years old. So, respectfully, we need an alternative to the West Gate Bridge because we are
travelling on a 40-plus-year-old bridge and we spend $20 million a year just keeping that baby alive,
just keeping it going, because when that stops, nobody in the west gets anywhere and we do not
actually get any produce from western Victoria—the milk from Ballarat and beyond and Geelong and
beyond—coming through the ports and getting overseas. It virtually grinds to a halt, and then we do
not get to our jobs. So we need an alternative. We need this project to continue.
Everybody knows that I am not a fan of this particular project. I was a fan of WestLink, which was a
clear tunnel from the port that went straight under Footscray and linked with the ring-road. I was never
a fan of this particular project, but this project was signed up to in the last Parliament, when I was not
here. But I am here now. I am not about to rip up any more projects and cost my community millions
and billions of dollars by ripping up projects that my community actually needs. My community needs
to be able to move around to get a job and to get to employment. It is vitally important. I am really sad
to hear the scaremongering that is occurring throughout my community.
It is Transurban’s responsibility. Let us make this clear: it is Transurban’s responsibility. Yes, they are
getting $1 billion out of this and they should actually consult the community; they should organise
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what they are doing with that rock and soil. There are going to be huge amounts of that rock and soil.
I know that with the clean soil they have been finding places to put it. Currently, even with the minor
works that are happening up the road around the sides of the West Gate Bridge, so between
Williamstown Road and Millers Road and beyond, that soil has been going into the community
because it is clean. I have a new BMX track right next to Footscray High School, along the
Maribyrnong River. There are these safe options; they are actually moving the good soil to places, and
there are councils taking it on. Maribyrnong council took a lot of that soil on because there was an old
tip and there was not enough layer. You could actually see all the old rubbish popping through and the
kids were playing on it, so they layered a lot of this soil all over it to make that tip site safe for the
community as well as for the benefit of a BMX track for the western suburbs.
Let us talk about what happens with the soil that is needed. I stood in this place last year talking about
organics. Respectfully, we need good soil, so it is about taking the organics out of the community,
treating it properly, giving the soil those nutrients, then actually putting it back out there for the food
of our future and the like. We need to be able to have good soil management in the future. I have heard
in this place—and the Liberals and The Nationals will contest this—that the farmers are crying out for
good soil, and organics being mixed in that good soil. Why don’t we actually start talking about the
positives of what we could do? Yes, my community does not want any toxic soil. Yes, my community
wants any dirty soil treated appropriately. They want to be informed, they want to know where it is
going, they do not want it dumped in the west. I totally get that and totally support what my community
wants. We in 2020 should have the technology to clean soil and make sure that we have great soil
management across the whole of Victoria. But with this particular project we know there are going to
be large volumes of soil coming out, because with all respect, who else has actually built tunnels before
in my western patch?
So, yes, Transurban are responsible for the soil movement, and they should let the community know.
The EPA is obviously looking over their shoulder and WorkSafe Victoria is also looking over their
shoulder, so that should give the community a sense of comfort in some way because there is an
enormous amount of work that needs to be done. There was obviously an environment effects
statement, and that is publicly available. I urge my community to actually go onto the internet and look
at the environment effects statement; look at all the documents that are publicly available; look at all
the soil reports that are publicly available, that they can get their hands on; get to know the As, Bs and
Cs and what is going to be done; and talk to the Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group
and understand what they do across the whole of Victoria around waste management options and how
that interrelates so that they can actually get a clear picture of what is going to occur.
What else? I know I have only got 3 minutes. There are 12 million work hours that have happened so
far. They have currently built a temporary exit ramp off the West Gate to Williamstown Road, and
they are making room for the new ramp. They have relocated the North Yarra main sewer by digging
600 metres of new sewer, using a mini tunnel boring machine. Now, I know we all want our poo to
go in through a new sewer; we do not want the smell of that in our area, so good on them for building
a 600-metre new sewer with a smaller boring machine while this process is actually going on. These
are the things that you do not see—they are underground, obviously.
They have also had two tunnel boring machines, which are also at the north entry, to exit the tunnel,
so the work is happening on both ends. They have replaced massive power poles, and we have all seen
that. If you drive down the West Gate Freeway, you actually see these new power poles. They have
been building, obviously, new noise attenuation barriers, and they look much better than the previous
disgusting ones. Because always the eastern suburbs got wonderful noise attenuation barriers. Wait a
minute: I remember when I got my licence I used to have to go down there at 60 kilometres per hour
at night so I did not wake up anyone in bloody Brighton. But now in the west we are actually getting
better quality noise attenuation barriers through this process, something that is a lot larger, which the
community has wanted.
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There is also the electricity substation to power the two tunnel boring machines. These are pieces of
infrastructure that will always be left behind for the community in the future, and we all know we all
want energy in the future.
Obviously I will continue to push for a Grieve Parade upgrade, a big Grieve Parade upgrade, because
we do not want always to be relying on Millers Road and Williamstown Road. In the future I will be
continually pushing as part of this project for Grieve Parade and the ramps there to get a bigger and
better upgrade.
We all know about and we all can see the bike lane infrastructure, which is a wonderful thing. As
someone who loves their rivers—I love the Maribyrnong River, I love the Werribee River, I love
Kororoit Creek and I love Stony Creek—I assure my community that I will not allow any leachate,
any toxic whatever, to get into my rivers and systems. I will continue in this house to push the EPA, if
anyone does the wrong thing, to be right on top of them. Transurban, you have got deep pockets. You
had better not do the wrong thing. You have got enough money to end up doing the right thing by my
community.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:30): I am pleased to rise and
support the motion brought to the chamber today by Mr Finn:
That this house opposes any decision by the Andrews Labor government, or its agencies, to dump toxic soil
from the West Gate Tunnel Project into the Wyndham Vale rail stabling yard as it is situated close to houses,
local community infrastructure and the Werribee River.

This is a shocker of a decision, an absolute shocker. The government failed to plan ahead of time.
They failed to put in place the relevant steps to deal with the toxic soil that is predictably—and indeed
the environment effects statement made reference to it—coming or likely to come out of the West
Gate Tunnel. Now, the question is, and it is a very narrow motion in its own essence: should this toxic
soil go onto a site near new community infrastructure, near the Werribee River and near houses in a
rail stabling yard? The government is spending a large amount of money on that rail stabling yard, and
we have had a long fight to get an FOI about that. It makes it clear that they are going to wash trains
there, do maintenance there and do a whole range of other activities for both V/Line and Metro Trains.
But the question is: is this a suitable location? The answer is: it is patently not. It is patently not a
suitable location for toxic soil. And the madness of double handling, moving that soil to the site and
then moving it to a second site, as has been proposed by Toxic Tim, the member in the local area—he
seems to think that the idea of double handling this toxic soil is a good idea. It is clearly an expensive
option but it is also an unsafe option. Why would you not ensure that it goes to a location where the
containment is right and where the protections are right, there is no capacity to leach and there is no
capacity to impact on a local community?
The government has large resources, massive resources, thousands of bureaucrats and capacity to find
these locations. It is a Transurban project, we know that. It is being done as a cosy deal with the
government, mates of Tim Pallas, mates of the Labor government, a crooked deal all the way from go
to whoa, and now the government is seeking to accommodate Transurban by lowering and fiddling
around with the standards, and making the people of Wyndham Vale pay the price for their
mismanagement, their failure to plan and their incompetence.
I say Mr Finn’s motion is right. I say the soil should not be treated in this way and the community
should not be treated in this way. Mr Finn attended that large rally last night. I have also spoken to
many people in the community around Wyndham Vale and in Werribee as well, and none of them
want this toxic soil put on this entirely inappropriate site. I think that the truth of the matter is that Rail
Projects Victoria and the V/Line proponents of the stabling yard do not want it, either, but the
government has decided that this is where it is going to put the material.
The environment effects statement should not be allowed to compromise standards, either, and the
EES has not been transparent in this process. Again, we have significant FOI communication with
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Environment Protection Authority Victoria and it has not been volunteering the information that it
ought to under statute be providing. It is up to the government ultimately to provide a safe containment
facility. The truth of the matter is that this decision is wrong. It would see double handling. The idea
of a temporary dump is madness and the idea of exposing local communities is madness.
I say the Labor Party members in this chamber—and Dr Cumming, for that matter—who are from the
west should stand up on their digs and actually stand up and protect their local communities. It is not
good enough to go weak with the government on this. It is actually a responsibility of local members
to stand up for their community. It is no good being an apologist to government, no good being
unreasonable in the sense of leaving your local community exposed, as they will be on this case. I say
it is time for those people to stand up, and I say that the community expects it. And Mr Pallas—he is
a shocker. He should go. He is one of the most reprehensible treasurers the state has ever had and he
has sold out his local community.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (11:35): I am extremely happy to stand up as one of five
members for Western Metropolitan Region in this place. There are actually five. Mr Finn has made a
contribution. He will be very pleased to know I am going to go straight to his motion on the point of
relevance. His motion opposes any decision by the Andrews Labor government or its agencies to
dump toxic soil from the West Gate Tunnel Project in Wyndham Vale. Well, here is yet another
example of landing on Planet Davis-Finn, because there has literally been no decision made. So what
we have had in this chamber for the last hour and a half is scaremongering—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms STITT: It is scaremongering for the people of Wyndham Vale about what is not even anything
that has been decided yet, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms STITT: Well, on the point of being there last night, I will make this comment, Mr Finn. I was
in this chamber until 3.00 am. I was acquitting my responsibilities as a member of this chamber.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms STITT: Yes, and you chose to leave the Parliament to attend a public meeting down in
Wyndham Vale. I would be very interested to know what you have represented in terms of why Labor
members were not at that meeting last night—or that rally, as I think it is probably more accurately
described as being. The reality is that for you to sit in this chamber this morning and actually say that
we were not there because we do not care about the people in the western suburbs is absolutely
outrageous.
Members interjecting.
Ms STITT: It is outrageous. It is opportunistic. What I can assure this house of is that I have
probably been to Wyndham Vale far more often than Mr Finn, because Mr Finn only goes down there
when he is making mischief and scaring people about decisions that have not even been made.
I am very pleased to be able to make a contribution in this debate for the next 1 minute and 49, 48, 47,
46 seconds, because I am a very proud long-term resident of the western suburbs and I am very proud
to represent people of the west in this place, who I have always fought for over many, many decades
in different capacities. I am not going to come into this place and—as you characterise it, Mr Davis—
not stand up for people in my community.
Let us just remember that there are five members from Western Metropolitan in this place. It is no
coincidence that three of them happen to be Labor Party representatives. You know why? Because we
took to the people of the western suburbs the commitments, the election commitments and policies,
that they supported in record numbers.
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Mr Finn interjected.
Ms STITT: In the 52 seconds that I have got left, Mr Finn, I am going to talk about the claims that
you have been making to scare people down in Wyndham Vale about ‘toxic’, in inverted commas,
soil. An enormous amount of geological work has been done throughout the project planning. Yes,
there has been PFAS contamination in the soil, but at this point in time, Mr Finn, it is noted that the
PFAS has been identified as being at very low levels. So for you to go out there and scare people and
use this as a misinformation campaign, as an opportunity for the Liberal Party—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms STITT: The reality is that the Environment Protection Authority Victoria will continue to work
to ensure that people who work on these projects and people who live in these areas are protected.
There has been no decision made.
The PRESIDENT: That ends the time for debate on Mr Finn’s motion.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr

Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms

McArthur, Mrs
Meddick, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 19
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr

Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr

Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms (Teller)
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Motion defeated.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, President, it has just been brought to my attention that in the previous
debate Dr Cumming made a claim about a petition that is circulating in the Wyndham area. It has been
circulated by a local activist group concerned about the waste, the toxic soil, in Wyndham. She referred
to that as a Liberal Party petition. That is in no way, shape or form a Liberal Party petition. I just
wonder if in fact she has deliberately or otherwise misled the house.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Finn, I just do not see that as a point of order. I will call the next item of
general business.
Dr Cumming interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Further to the point of order? I have already ruled it out.
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ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Reference
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (11:47): I would like to move the motion standing in my
name that reads:
That this house:
(1) notes:
(a) the catastrophic and unprecedented 2019–20 bushfire season that has devastated Victorian
communities, causing loss of life, homes, wildlife and habitat;
(b) that this summer has been the hottest summer on record in Victoria, with severe impacts on
vulnerable people, communities, the Victorian economy and wildlife;
(2) acknowledges that:
(a) extreme weather events, such as the 2019–20 bushfire season and intense heatwaves, are the
climate change impacts we are now experiencing in Victoria due to a 1-degree increase in global
temperatures;
(b) for Victoria to do our share in meeting Australia’s Paris agreement commitment to limit global
warming below 1.5 degrees, we must significantly and rapidly reduce greenhouse gas emissions;
(3) requires the Environment and Planning Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by October 2021,
on:
(a) measures to enable Victoria to transition its energy supply to 100 per cent renewable energy;
(b) jobs and economic benefits and implications of Victoria transitioning to 100 per cent renewable
energy;
(c) investment, both public and private, required to achieve 100 per cent renewable energy generation
in Victoria, including investment in grid infrastructure and energy storage;
(d) further opportunities for Victoria to reduce emissions, including through finding alternatives to
industrial and household gas consumption;
(e) government investment or action that would be needed to support workers in impacted industries
to facilitate a just transition and ensure workers and communities are not left behind as Victoria
transitions to 100 per cent renewable energy;
(f)

the economic risks of not urgently reducing emissions by transitioning to 100 per cent renewable
energy; and

(g) any other related matters.

As we begin speaking to this motion and debating it, I would like to acknowledge firstly the members
of the public both in the gallery and watching the live stream of this debate here today. There has never
been a more important time to engage with democracy and to champion our transition to 100 per cent
clean energy. So thank you.
We are here today in the midst of a climate crisis, one of our own making. It is now undeniable that
human activities are impacting the planet’s atmosphere and ecosystems to such an extent that we are
putting our own existence under threat, not to mention the existence of our natural world. The world
has already warmed by 1 degree, and the effects of the climate crisis are now being felt around the
world and right here in Victoria. The bushfires we experienced in Australia this summer were
recognised around the world for what they were: a significant global climate event. If they are not the
wake-up call on the need to act with urgency to decarbonise our energy system, it is difficult to imagine
what else will need to happen. Lives were lost, property destroyed, forest and habitat burnt and over
1 billion animals killed. We experienced a human and environmental catastrophe, and the longer we
wait to act on the climate crisis the more likely it is that we will experience more climate-related
disasters every single year. The fires we just experienced—hotter, fiercer, starting earlier in the year
and finishing later—are being fuelled by the effects of climate change, and the biggest contributor to
the climate crisis is the burning of coal, gas and oil.
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Burning coal in particular is the worst offender in our growing climate crisis. In Victoria we still get
more than 70 per cent of our electricity from burning coal. We have three old and unreliable coalpowered stations, including the Yallourn coal-powered station, which is the most polluting in
Australia. The next 10 years are absolutely vital in keeping the global temperature increase below
1.5 degrees, consistent with Australia’s Paris commitment, and Victoria must do its part. Net zero
emissions by 2050 targets, like Victoria has, are good, but just not enough. This is why I am moving
a motion for this inquiry today to help us accelerate our action. A drastic reduction in climate emissions
must occur in the next decade, and that means phasing out coal in Victoria. That is the science. After
ignoring the science for decades, we now have a duty to finally act and act with the urgency required,
because if we continue to ignore the signs, we will continue to experience devastating extreme weather
events like summers of fires, catastrophic flooding and continued sea level encroachment. The
disruption to our society, to our economy and to our way of life will be immense. What we experienced
this summer with smoke haze, where outdoor workers were left to work in hazardous conditions and
where we had days where clouds of smoke turned the day into night, is just the beginning.
Last year I put forward amendments for Victoria to have a renewable energy target of 100 per cent by
2030. Only Mr Meddick supported that amendment alongside us. We sat here and listened to all the
excuses as to why we cannot act with the urgency demanded by the science. Those excuses ranged
from outright climate denial by some on the benches opposite, a position that will be condemned by
history and future generations, to all those who said they were supportive of the intent of that
amendment but did not know how we could achieve 100 per cent renewable energy. This is your
opportunity to find out by backing this inquiry today.
We also heard during that debate that we should just leave it to the market, but the myth of a free
market is not only unable to address the current crisis but is in large part responsible for the mess that
we are in, in terms of the climate but also the crisis of inequality facing the world. An economic system
that privileges corporate profit over people will simply drive us over the edge. In fact our economic
system is already being severely disrupted by the climate crisis. This summer’s bushfires are estimated
to cost the Australian economy up to $100 billion. So this disruption to the economy is already
happening. The question is whether we continue to pretend it is not or instead embrace the enormous
economic opportunity of a transition to 100 per cent renewable energy.
I also heard during that debate that our proposal was unrealistic, not feasible, and that the government’s
plan for half of what is required was somehow sufficient. I am sure I will hear many of those same
arguments again today. In our lack of imagination to fully understand the impacts of climate change
we have wasted time we do not have. We have lost years we could have spent investing in renewables
and green infrastructure and developing a fair and just transition plan away from fossil fuels, and
instead we have let ourselves inch closer to the point of no return.
While we have been wasting time and making excuses for why 100 per cent renewable energy is too
hard, other places have been proving us wrong, showing that moving towards 100 per cent renewable
energy is entirely doable, that you can get out of coal and gas and transition to clean energy in a way
that supports workers and keeps electricity prices down. We have seen the ACT and South Australia
leading on renewables in Australia. Now is the time for action. Now, after a summer of catastrophic
fires, we must finally acknowledge that we need to start addressing our climate crisis. Now is not the
time for politics as usual. That is why I am really excited about our inquiry motion today. This inquiry
will allow all parties to hear from the energy experts, the economic experts and the climate experts
about how we can move Victoria to 100 per cent renewable energy as soon as possible.
I am even more excited because I know this transition will be a great thing for us here in Victoria. It
will create tens of thousands of new jobs in exciting sectors like offshore wind, green hydrogen and
building an engine network fit for the 21st century. The inquiry will also be a great chance for our
communities to tell us what they want for their towns, regions and homes, as Victoria embraces a clean
energy revolution. In particular, this inquiry is an opportunity to support the community and workers
in the Latrobe Valley coal sector so we can make this transition one in which no-one is left behind.
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I know so many Victorians want strong action on climate change. We have all been receiving many
emails, calls and meeting requests from the community. I urge everyone in this place to consider the
weight their words have and do away with the tired old excuses for climate inaction. I call on you all
to support this inquiry and help Victoria act with the necessary urgency on the climate crisis and move
forward together in our transition to 100 per cent clean energy. I commend this motion to the house.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (11:57): We are all about action, and anyone who suggests
otherwise is going to make me very cranky. I tell you what! Since 2014 there has been a renewable
energy revolution in this state, and we stand proudly on that record. That is what we are all about. We
are all about action—not pontificating, but doing. Is that not right?
Ms Shing: That’s right.
Ms TAYLOR: Exactly. And when the previous Liberal government were in, weren’t you
frustrated with the barriers that they put up to wind farms? Didn’t that make you sick? It made me sick
to the stomach, but we turned that around—because that is what we are about; we are all about action,
and we understand the climate is changing. We believe that fully. We know we had unprecedented
fires causing tremendous destruction to our beautiful wildlife, our flora and fauna, but we are all about
action, and what does that look like?
We have new renewable energy generators pumping out clean energy across the state, with many more
developers eager to build. We also have major investments in grid-scale batteries, energy efficiency
and household solar that are transforming the way people use power in Victoria—undeniable, because
we have decisive leadership, and we would not have the investment we have today if we did not
believe in climate change, if we did not believe in a cleaner energy revolution, if we did not believe in
jobs that can be created from this, and we have led the way because we have legislated Victorian
renewable energy targets, which have given the market certainty. So I will not take it that we are not
acting. Are we not acting?
Ms Terpstra: We are.
Ms TAYLOR: We are strong and we are strident, and we are continuing with ongoing investment
into the future, because we believe in a future for our children. Since the Andrews Labor government
was elected in 2014, 18 different projects providing over 1200 megawatts of new renewable energy
capacity have become operational—done, executed. Great! We also have 14 renewable energy projects
currently under construction or undergoing commissioning, which will provide over 2600 megawatts
of renewable energy once they are complete—action, real investment. Finally, we have a strong
pipeline of projects being developed across our state, with over 4000 megawatts of new projects
receiving planning approval under our government, and I am so proud of it.
This renewable energy boom has been driven by our Victorian renewable energy target, which I
referred to before, which we recently increased to 50 per cent by 2030. With this new target—wait for
it, wait for it—24 400 jobs in Victoria will utilise the supply chain that has grown across Victoria. I
just point out to those opposite who are always talking down renewables that it is all about jobs and it
is all about a future for Victorians.
Ms Shing: And leadership.
Ms TAYLOR: And leadership, exactly. We are not shy on this topic. We go for it. And to help
meet the Victorian renewable energy target we held Australia’s largest reverse auction in 2017. The
auction successfully supported six large-scale wind and solar projects in regional Victoria—
Mr Quilty, please note that we do look after regional Victoria, you have got to acknowledge that and
take it on board—bringing online 928 megawatts of new renewable energy capacity.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 3 March.
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Questions without notice and ministers statements
CASEY PLANNING
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:01): My question is to the Minister for Roads. Damaging
evidence at IBAC yesterday showed that Daniel Andrews and his Treasurer, Tim Pallas, had a special
and potentially corrupt relationship with disgraced developer John Woodman. According to the
testimony of Megan Schutz she, and I quote, ‘met with Pulford; I can’t remember her first name’.
Minister, when did you meet with Megan Schutz, and what was discussed?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:01): I thank Mr Finn for his question and indeed thank him for
pointing out how forgettable this reported encounter was according to the reports in the media today.
As Mr Finn will be unsurprised—
Members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD: It is such a common first name of course as well! As Mr Finn and all members
would know, the government, me included, are not going to be running a commentary on the work
that IBAC is undertaking. So I have nothing further to add other than perhaps to make the observation
that, in the agriculture and regional development portfolios, the extent to which there was anything
discussed of any substance with anyone at any point during that four years in that municipality was
about growing asparagus or flowers.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:02): Minister, have you met Megan Schutz at all in your
capacity as roads minister?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:02): No.
CASEY PLANNING
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:02): My question without notice is to the Minister for
Local Government. Minister, when the government dismissed the City of Greater Geelong council it
appointed a citizens jury and adopted nearly all of its recommendations. The major exception was its
recommendation to prohibit developer financial and in-kind contributions to candidates and council
staff, consistent with other states’ legislation. The government response was that:
Current disclosure and conflict provisions are … robust and there is no evidence of systematic corruption in
Victorian Councils …

As this has been blown out of the water by the IBAC inquiry into Casey council, will the minister now
review the Geelong citizens jury recommendations?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:03): The member asking the question is on the money with respect to IBAC. I
have said in this place on numerous occasions before, and I said in committee last night and early this
morning many times too, that we are awaiting the outcome of the IBAC inquiry. We are waiting for
IBAC to hand down its recommendations and/or findings. IBAC is a very serious integrity body.
When IBAC hands down findings and recommendations, any government, I am sure, will be taking
serious consideration of those findings or recommendations. That is exactly what we intend to do, and
then we will revisit the whole donations and disclosure issue.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:04): Thank you, Minister. My supplementary question
is: will the minister explain why the citizens of Greater Geelong were entitled to an elaborate citizens
jury process as a consolation prize for losing their councillors but the citizens of Casey have not been
deemed worthy of such consideration?
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Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:05): Sorry, I am a little bit confused about the question, and I do not mean any
disrespect. For clarification, Mr Hayes, are you asking why there was not a citizens jury put in place
before we sacked Casey?
Mr Hayes: Not necessarily before, Minister, but at any time—
The PRESIDENT: Mr Hayes, I think I can help. I think the question was: why didn’t Casey
council have a citizens jury appointed, as was the case with what happened in Geelong?
Mr SOMYUREK: Well, the citizens jury in Geelong was a once-off; it has not happened since,
subsequently. And that was the first time—
Members interjecting.
Mr SOMYUREK: No, no, it actually did win awards. The citizens jury did win awards. Mr Hayes,
if you were listening last night, what I was talking about throughout the proceedings last night and
early into this morning was deliberative democracy, deliberative engagement. A citizens jury is one
part of deliberative democracy and deliberative engagement. That is a part of— (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BLACK SPUR ROAD SAFETY
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:06): My ministers statement today is on the road that perhaps
gets more mentions in this place than any other, and that is the Black Spur. I take the opportunity—
A member interjected.
Ms PULFORD: Well, that is actually not a road, I think you might find.
Members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD: It is not. The actual, real road that gets the greatest number of mentions in this
place is the Black Spur and for very good reason. There are many members who have a real interest
in the issues around safety and access to the Black Spur. I have now completely blown my time, but
what I will do is update the house on some developments there.
As members know, we have undertaken a safety audit following an absolutely devastating incident
late last year. Later in the year last year, late November, we removed a number of trees, and that
necessitated some road closures on the Black Spur. The arborists have been hard at work, as I have
indicated in previous responses in the house, and I can now indicate to the house that the arborists have
identified the need to remove 98 trees and prune large limbs from another 28 trees. Many of these trees
are grand mountain ash that stand between 50 and 75 metres tall and have become unstable due to age
or competition with other trees. This project will require the use of heavy machinery, including a crane,
to remove trees from the roadside. The cranes allow trees to be removed in sections, ensuring the
protection of the undergrowth below and the native fauna and flora inhabiting the area, including some
species that are only found in the area.
Stage 1 works will be taking place from 16 March. We will work between the hours of 9.30 and 3.30
and halt for school holidays to enable tourist trade to continue, and then the works will continue in
earnest in April. We will work closely with the community to communicate the impacts of road
closures.
LAUNCHINGWAY
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:09): My question is to the Minister for
Fishing and Boating, and it follows Mr Limbrick’s question yesterday re Patterson Lakes. The offer
of a licence to Trevor and Lynette Hogan to run the Patterson River boat ramp for six months over
winter excludes the car park. Given the Hogans’ lease expires on 31 March and the licence does not
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cover the car park, who will manage and coordinate the parking of hundreds of cars and trailers over
the peak Easter weekend, which starts just 10 days after the Hogans leave?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:09): As I indicated in my answer to a related question from
Mr Limbrick yesterday, the management of this area will transfer from Melbourne Water to the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning at the end of March, and so they will take
responsibility for that. The offer for an arrangement is between the end of March and the new season,
around September. The new tender arrangement will be concluded by around September.
But on the question of parking, what I think all fishers and boaters will understand is that the time
between Easter and September is really quite quiet. Fishers and boaters also know that our government
removed the fees to make it easier for families to participate in fishing and boating. But in relation to
Mr Rich-Phillips’s question, specifically on car park management for that duration, it will be the
department.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:10): Thank you, Minister. Minister, the
six-month licence will cost the Hogans $70 000 in losses for the winter season, with no certainty of a
lease in summer to recoup those losses, and for that reason the Hogans have said they will leave
Patterson River on 31 March. Given the answer you have just given to the substantive question, what
arrangements does the department have in place to run that ramp from 31 March, in just four weeks
time?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:11): I thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his further question. The
department, Melbourne Water and Better Boating Victoria have been working closely to ensure that
there is no interruption to support that is provided to people launching their boats during this period.
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Ms PULFORD: They are going to have people manning—
Mr Rich-Phillips: Who?
Ms PULFORD: Do you want me to name them?
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Ms PULFORD: There will be people that are equipped to do this—to manage a car park. We are
confident that arrangements are well advanced for the Easter weekend.
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:12): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, this summer Victoria experienced devastating bushfires. Millions of hectares of precious
native forest burnt, and many species lost more than half of their habitat, yet under your government
VicForests is continuing logging across the state as if nothing has happened. As you know, logging in
Victoria is exempt from national environmental law through regional forest agreements signed
between Victoria and the federal government. As you would also know, Victoria’s RFAs are due to
be extended at the end of March. Following the fires and the drastic state of so many threatened
species, will your government make the right decision and choose not to enter further RFAs and
instead bring forward an immediate industry transition package?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:12): There are a few questions in that, Dr Ratnam. Yes, our government
is considering the RFAs, and I cannot pre-empt a decision in relation to that, as those discussions are
ongoing and will be made public in due course. I have spoken many times in this place about the
timber transition plan. We do have a commitment to end native timber logging, but we also have a
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commitment to protect the jobs and the communities that rely so heavily on that industry, which is
why we have a step-down approach, a considered approach, working with both industry and
environmental groups to get the best outcome for Victoria.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:13): Thank you, Minister, for your response. Last year
your government’s forests announcement included a commitment to immediately end old-growth
forest logging in Victoria, yet right now VicForests is set to enter a coupe in the Kalatha valley of
giants, Toolangi, in the Central Highlands, containing critically important old-growth forest habitat. I
would like to acknowledge the brave forest defenders and First People sovereigns who are on the
ground defending this forest from the bulldozers. This type of logging that destroys habitat and pushes
threatened species to the brink of extinction is exactly the problem with RFAs. They give a green light
to environmental vandalism. Our environmental laws are more important than ever, and a move to
continue the exemption provided by RFAs is unconscionable. As minister, despite the laws that allow
this wilful destruction, will you urgently step in and protect all forest in the Kalatha valley of giants
from imminent destruction?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:14): I thank Dr Ratnam, whose questions are always much longer than
my answers. In relation to the coupe which I am sure you are referring to, the Zinger coupe, I am
receiving a lot of correspondence in relation to that coupe. I am planning on responding immediately
because the claims that we are logging old-growth forest are completely false. In relation to that coupe,
which is in Toolangi, we have ruled out harvesting more than 60 per cent of that coupe in order to
protect habitat and forest values and to provide a visual buffer of trees to minimise visual impact. So
the assertions that VicForests are logging old growth is completely wrong. Toolangi is of course a
beautiful environment. It is in my electorate. I visit with my children. There are appropriate low levels
of logging occurring in that forest at the moment. It is not old-growth forest. In relation to the
protestors, although I absolutely respect the right to protest, stringing yourself up in trees and getting
in front of equipment are not safe practice, and I would discourage it.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: AMBULANCE SERVICES
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:15): I rise to inform the house of how the Andrews Labor government continues to support and
grow Victoria’s world-class ambulance services. This past weekend I had the pleasure of presenting
our latest paramedic and mobile intensive care ambulance graduates with their authority-to-practice
certificates. The 97 graduates, 62 of whom are women, will be stationed in Melbourne, Barwon South
West, Gippsland and Loddon Mallee regions, helping Victorians get access to emergency care when
they need it the most. These graduates join Ambulance Victoria with the knowledge that the Andrews
Labor government will always have their back.
Our government has also reached an in-principle agreement with the Victorian Ambulance Union and
the United Workers Union, giving paramedics fair pay and conditions in line with government wages
policy. Key outcomes of this agreement include paid defence force leave for staff who also help during
national emergencies such as the recent bushfires; additional career progression that delivers a more
skilled workforce; new unsociable shift payments that recognise the disruptive and sometimes
dangerous work our paramedics do every week; better paramedic coverage in regional and rural
Victoria; and promoting gender equality with extra paid parental leave, reimbursement for childcare
expenses and the introduction of prenatal leave.
Upon coming to office, our government has resolved the paramedic pay dispute and referred
paramedic pay rates to the Fair Work Commission, ending the war on paramedics. Labor is committed
to working with our paramedics, not against them. This paramedics enterprise bargaining agreement
was resolved without protected industrial action, the first time this has occurred in nearly 20 years.
Since coming into office we have invested $1 billion to rebuild Victoria’s ambulance system, after the
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previous Liberal government went to war with our paramedics while Ms Crozier was the Parliamentary
Secretary for Health, causing response times to become the worst on the Australian mainland.
I COOK FOODS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, is your failure to release a report that forced the closure order for I Cook Foods part of a
corrupt cover-up?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:17): No. The member would have been wise to have waited to actually see the written response
that I did provide to Ms Patten prior to question time today, where I was able to provide her with
further advice. In fact the report that Ms Patten was referring to was actually provided to I Cook on
Friday.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:18): Well, Minister, yesterday you said that the court
proceedings were ongoing. In fact they have concluded. Why was that phantom report provided so
late in the piece?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:18): Well, what can I say?
Mr Jennings: You’re flabbergasted.
Ms MIKAKOS: I am flabbergasted, Mr Jennings, with that question.
I can provide the member with the advice that I provided to Ms Patten as well, and that is:
I Cook Foods was provided with a copy of the closure order, as required by the Food Act 1984, in relation to
the closure of the I Cook Foods premises. This decision to issue the closure order was a decision made by the
Chief Health Officer under the Food Act 1984. The legislative power does not sit with the Minister for Health.
ICook Foods made an application for preliminary discovery for documents of the Department of Health and
Human Services in the Supreme Court. The department had offered to provide the relevant documents to
ICook Foods before the preliminary discovery hearing on a confidential basis previously, but ICook rejected
the offer.
The Supreme Court then decided that ICook Foods should be given the documents subject to similar
confidentiality conditions. ICook Foods has now been provided with a copy of the report of an authorised
officer under that Act.
The provision of this report is subject to Court ordered confidentiality provisions and, as the matter is currently
before the Court, it would be inappropriate to produce such a document.

COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:20): My question is for the Minister for Public
Transport, represented in this place by Minister Pulford. In the last hours of the last sitting week of last
year we passed the Transport Legislation Amendment Bill 2019, along with my amendments that
reintroduced an offence for touting. It was a great day and a great achievement in a campaign by my
team which had been running for some time. So I find it disappointing to hear reports of touts
continuing to operate unabated at the airport, stealing fares from drivers who follow the rules. We are
four months in, and we now understand not a single infringement has been issued by the regulator for
touting. So I ask the minister why the regulator is failing to enforce the law and stop this dangerous
and unfair practice.
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, his work in securing
that amendment late last year and his ongoing advocacy on this issue. Since the introduction of the
new law on 4 December, Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria (CPVV) have conducted
19 operations at Melbourne Airport. Five operations were conducted between 6 and 12 December,
providing education to industry and passengers regarding the new laws. A further 14 enforcement
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operations by uniformed officers have been conducted since that time. The government does
acknowledge that touting has not been completely stamped out, but our advice from Melbourne
Airport is that there has been a considerable improvement in the situation. In addition, CPVV met with
Melbourne Airport and the Australian Federal Police as recently as last week to discuss other options
to address touting, and they will be increasing enforcement activities. But of course, if Mr Barton has
further information, I am sure that Minister Horne would be pleased to receive any observations he
has to share on that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SMALL BUSINESS FRIENDLY COUNCIL PROGRAM
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:22): I am pleased to update the house on the progress of this government’s Small
Business Friendly Council program. Mitchell Shire Council recently became the 37th council to join
the scheme, joining our small business commissioner and the Parliamentary Secretary for Regional
Victoria, Danielle Green, to sign the Small Business Friendly Council charter. Since the introduction
of this scheme, small businesses have had a guarantee from councils that they will be paid by the
council on time, get permit approvals quickly, get the right support when building works cause
disruption and have access to local business networks. This scheme is just one of the many ways that
this government is making sure that Victoria is the best state in which to build and operate a small
business.
I COOK FOODS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:23): My question is again to the Minister for Health.
Will the minister confirm for the house that up to $500 000 has been spent so far on legal fees fighting
the notorious I Cook Foods case?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:23): I thank the member for her further question. I am not in a position to provide a running
commentary on the litigation. I would expect the department to have appropriate legal advice in
responding to these matters. I think all the community would expect that the Department of Health
and Human Services would be ensuring that the public health of the community is prioritised. Of
course, there is an in-house legal team within the department. I am not in a position to advise what
their legal costs might be, but I understand that the issue of legal costs is subject to a costs order before
the Supreme Court at the moment. I know the member was asserting previously that the matter is
concluded. These were issues that related to preliminary discovery. It is not clear whether I Cook will
issue a writ and seek to proceed with this matter further, but there is still an issue around costs. There
is an issue that is not concluded.
Ms Crozier: Are you misleading the house again? It has concluded.
Ms MIKAKOS: No, go talk to a lawyer and understand what you are talking about. There is an
issue around legal costs that is being worked through at the moment. I am not in a position to advise
around the legal costs. I am not in a position to speculate on what I Cook’s intentions are going
forward, but you previously asked me to ignore a Supreme Court order, and I can tell you I will never
do that. You asked me to ignore a Supreme Court order and produce a document that the Supreme
Court has ordered to be provided to I Cook subject to certain confidentiality provisions.
Ms Crozier, I am not going to provide a running commentary on this litigation matter. My department
is in ongoing proceedings with I Cook, and as I understand it there are some issues before the court
around costs.
Ms Crozier: They’re not in court, though. It has concluded.
Ms MIKAKOS: No, it has not. My understanding is that there is an issue around costs; hence why
you were asking me the question. I assumed that what you are doing is in fact coming in here and
seeking to put the case on behalf of a party before proceedings in the Supreme Court. You have no
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interest in the public health interests of Victorians. You are seeking to come here and put the legal
interests of one company before the public health interests of Victorians. I ask you to reflect on that.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:26): Minister, given this is now looking like a massive
cover-up, with natural justice denied and every appearance of corrupt behaviour, how much will the
bungled decision made by your department cost the Victorian taxpayer?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:26): I just explained to the member that I am not in a position to speculate around legal costs. I
understand that there is an issue around costs. As I understand it, that has not been resolved with the
parties before the court. But I do not accept the premise of the member’s question. The member asserts
it is bungled. My department has every right to defend the decision that was taken. That was a decision
of the chief health officer exercising his powers under the act; they are not powers that the Minister
for Health exercises. But I have every confidence in Dr Sutton, who is doing a stellar job at the moment
dealing with the COVID-19 issue. You were essentially disparaging his reputation through the
comment that you just made. You have just said it was bungled, and therefore you are disparaging the
decision that was made by the chief health officer and authorised officers in my department.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I am wondering if the minister has misled the Parliament
in terms of the report that she has referred to, because the information that I have received is that it is
not a full report. It was an email on an old template. So I am just wondering if she would absolutely
provide assurances to the house of the report and provide the house with that report so that we have it
clarified once and for all, because it is a phantom report. You sent an email last Friday, not a report.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I am going to rule out that point of order. It seemed to be an extra
question. The next call for a question is Mr Bourman, so I will call Mr Bourman.
Ms MIKAKOS: On the point of order, President, I think it is important to note that the member
has asked me to ignore a Supreme Court order to the parties providing a document on a confidentiality
basis. Not only is she bullying my public servants; she wants me to—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Minister, there is no point of order as well there. I am very keen to call
Mr Bourman for a question, so I will give that another crack.
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:29): My question is for the Minister for Agriculture,
Minister Symes. If the government pushes ahead with the creation of the central west national park,
this will further reduce timber available for harvesting. With other areas having been locked up and
the recent bushfires, along with uncontrolled protesters, even in the short term the native timber
industry has massive uncertainty. I have made some very basic calculations regarding the native timber
availability should we lose any more land, so my question is: should the central west national park be
declared, how does the government intend VicForests to meet its contractual obligations?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:30): I thank Mr Bourman for his question. There are a few components
that we should break down. You have asked about effectively the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council recommendations and the government’s response to that. I note that Minister
D’Ambrosio was asked about the status of that in question time in the lower house today, and it has
been delayed due to the bushfires. But what I can confirm is that my department have been working
closely with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to develop the
government’s response to ensure that the impacts on a lot of my areas that would be impacted—
including forestry, game and fossicking, for instance—have all been considered as part of that
response. So I am not in a position to pre-empt that element of your question, but I think the important
question that you are asking is about supply and certainty to industry.
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Bushfires have obviously had a huge impact on timber supply, and it is too early to determine the exact
impacts of that. We are working through that. I have got people working with DELWP and the Office
of the Conservation Regulator to fully assess the impact, and it will take some months to do that. I
agree there is uncertainty in the industry because of matters out of our control. We are continuing to
work with timber mills and contractors to see how we can help them through this time. I am really
impressed with the collaboration between VicForests and the mills. They have been working out who
has got stockpiled supply and who is in need of supply. The salvaging around the Princes Highway,
for example, has been targeted to those mills that have not had as much supply, so mills have been
great in accommodating each other and making sure that we are meeting the contractual arrangements
at the moment. We will continue to work with that going forward as we assess the impact of the fires.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: MINERALS SECTOR
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:32): I wish to update the house on Victoria’s booming minerals sector.
This week new ABS data has revealed that minerals exploration spending in Victoria is at its highest
level since records began, reaching an unprecedented $112.8 million last year. With this figure we
topped the Northern Territory, South Australia and Tasmania for the first time in two decades. It has
been pretty simple: since coming to government, exploration investment is up more than 500 per cent.
It shows how our government is getting it right when it comes to making Victoria an attractive place
for industry and investors to do business. We are building a minerals sector that creates jobs,
particularly in regional Victoria, and giving communities across the state confidence in the sector. The
government is supporting the continued growth through our successful Stavely ground release in
western Victoria and our $15 million Target minerals exploration grant program and through the
recently announced competitive tender for minerals exploration in the north-central Victorian
goldfields area.
We recognise that a critical part of the picture is successfully building the community confidence
needed to support a responsible and thriving industry, so we have certainly raised the bar on social
responsibility on our ground release tenders, and I am pleased to say that industry are really embracing
this responsibility as well. All of this is underpinned by our mineral resources strategy, State of
Discovery, which was launched in 2018. The internationally renowned success story of course is
Fosterville goldmine near Bendigo. It is a perfect example of the booming minerals sector; it has
quickly become the largest gold producer in the state and employs almost 600 people. Thanks to our
government’s policies, there has never been a better time for the minerals sector in Victoria, and it is
really exciting to see this kind of confidence in the sector, which is going from strength to strength and
delivering quality jobs for Victorians.
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) (12:34): There are two written
responses to questions on notice: 1607, 1618.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I would like to bring to your attention that
222 unanswered questions on notice that I lodged between 28 August 2019 and 26 November 2019,
addressed to the Minister for Health, remain unanswered. I have written to the minister, and I would
ask that she address all of those 222 unanswered questions as soon as possible so that I can get back
to my constituents and stakeholders regarding very important issues.
Ms Mikakos: On the point of order, President, I am surprised by that. I know that the member
received about 100 responses yesterday. I have signed many more. I understand that they are on their
way. I have in fact probably provided the most responses to questions on notice, as I understand it, in
the government to date. There have been hundreds—absolutely hundreds. But I will follow that up.
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But I make the point to the member that she does put in proforma questions for every health service,
so that does take a bit of time.
The PRESIDENT: So you will follow that up, thank you.
Ms Crozier: I have got another point of order. But I received two answers yesterday from the
minister. I do not know where the others are—if they are confused in your chaotic office—but
nevertheless I look forward to receiving them.
The other point of order I have is that the minister clearly did not answer the questions I asked about
the costs, and I would ask that those questions be reinstated.
The PRESIDENT: As has been my practice, I will review Hansard on that, but at the time my
understanding was that, Ms Crozier, you asked about a quantum—I think it was $500 000—and I
think the minister’s response was that costs were still being—
Ms Mikakos: That we are not in a position to provide a response.
The PRESIDENT: Yes, because there are still legal proceedings around costs, so she could not
confirm that figure. But, as is my practice, I am happy to review it, get advice and get back to you.
Ms Mikakos: On the point of order, President, I again make the point to the member that this is an
ongoing dispute. We have had an elderly woman who has died. You are seeking to be the advocate on
behalf of a litigant against the interests of the—
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Minister. Ms Crozier, we will review Hansard and get back to you
this afternoon.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT (12:36): Order! I have got some very important business that I hope I have
everyone’s attention for. I have received several written requests from Mr Davis seeking the
reinstatement of a number of questions on notice directed to various ministers. I have reviewed the
responses, and I order the following reinstatements: one, parts (l)(d)(ii) and (l)(d)(iii) and part (2) of
question on notice 638; two, parts (1)(d)(ii) and (1)(d)(iii) of questions on notice 639, 640, 655, 656,
657, 658 and 659; three, questions on notice 1121, 1122, 1018, 1020, 1021, 1022, 1023, 1027, 1059
through to 1074, 1081, 1082 and 1103; and, four, part (3) of questions on notice 1123 and 1124. They
will be reinstated, all of those. But it is my opinion that the minister has answered: one, part (2) of
questions on notice 639, 640, 655, 656, 657, 658, 659, 1123 and 1124; and, two, question on
notice 1015.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:39): My constituency question is for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, and it concerns the construction of a new station for the Currawa fire brigade.
The station is located on the grounds of Dookie college, and the brigade has a membership of
28 volunteers. Membership of the brigade has increased and also diversified in recent times, with
female students from the college joining the brigade. Last week I visited the Currawa station with
captain Paul Prater to see for myself the cramped and inadequate conditions that the dedicated
volunteers are forced to work in. The brigade is on the tanker replacement program, but it will not be
able to take delivery of a new vehicle until a new station is built because the current facility is too
small to fit the new vehicle in. The current station has no storage area, no meeting room and no change
facilities, which is an increasing problem with females joining the brigade. The brigade is also a
breathing apparatus brigade that currently has no clean areas for the BA equipment. Will the minister
allocate immediate funding to construct a new station for the hardworking volunteers of the Currawa
fire brigade?
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SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (12:40): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Training and Skills, Minister Tierney. Climate change is among the most serious issues facing
Victoria, Australia and the world. The risks of inaction are incredibly serious. I am proud to be part of
the Andrews Labor government, which is taking significant leadership on climate change. Initiatives
such as the renewable energy target are important in playing our role to tackle climate change. Our
government’s investment is creating jobs in areas related to climate change. These jobs often require
a skilled workforce, with TAFEs playing an important role in training Victorians. My question is: how
are TAFEs in my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region responding to climate change through
education and training, and what role is free TAFE playing in developing a skilled workforce in areas
directly related to preventing and responding to the damaging effects of climate change?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:41): My question is for the Minister for Planning. There is
a reserved electricity easement that was created for the anticipated growth of Alcoa Point Henry,
Geelong, still in existence after 47 years of not being utilised. A number of constituents in Grovedale
have contacted me as they are being deprived of the use of their land due to this easement, which has
served no purpose for decades. The easement, which has infrastructure, was created in 1963 for the
use of Alcoa Point Henry, Geelong. This easement runs from the Cox Road terminal station, Corio, to
Point Henry. The reserved easement was created in 1973 for the exclusive purpose of allowing Alcoa
Point Henry to expand Alcoa’s smelter activities. This expansion did not go ahead at Point Henry but
went to Portland in the mid-1990s. This reserved easement has no infrastructure and sits beside another
easement that does have infrastructure but is not in use. It has no power at all. Many have identified
that if you have an unused high-voltage, high load-carrying easement capable of powering an
aluminium smelter sitting idle, why do you need a reserved easement? My question is: can the minister
explain why these easements still exist close to residential properties in Wandana Heights, Highton,
Waurn Ponds, Grovedale and Marshall and if the state government is considering removing these
easements?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:42): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. Minister, late last year I visited Adams Cafe on Dohertys Road in Laverton.
During my visit of around an hour’s duration only one customer managed to find their way through
the surrounding roadworks. As this was at lunchtime it amply illustrated the owner’s complaint that
the roadworks are killing her business. She explained to me that this was her new normal. I understand
the owner of the cafe has corresponded with you on this matter but no solution has yet been found.
Minister, what action will you take to ensure this previously healthy small business is not forced to
close by these roadworks?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:43): My question is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. But firstly, I would like to recognise the tremendous generosity of the Victorian
people in response to the bushfires. If there is one good thing to be said about this disaster, it has been
how people, businesses and organisations of every description have come together to support bushfire
victims. On behalf of those affected in northern Victoria, I would like to express my thanks to all those
who have made generous donations. While many Australians have given generously, the capacity to
deliver results on the ground has been called into question by a number of my constituents. We have
heard various stories of delays, bureaucratic hurdles, failure to qualify for help and shortages of
materials preventing effective use of available support. This was always going to be a difficult rollout,
and I do not want to criticise unduly. Could the minister please provide a breakdown of how much
money was raised as part of the Victorian Bushfire Appeal and where and how this money has been
distributed?
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SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:44): I wish to raise a constituency
question for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services regarding the safety of transport users in
Cranbourne, in particular commuters who use the bus stop on Lyall Street in Cranbourne. Violent
offenders have been targeting people waiting at this particular bus stop near the Cranbourne Park
shopping centre. There have been a string of violent incidents in recent months, including vulnerable
people such as children down to 12 years old being targeted for items such as the theft of their mobile
phones by gangs of teenagers. Terrified transport users have been asking for CCTV to be installed at
this bus stop for some time. Cranbourne police are aware of the issues and have increased their patrols;
however, this does not appear to be a deterrent. Parents of children who use this bus stop are being
encouraged to provide their children with personal alarms, which are available through
Neighbourhood Watch. So my question to the minister for police is: when will the government install
CCTV to deter the violent offences in this area?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:45): My question is to the Attorney-General. It is about
a serious sex offender’s failure because of a lack of any available holding cells to appear in the
Shepparton County Court on 31 January for sentencing over his sexual assaults of three girls under
the age of 10. The judge in the case, Mark Taft, called this situation embarrassing, unacceptable and
disgraceful and said it showed a complete disregard for the victims. Consequently I ask: who made
the decision not to incorporate holding cells in the design and construction of the $73 million
Shepparton County Court building, and why? I also seek clarification of what specific actions have
been taken in response to Judge Taft’s comments that his fury over the lack of cells would be taken to
the very highest level of the government.
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:46): My constituency question is for the Minister for Education
in the other place. Last year I raised an adjournment matter seeking school bus access for 10 Foster
Secondary College students who live in the wonderful place of Waratah Bay in my electorate. In his
response he indicated that the Department of Education and Training’s student transport unit was
working with Foster Secondary College to meet the needs of eligible students—all well and good.
Despite the fact that the college and South Gippsland Shire Council along with the bus companies and
the parents are all working to establish this interchange at Sandy Point to facilitate that extra move into
Waratah Bay, the department of education has still not given final approval. We had Minister Jennings
in here saying that we can put a man on the moon in relation to something. Well, these parents and
students are feeling the same thing: we can put a man on the moon, but we cannot seem to get children
access to a bus transfer at Waratah Bay. Will the minister provide a fulsome commitment as soon as
possible for this new bus route to occur and open the gateway so that these children can get to school
and support their parents in doing so?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:47): My question is for the Minister for Regional
Development and concerns funding promised to the traders of Queenscliff following the state
government’s withdrawal of the $2.5 million originally promised for the Destination Queenscliff
project. The member for Bellarine said in August 2018:
… we are today announcing a grant of $50 000 to the traders … in Queenscliff and Pt Lonsdale … to enable
the local traders to develop strategies and initiatives to drive visitation …

It was promised to be ‘for the traders of Queenscliff to determine how it will be spent’ and ‘absolutely
in the hands of the Queenscliff traders’, yet these people remain in the dark about the outcome and
believe they have been ignored and the money instead spent by Regional Development Victoria and
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its subsidiaries. I ask the minister: where did the promised money go? Was it spent by Tourism Greater
Geelong? If so, then what happened to the consultation? If not, then where did $50 000 go?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:48): My constituency
question is for the attention of the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it relates to the southern
section of the North East Link in particular that touches my electorate in Whitehorse and Boroondara.
This is an important road. We support a better link to the north, but I do indicate our surprise today at
this government, the former Myki Labor government, taking on the task of running a tolling company.
I must say I have some concerns about the capacity of this government to run any major project. Every
major project they have touched is over budget, in some trouble and in many cases in serious trouble—
billions over. This project has already gone from $5 billion to $16 billion. So what I say is: will the
minister release the modelling on which this decision to introduce the Andrews government Myki of
the North East Link was made, and release that publicly as soon as possible?
Committees
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (12:49): I am very glad to talk about one of my favourite
subjects—that is, cleaner energy, jobs and driving down power prices. What is not to love? I think I
was at the point of talking about Australia’s largest reverse auction in 2017. The auction successfully
supported six large-scale wind and solar projects in regional Victoria—take note, Mr Quilty—bringing
online 928 megawatts of new renewable energy capacity. What is really brilliant about this is that there
are so many flow-on benefits which our government has strategically driven and facilitated for the
broader community, and I am going to explain that in a moment.
Just to be really specific and clear about the projects that are to be delivered, there is the Berrybank
wind farm west of Geelong, 180 megawatts; Carwarp solar farm south of Mildura, 121.6 megawatts;
Cohuna solar farm north-west of Echuca, 34.2 megawatts; Dundonnell wind farm north-east of
Warrnambool, 336 megawatts; Mortlake South wind farm south of Mortlake, 157.5 megawatts; and
Winton solar farm near Benalla, 98.9 megawatts. Now here is the clincher: combined, these projects
will generate $1.1 billion of economic investment in regional Victoria—hooray—and create more
than 900 jobs, because that is what our government is all about. We always look at all the key elements
and the benefits for the community on all levels.
I want to get down to that very important element of what our government has also driven to flow on
from the investment in renewable energy. Through the implementation of the Major Projects Skills
Guarantee, the successful Victorian renewable energy target projects will also support over
200 apprenticeship, trainee and cadet positions throughout the construction phase of the six facilities.
We set the bar pretty high because we know that Victorians are up for it. This is exactly what they
want. They want cleaner energy and they want investment—real investment in projects which drive
power prices down and create a cleaner energy future.
Projects funded through the Victorian renewable energy target auction were also required to show how
their projects would deliver community benefits, which has led to some excellent outcomes for all the
community—and I am going to explain them. The Victorian government encouraged proponents to
work with communities to develop a benefit-sharing model that is fit for purpose to create strategic
opportunities, drive local innovation and meet significant needs in the local region, and this has
delivered tremendous benefits across Victoria. As part of this comprehensive benefit-sharing plan, for
instance, for Dundonnell wind farm, Tilt Renewables have contributed $500 000 towards the
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construction of long-term affordable housing for women and their families escaping family violence
in Bayswater. That is what I am talking about.
Now let us go to Berrybank wind farm. This has committed $1.9 million across the life of the wind
farm to support students learning about wind energy, providing scholarships to university and TAFE
students and curriculum materials related to wind energy, and organising site excursions and work
experience for secondary and university students. This is what I am talking about. We look at all levels
and all benefits that can be driven for the community, not just simply, ‘Yes, we have set up a wind
farm and off we go’. We are looking at investing in a sustainable future, in cleaner energy.
Finally, the Mortlake South wind farm will facilitate a partnership with Deakin University by sharing
the costs of two post-doctoral researchers for three years, at a total cost of $660 000, to research virtual
and augmented reality applications in wind and solar farm development.
Now, another solar investment that I am incredibly proud of is Melbourne’s entire tram fleet being
offset with power from Bannerton and Numurkah solar farms. As someone who has taken many a
tram in my time, it is very comforting to know that we have actually taken that strong action. We are
not saying, ‘Yep, we’re just going to rely on the old mechanisms for driving power’. We have actually
taken that forward step and we have invested in solar farms that offset the trams—you know, the
energy that is required.
Dr Kieu: One hundred per cent.
Ms TAYLOR: One hundred per cent, that is right. Not 20 per cent, not 30 per cent—100 per cent.
It gives you comfort. When you are taking that tram you can say, ‘Hey, this is terrific. We have that
solar power investment’. It makes people feel better in the community, too. It empowers them and also
encourages them when they are taking public transport to feel they are actually doing something really
good for their community in turn.
Further benefits: this will reduce approximately 80 000 tonnes of greenhouse gas emissions every
year. That is incredibly significant, and again, even for the climate deniers that are out there—and I
know they are—what is the loss in reducing pollution? What could possibly go wrong with actually
having cleaner air for the children? When you think of the asthma and all the other conditions that
flow on from all the fumes et cetera that we have, when you drive down emissions you also literally
create a cleaner environment for our children, for Victorian children, for the future.
As a result of these investments, we have seen a strong renewable supply chain flourishing in—I want
to say it again—regional Victoria. This is a good thing, Mr Quilty. You have got to agree with me.
This is good, this is good for regional Victoria—bearing in mind that in our government we have a
number of MPs who are actually based in regional Victoria. That is why I always find it a little
interesting when we have these debates. We are all one, we are all Victorians, we all love our beautiful
state. We need not have this war and this tension, because one can actually benefit the other. Just as I
was saying with the Numurkah and the Bannerton solar farms in turn helping to offset the energy use
in the city, it is a win-win; everybody wins.
Now, looking at the supply chain, I just want to really focus on the very courageous steps that our
government has taken. The Vestas Renewable Energy Hub came about as a result of the Victorian
renewable energy target reverse auction. Fancy that. The hub will be based in an old Ford factory at
Geelong and will involve investment of approximately $3.5 million and directly employ over
20 employees. What is fantastic is that that is the starting point. That is just the start, because from
there the project will train hundreds of local staff in wind turbine maintenance and see wind turbine
component assembly in Australia for the first time in over 10 years. So that is local production—that
has got to be good for Victorians—but not only that, once you create a wind turbine you have actually
got to maintain it. Therefore that fosters jobs and maintenance jobs over the lifetime of that particular
wind turbine, which is again about good jobs for local Victorians and good for our economy.
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We have also seen Victorian businesses such as Keppel Prince thrive, with the company producing a
record number of wind towers. And that is what we are all about: we are all about transitioning, our
government actively transitioning to more clean energy. We are not just pontificating. As I have
explained today, we are actually doing and we have the record to show.
The government is also putting power stations on the roofs of Victorians through our Solar Homes
program, which will see—and we have already seen a significant number of investments in this
manner since our government has been in government—solar panels, solar hot water or solar batteries
rolled out to 770 000 Victorian households over the next 10 years. That is more than 2 gigawatts of
new power on people’s roofs. Another example is our $15.8 million microgrid demonstration
initiative, which showcases innovative projects that combine renewable energy, storage and smart
control technologies. This is really exciting.
We have had some great success stories in Victoria, like the community of Yackandandah—again,
regional Victoria—I have been there; I know it is in regional Victoria—who have taken back control
of their energy costs and discovered firsthand the benefits of distributed energy. So a shout-out to
Yackandandah, to the residents of Yackandandah. That is fabulous. As we see more communities
across the country—
The PRESIDENT: Sorry, Ms Taylor, to interrupt you once again, but it is an appropriate time to
break for lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.03 pm.
Ms TAYLOR: I would like at this point in the debate to actually round off my contribution, bearing
in mind that I think there are many people who feel passion for this particular topic and care very much
for the future of Victorians. In summary, what I would say is that words are nice but that action is
better. We have record investment in renewables in Victoria, and we have delivered certainty for the
market through the Victorian renewable energy target—and that is legislated. This is a legendary and
transformative reform for our wonderful state. I am certainly incredibly proud of our achievements on
this issue since being in government from 2014. One of the main drivers that we have invested in, or
one of the significant drivers, is the reverse auction, which took place in 2017. We know that as a
result of these significant projects there will be—and I will just reiterate—24 400 jobs generated in
Victoria. We also have on top of that the benefit-sharing model—that I did speak to before—because
it is not only a matter of setting up a solar farm or a wind farm; we also know that there are many other
flow-on benefits for the community such as investment in affordable housing. You cannot argue with
that. That has got to be good for Victoria.
There are many other elements of investment from our government. I did speak to the 100 per cent
renewable offset for solar trams and the solar homes investment that is absolutely driving downward
pressure on power prices and actually giving power back to Victorians so they are able to have cleaner
energy but also to have more control over their energy costs over time. There will be further discussion,
I am sure, today on our investment in the energy grid and battery storage, but I am going to allow my
comrades to have a little more sharing and caring on that topic. I have enjoyed the discussion today;
you know I am passionate about this. We are genuine and we are committed, and you can see that by
our incredible record in this domain.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:06): I am pleased to make some remarks
this afternoon on Dr Ratnam’s motion. I will keep my comments to the motion. Dr Ratnam is
proposing that this house make a referral to the Environment and Planning Committee ‘to inquire into,
consider and report’ on a number of issues in relation to the adoption of 100 per cent renewable energy
for Victoria. Dr Ratnam has set out a number of criteria that she would like the committee to look at
in relation to 100 per cent renewable energy for Victoria. In her preamble she asserts a number of
statements in relation to this issue.

COMMITTEES
Wednesday, 4 March 2020

Legislative Council

785

I guess in considering Dr Ratnam’s motion, we do have concerns about the fact that the motion is
predicated on the shift to 100 per cent renewable energy. That is its starting point: that this is going to
happen or that this should happen without actually examining whether this should happen as part of
this motion. In her preamble Dr Ratnam has made a number of statements. To quote:
That this house:
(1) notes:
(a) the catastrophic and unprecedented 2019–20 bushfire season that has devastated Victorian
communities, causing loss of life, homes, wildlife and habitat …

It is certainly the case that the bushfires devastated some Victorian communities. There were homes
lost, wildlife lost and habitat lost, and of course there were lives lost in Victoria and indeed also in
New South Wales. The description of this as catastrophic—yes; but unprecedented—no. We have
seen fires of the scale which occurred in December–January of this year previously in Victoria. We
have seen fires of a larger scale than that back in the 1930s, so it is simply not accurate to say that the
fires which we experienced in the summer that has just concluded were unprecedented,
notwithstanding that there was loss of life, there was loss of property and there was loss of wildlife.
Likewise, Dr Ratnam goes on to move that the house notes:
… that this summer has been the hottest summer on record in Victoria, with severe impacts on vulnerable
people, communities, the Victorian economy and wildlife.

Yes, of course, a hot summer does have impacts on communities. We have had hot summers in
Australia forever, and again the assertion that this was the hottest summer is not true. Again, if you go
back to the records of those summers in the late 1930s, they were in fact hotter than the summer we
have just had. In the December period, when the fires were triggered, it was certainly hot in Victoria.
There were a number of days when the temperature exceeded 40 degrees in Melbourne and south of
the Divide in December. There was certainly a hot period in December, and it did flow on to the fires
that we subsequently saw, but if you then reflect on the January and February we have just had, they
were in fact relatively benign. We had unusually cool days through January and particularly February
south of the Divide in Victoria. The statement in the preamble that this was the hottest summer on
record does not stand up to scrutiny when you look back through historical data.
I guess the other thing to note with statements around hottest summers, which has been something that
has been a feature of debate in recent years with any number of people wanting to rush out and say
that every month or every summer or every season is the hottest on record, is that we only have reliable
data on temperature for about 150 years; we have a planet that is millions of years old, and we are
asserting on the basis of data of 150 years that what we are experiencing is the hottest. Not only are
we not looking back at the historical records we do have—and we have seen the Bureau of
Meteorology make at least two significant adjustments in recent years on the historical temperature
data it holds, and it has done nothing to provide community confidence about much of that data when
the decision was made to rebase that historical temperature data not once but twice—but if you look
at the original data, it does not support the contention that is being stated widely.
The next issue I would like to touch on is the reference that Dr Ratnam has made under part (2) of her
motion, which is (2)(a), to acknowledge that:
extreme weather events, such as the 2019–20 bushfire season and intense heatwaves, are the climate change
impacts we are now experiencing in Victoria due to a 1-degree increase in global temperatures—

and (2)(b)—
for Victoria to do our share in meeting Australia’s Paris agreement commitment to limit global warming
below 1.5 degrees, we must significantly and rapidly reduce greenhouse gas emissions …

The issue with this statement is that Australia’s commitment under the Paris agreement is not to limit
global warming below 1.5 degrees. That is not the commitment the Australian government has made,
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and it is not the commitment other governments have made. The commitment the Australian
government has made under the Paris obligations is to reduce emissions by 26 to 28 per cent compared
to 2005 levels by 2030. The Australian commitment is an emissions reduction target. The Australian
commitment is not a global temperature reduction target. So the thing that this motion should be
focusing on and the metric that the house needs to be considering, given Dr Ratnam’s decision to
include this matter in her motion, is in fact the emissions reduction target that we are committed to,
not the global temperature reduction target. That is not the metric that the Australian government is
measured on. That is not the metric that any other jurisdiction is measured on with respect to the Paris
agreement.
Of course it is important that Australia and Victoria focus on their commitment under the Paris
agreement, because every jurisdiction which has signed up to the Paris agreement in fact has a different
target. Under that agreement, individual countries nominate what their targets are. Each country has
nominated a different target, and many of the countries have framed those targets in different ways.
So the target that Australia has set, as I said, is to reduce by 26 to 28 per cent Australia’s greenhouse
gas emissions by 2030 compared to the 2005 level.
By comparison, the nation which produces the greatest level of greenhouse gas emissions, which is
China, which is producing in the order of a third of global emissions, does not have an absolute target
for the reduction of its greenhouse gas emissions. In fact the commitments it has made under Paris are
very different to the Australian commitments. The Chinese commitments are in fact to deliver a peak
in carbon dioxide equivalent emissions by the year 2030, so that allows the Chinese nation to continue
to increase its carbon emissions for another decade beyond now, and it has committed to 20 per cent
renewable energy by 2030. Where it has committed to a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions, it is
framed in terms of carbon intensity in relation to GDP. So the Chinese commitment for a reduction in
emissions is to reduce by 60 to 65 per cent the intensity of emissions to GDP. Basically, its reduction
target is proportional to the growth of its economy. It has not set an absolute target relative to 2005 in
the same way Australia has. It has set its reduction target only in terms of a ratio to its economy. In
fact given the target that the Chinese have set to reduce their carbon intensity in relation to GDP, if the
Chinese economy continues to grow at the rate it has historically been growing over the last decade or
so, total Chinese greenhouse gas emissions will be 50 per cent higher than they are now by 2030. Even
in meeting its Paris obligations it will have vastly higher aggregate greenhouse gas emissions than it
currently does, and it will still meet all its Paris targets.
For Dr Ratnam to frame her motion in terms of the obligation to reduce global temperatures by
1.5 degrees completely misstates what the obligations under that Paris agreement are and ignores the
fact that different nations have vastly different targets and vastly different obligations to meet to deliver
on their individual Paris objectives. As I said, the Australian target under the Paris agreement is to
reduce emissions by 26 to 28 per cent by the year 2030 as against 2005. You can argue and raise the
issue as to what impact the Australian target will have on global emissions and, flowing through, on
global temperatures, because the reality is, as the producer of 1.3 per cent of the world’s emissions,
the target that Australia has of a 26 per cent reduction, even if that increased to 50 per cent or 100 per
cent, would still have minimal impact on global emissions.
So, firstly, the suggestion that the bushfires which occurred in December and January were a
consequence of the Australian government’s approach on emissions reduction is laughable. Secondly,
even the targets which have been set and which the Australian government is committed to delivering
under the Paris agreement are unlikely to have any impact, because Australia is such a small emitter
in global terms.
People like to get up here and say that we are high in terms of per capita emissions. That is irrelevant
to the overall level of global emissions. The fact is Australia emits only around 1.3 per cent of global
greenhouse gas emissions, and if we eliminate all economic activity in this country and in doing so
eliminate all greenhouse gas emissions, the global impact will be minimal. With the growth we are
seeing and are continuing to see in jurisdictions such as China—and last year China’s aggregate
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emissions grew by 2.6 per cent—even if we did eliminate all Australian emissions, they would be
replaced simply through the growth that is being experienced today in China in a very short period of
time. So the commitments to reductions and the actions for emissions reductions need to be framed in
the context of what they are actually going to achieve in a global sense.
Dr Ratnam in her motion approaches it from the perspective of a commitment to 100 per cent
renewable energy. That of course does not reflect the reality of the environment in Australia today.
Her proposal for a shift to 100 per cent renewable energy does not reflect the challenges of the
Australian economy and environment today and indeed the negative impacts that would have, the cost
impacts that would have, on the Austrian economy for effectively no tangible global impact.
Dr Ratnam in her contribution critically referred to three old and unreliable coal-fired power stations
as being the basis for energy production in this state today. Of course in making that statement
Dr Ratnam and the government are happy to ignore the fact that the reason those three coal generators
are unreliable is a lack of investment, and why has there been a lack of investment? It is because there
has been no support through government policy for continued investment in those facilities. That is
why they are being run down. That is why they have become unreliable, because governments have
repeatedly—this government and even back to the Brumby government—refused to provide any
signal or any policy support which would have encouraged the operators of those generators in the
Latrobe Valley to actually reinvest and continue to invest in their plant.
Mrs McArthur interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: As Mrs McArthur reminds me, this government in fact went further in
increasing coal royalties on those generators in the Latrobe Valley, which of course led to the closure
of Hazelwood, which led to the destabilisation of the generation market in Victoria and a dramatic
increase in wholesale and subsequently retail prices for electricity.
One of the issues which is not picked up by Dr Ratnam’s motion and which goes to the issues that
Ms Taylor spoke about earlier is the impact this government’s policies have had on the electricity
network in this state: the fact that we have seen the departure of a major stable baseload generator in
Hazelwood and we have seen the inflow of a large number of wind farms, wind turbines, scattered
typically across western Victoria but also through the Gippsland region, and the fact that we have
seen—and the government has encouraged—the installation of individual solar systems on houses
dotted randomly through Melbourne and elsewhere through the state, notionally feeding into the grid.
That has led to a substantial destabilisation of the power grid in this state, with generation from those
wind farms and generation from rooftop solar randomly spiking at different times through the day and
different times through a week or month, putting incredible pressure on the distribution network, with
the base load being unable to respond to those spikes in random output from rooftop solar and random
output from wind farms, which has lead to major problems in the network.
This in fact is one of the issues that Kerry Schott, who is the chair of the Energy Security Board, has
highlighted in her work for the federal government with the challenges of the changing electricity
network we have on the east coast of Australia. The fact that this random capacity drops in and out of
the network depending on whether the sun is shining or the wind is blowing is causing incredible
disruption to the distribution network and causing substantial problems with retail and business
distribution as a consequence.
The way Dr Ratnam has framed the motion, as I said, starts with some assertions around the fires,
some assertions around the summer and indeed assertions around the Paris obligations which do not
reflect the reality. In talking about 100 per cent renewables and opening the door to nothing else, it
also ignores other technologies, and this Parliament on the motion of Mr Limbrick has already passed
a resolution for the Environment and Planning Committee to undertake a review of the prohibition in
Victoria on nuclear power. The house did that in recognition that if we are serious about moving away
from our current gas- and coal-generated power, nuclear power is an option that needs to be looked at
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properly—the recognition that nuclear power is safe, that it is reliable, that it is accessible and it can
provide stable power into the network in a way which we have not been seeing with wind power and
we have not been seeing with rooftop solar power. Yet typically people who are adherents of shifting
away from coal- and gas-fired power to renewables are almost invariably opponents of nuclear power,
notwithstanding the fact that it is clean, it is safe and it is stable.
You really do wonder why people who are so against coal and gas on the grounds of their emissions
are equally opposed to nuclear power, which as I said is safe, stable and reliable. Perhaps we saw the
underlying reason in Dr Ratnam’s contribution on this motion, because I noted that, while Dr Ratnam
started talking about—in her words—the climate emergency, started talking about the Paris accord,
the hottest summer and the unprecedented fires, it took her less than 6 minutes to move into talking
about equality and the evils of capitalism, which is often where Dr Ratnam’s speeches go, and it is
often the case that when we have debates about climate change, we have debates about renewable
energy, they very quickly move into debates about equality and a rant against capitalism.
So the coalition, while interested in the matters Dr Ratnam seeks to explore around renewable energy
and the implications and impacts of renewable energy on the Victorian economy, cannot support her
motion, which starts with a premise of 100 per cent renewable energy, and we cannot support her
motion, which starts with assertions around unprecedented fires and hotter summers and misstates
Australia’s obligations under the Paris climate agreement.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:27): I am pleased to rise. I will make a fairly short
contribution, but I would like to congratulate Dr Ratnam for bringing this committee referral to the
house, because I think this is very important. I have listened to ‘nothing to see here’ from the previous
speaker—‘You should have been here in 1930, then you would have seen something really bad’. Just
a fact check there: I was very surprised by this figure that the 1939 fires were bigger than the 2019–
20 fires, because I had not heard that. And as somebody who was getting ready to defend a property
against fires, I was very engaged with this. So I did go and have a look at that. In 1939,
2 million hectares of bush was burnt. How many hectares do we think were burnt here? Ten
million hectares were burnt in 2019–20. So I have to indicate that that was considerably larger.
I think what we also have to note from that fire is that it was unprecedented to see Queensland, New
South Wales, South Australia, Western Australia and Victoria all burning at almost the same time and
just those incredible fires that were completely out of control. As we heard from the emergency fire
service when they briefed us a few weeks ago, they had to almost turn their backs on the fires because
nature started them, as they said, and nature would have to put them out because they could not. I think
it was only yesterday that it was announced that we are actually fire free as of yesterday.
So these fires were unprecedented—not to mention the effect of smoke over this summer, when
somewhere between 30 and 50 per cent of Australians were affected by smoke and when our economy
was affected by smoke. We are looking at the COVID-19 virus now, but the effects of smoke in those
days and in those weeks was debilitating. The long-term effect of that smoke we probably will not
know for some time, but we know that it was dangerous. And yes, our community and our constituents
expect us to consider this. They expect us to look at this. They expect to see us taking the lead in action.
I think we need to look at why this is so important. We know that the average temperature of the world
has increased—okay, probably just since the Renaissance period. I do not have figures going before
that and I appreciate that the world is many millions of years old, but we know that the temperature
has been steadily increasing since the industrial revolution. The Paris agreement is a goal. It is a longterm temperature goal. Mr Rich-Phillips was absolutely correct in that. It is a long-term goal to get our
temperatures back to pre-industrial levels. So this means right now we need to prevent and bring back.
We have got sort of half a degree to play with, because we know that if we get more than half a degree
warmer we will be hitting 2 degrees or more of global warming. We know the effects that that is going
to have on our coastal cities. We know the effects that that is going to have on our floods.
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I believe and I think most people believe that the fires that we saw were related to changes in our
climate. High-tide flooding experienced now will be inundating communities every year. It will affect
our food supply. We know this. It will affect our fresh rainfall. It will affect our extreme weather events
and so much more. So that is why the Paris agreement itself is not controversial, and I do not think
that Mr Rich-Phillips was saying that it was controversial. It is probably how we get there and the time
line that seems to be causing the consternation. It depends on what day you are listening to the news
as to where our federal government is on when they are going to do this and where they are going to
achieve it. We do hear that they are going to. The minister does say, ‘Yes, we are on. We will achieve
our targets of reducing our emissions to zero’, but we do not know when.
We do know that the Australian Industry Group, the Business Council of Australia, the National
Farmers Federation and the ACTU have all said that we must do it. In fact the Business Council of
Australia said that we must legislate to do this—that this is so crucial to everything in our community
that we must do it. So to hear Mr Rich-Phillips rally against people like the Business Council of
Australia or the Australian Industry Group is somewhat surprising, but, you know, maybe he knows
better.
I believe that this is a climate emergency, and I believe that our community expects us to do the right
thing. I think our community expects us to consider how we can solve this—how we can be part of
the solution, not part of the problem. And yes, we can say that China is not doing it so we are not. That
is a childish argument. We need to state a clear road map, a clear path and a clear plan of how we
transition to zero net emissions and the time frame. We need to have the time frame, and I think that
this inquiry will help provide those answers. Given the make-up of that committee, I think this will be
a very robust conversation, and I look forward to watching from the sidelines.
I encourage everyone to support this inquiry, because I think it is important. I think our community
and our constituents expect us to be asking these questions, expect us to be coming forward with
solutions and expect us to come forward with good plans of how we can play our part in reaching zero
emissions. So I commend this referral. It is entirely consistent with Reason Party policy, and I wish
the committee well.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:35): I would like to thank Dr Ratnam for
putting forward this motion and giving me the chance to talk about energy policy, which I love so
much. I know that lots of your supporters will be watching, so I relish the chance to address them as
well. I would love to hear what they think about this.
Mr Melhem: They are tweeting already.
Mr LIMBRICK: That is great. There is one big flaw with this motion, and the main flaw is that
all the talk is around greenhouse gas emissions but the motion is talking about 100 per cent renewable
energy. It is not talking about greenhouse gas emissions at all. It is talking about renewable energy. It
is ignoring technologies, as Mr Rich-Phillips has already outlined.
There is a really interesting website called electricityMap.org. If you have not seen it, I would suggest
you go and have a look. What it shows you is a map of the world that you can zoom in on and you can
look at different places in the world in real time and see how much carbon emissions they are
producing according to their electricity. So if I look at Victoria right now, it is terrible. It is 674 grams
per kilowatt hour of electricity, and most of that is coal, as we already know. This is similar to Uttar
Pradesh in India and Poland, who also rely heavily on coal. It is a very dark brown colour. The dark
brown colour means lots of carbon emissions and the green colour means not much carbon emissions.
Mr Melhem: Black?
Mr LIMBRICK: Well, black means really bad; it is very high carbon emissions. If we look at
South Australia, which was called out by Dr Ratnam in her speech before, South Australia is not a
green colour; it is a sort of mucky brown colour and it is showing 290 grams of CO2 equivalent per
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kilowatt hour. At the moment, as we see in most places that try for a mostly renewable strategy, South
Australia is mostly relying on gas, not renewables at all.
But if we zoom out to the rest of the world, way beyond our shores, we see that there are some green
places in the world right now. One of them is France. They have been green for decades. They are
67 grams, so they have 90 per cent lower carbon emissions than Victoria.
Ms Patten: Where are you going here?
Mr LIMBRICK: I wonder where I am going. Of course, if we look at their power production, it
is because of nuclear energy. Let us have a look at another one. Sweden in the Nordic countries.
Mr Melhem: Sweden?
Mr LIMBRICK: Yes, Sweden—again, mostly nuclear and hydro. In fact throughout the world if
you look at green anywhere on the map, what you will see is that places that have deeply decarbonised
their electricity grid use a combination of either hydro-electric or nuclear energy. That is it. The places
that go for very high renewables penetration inevitably end up relying on gas or other things.
Renewables are not incompatible with nuclear energy. In fact Ontario, Canada—again, another green
one on this map—has pretty high renewables at the moment, but again it has very high nuclear energy
output. They are actually one of the lowest in the world, with 36 grams of CO2 equivalent per kilowatt
hour. That is pretty much the best in the world at the moment. They have a very small amount of gas
that they use to back up their renewables as they go up and down, as the sun goes up and down and
the wind goes up and down, but they mostly rely on nuclear for the rest of it and some hydro. This is
what we have seen around the world.
We have these two technologies where we know, as the evidence has shown us, around the world
which have deeply decarbonised electricity grids: hydro-electricity and nuclear. Let us look at hydro
first. The Greens have a long history with hydro-electricity. In fact they started by opposing hydroelectricity. That is where they were born from—the Greens party in Tasmania, the Franklin River
project. This was where they started opposing hydro-electricity. Tasmania would have had far lower
carbon emissions if the Greens had never opposed that. This is a fact. That scared governments around
Australia for such a long time that no-one has put up large-scale hydro-electric projects ever since.
They have just been terrified of what happened.
Ms Terpstra: Snowy Hydro.
Mr LIMBRICK: 2.0, yes, that is an upgrade, something that happened in the 1950s. No-one is
flooding forests and stuff, and we do not want to flood forests, because it was a big deal.
Then in the 1990s, in 1998, federally again there was a lot of talk about nuclear at the time, and earlier,
there has been for a long time. But in 1998 the Greens collaborated, or conspired, with the Australian
Democrats—this was actually under a Liberal government; I do not know why they did not stop this
but they did not, for whatever reason—to put in a prohibition on nuclear energy federally that
prohibited any new nuclear reactors. We have got the situation where the two best technologies that
we know—as the evidence shows us—will decarbonise electricity grids around the world that have
been effectively either stopped through protest or prohibited by the Greens. This just seems absolutely
crazy to me.
People can change their mind on these things. I used to be antinuclear, believe it or not. As
Edward de Bono once said, ‘I’ve changed my mind about lots of things. If you can’t change your
mind, why have one?’. I changed my mind about nuclear. Let me tell you a little story. Back in 2011—
I have probably told this story before, but anyway I will tell it for the new audience that is watching
today—you will know that there was a very terrible event that happened in Japan: the Fukushima
earthquake that resulted in a tsunami and nuclear disaster. I had a vested interest in paying very close
attention to this because my in-laws live in Japan, I used to live in Japan and I had a lot of friends in
Japan. I was worried. I studied physics at university but I did not know anything about nuclear radiation
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and its effects on the human body and all that sort of stuff. I had no idea. They started showing all
these sorts of things on the television: becquerels and microbecquerels. No-one knew what the hell it
meant. The nuclear technicians are really bad at communicating this sort of stuff.
Mr Melhem: Engineers?
Mr LIMBRICK: Yes, the engineers. They are smart guys, but they are not good at communicating
this sort of stuff. So I started researching: is my family actually in danger? They were worried. They
were buying masks to try and block out the radiation particles and they were doing all this sort of stuff.
I was worried too. I was doing research on masks. I did all this research. I came to a conclusion after
looking at all of the research of the effects of radiation and what happens according to different levels
of radiation. They have got radiation monitors everywhere in Japan, so they have got public websites.
You can go to the local council and you can see what the current radiation level is. If there was a spike,
you could see it. But you would look at the radiation level on that, and you go, ‘Well, what does that
actually mean?’ What I discovered is that I would have got a higher radiation dose getting in a plane
and flying over there than I would have had if I was there. You get radiation just from going up high
in the atmosphere. It is natural cosmic radiation that goes into the plane and you get a radiation dose.
In fact, if you look at air hostesses, they will get actually quite a high radiation dose.
Ms Patten: Flight attendants.
Mr LIMBRICK: Flight attendants, yes. They will get a reasonably high radiation dose compared
to people who work on the ground. It is not particularly dangerous to them. It is a well-known risk and
they manage it really well.
If we look at the countries that have had the most successful decarbonisations in history, we can look
at France and Sweden. When they introduced nuclear power in the late 1970s, they were both largely
decarbonised within a decade. If we look at other countries that have attempted very large-scale
renewables programs, like Germany—if you look at Germany on the map, that will not be a green
country; it will be a sort of light brown colour, a bit better than South Australia maybe—they have
spent hundreds of billions of dollars on renewables. They still have much, much higher carbon
emissions than France, but their electricity is 1.7 times more expensive in Germany. This is crazy.
People see nuclear as some sort of left-right issue or ‘only libertarians and conservatives support
nuclear for some reason’, but that is just not true. If you look at Finland, the Finland Greens recently,
in 2018, changed their position to pro-nuclear because they were—
Mrs McArthur: Enlightened.
Mr LIMBRICK: They care about the environment, and they are enlightened. Look at Australia
and look at some of the unions, like the CFMEU. People talk about a just transition, so why don’t we
listen to the workers? The CFMEU put in a submission to the inquiry—this was from the Victorian
secretary—that states in quite incredible detail what they want to do out in the Latrobe Valley. If you
look at the federal inquiry, the AWU put in a submission with all sorts of information about the types
of things that they want to work on and want to build. These are the workers themselves that are talking
about this. There are many people within the labour movement, and the Labor Party, I guess, that
support this.
Mrs McArthur: They must be very enlightened.
Mr LIMBRICK: Well, they have got some great ideas. And this other idea that you cannot be an
environmentalist and pro-nuclear—I mean, that is just wrong. With the environmental movement all
over the world, if you look at it at the moment, especially in America, there are lots of
environmentalists that have changed their minds on this issue. They are saying we need to look at this
issue because there is a big problem. They say ‘climate emergency’. I do not like the term ‘emergency’,
but I agree that it is a problem. There is something that needs to be done, so this is what they are
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looking at. People are looking at this. Environmentalists are not all 100 per cent renewables people.
They have got divergent views. They are a diverse group of people.
Ms Patten: It will be an interesting inquiry.
Mr LIMBRICK: It will be an interesting inquiry. If it passes, of course—assuming that.
Ms Patten: How come China is not on that?
Mr LIMBRICK: I do not know. I do not think they release their data. They are not big on releasing
data.
But I will conclude; I will not go on. I could go on all day, but I will not. I know there are other
speakers. Nuclear power is the safest and most efficient source of electricity. It has the highest energy
density, and it can operate 24/7 at a 90 per cent capacity factor. According to studies in the Lancet, it
is actually the safest way to make reliable electricity. That is in terms of deaths per terawatt hour
produced. Nuclear is a clean, safe power that with the help of renewables—it can cooperate with
renewable energy—can underpin a 100 per cent carbon-free future. I urge the Greens supporters to get
real about decarbonisation. Nuclear is a real and rare chance for you to be agents of change. I am not
afraid of looking at this issue. I want to investigate it. I accept some of Mr Rich-Phillips’s points that
some of these issues that are the preamble of the motion may or may not be correct, but they are not
really the meat of what we are looking at in the inquiry. We are looking at what is required for 100 per
cent renewables. Let us look at it, and let us see how much it costs. Let us get to the bottom of it. I will
support the motion.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (14:47): I am pleased to be able to rise and speak on this motion.
Some of you in the house may have heard me speak on similar motions before and know that I have a
fair bit to say, but I will make sure I do that in a truncated fashion, because this is an issue that attracts
a lot of passion. I want to congratulate the previous speaker from the government, Ms Taylor, who
went through in great detail the extraordinary work that the Andrews Labor government has done in
this area. In fact I do not think there is a person in Australia who would say that the Andrews
government has not led the way in making real reform in renewable energy and making real reform in
emissions reductions, in introducing legislation, in introducing schemes, in having the Solar Homes
scheme—quite innovative and far-reaching schemes—and doing it in spite of a hostile federal
government. Doing it almost as an isolated jurisdiction has taken a significant amount of work and a
significant amount of courage in a very difficult environment.
I certainly heard the previous speaker’s frustration, Mr Limbrick, on some of what people may say is
the hypocrisy of the Greens party on certain issues. I certainly share those frustrations and have over
many, many years. Is this a classic Greens motion? Of course it is a classic Greens motion. It is that
we have to somehow, as an upper house committee, come up with a solution to move to 100 per cent
renewables without for one moment, not one second, actually contributing in a meaningful way to the
significant changes that have already taken place in Victoria and without actually going out and doing
the hard work to convince Victorians and indeed Australians at a time when we have literally just lost
a federal election where there was the most ambitious emissions reduction program taken by the Labor
Party. We lost the election.
This motion which requires a bunch of politicians to be tied up in a committee for at least a year to
come up with a report that may or may not be able to be implemented. Is that the best use of the Greens
party’s time? Or should the Greens party be doing what the Labor Party does every day, which is
actually going out and about in all of the seats trying to engage with people and explain these issues,
listen to what people are saying on the ground and come up with practical answers in a practical
environment in the multilayered, multiparty system in which we are operating?
Once again, we are literally in the hallowed ground of ‘Let the perfect be the enemy of the good’. And
what is the strategy as we move? What is the strategy? Well, the strategy, I think, once again—and it
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is not a secret strategy; it has been around for a very long time—is out of the bag about the Greens
party and how they are supposedly going to move us all to this nirvana when they have one person
sitting in this house. As we have seen in the last hour, you have a bunch of people here representing
very broad constituencies with very real issues, whose responsibility it is to come not only into this
place but downstairs, into the Australian Parliament, into the Senate, into our local governments, and
faithfully represent the concerns of those constituents, which are often incredibly disparate. Which is
why we are sitting around this chamber so often having these great debates.
What have we learned about energy policy and climate policy over the last 10 years? Well, what have
we learned? The last time I spoke about this I actually quoted myself from an article that I wrote some
10 years ago. I could do that again, but I thought I would quote the great Penny Wong. It was 10 years
ago—I know that it will be a surprise to you; actually, it is probably not a surprise given the 10-year
convoluted disastrous energy process we have had in this country—that the Greens voted against the
emissions trading scheme (ETS) which would have seen the beginning of the wholesale
transformation of energy policy in this country. What we have seen in these last 10 years is that the
Greens simply have not learned the lessons of that vote. You cannot magically pluck these policies
out of the air. You are dealing with a very complicated state and federal system that also requires the
lights to stay on for people in their homes and in our hospitals. The 10-year anniversary of the vote on
the ETS was late last year, and Ms Wong said at that time that the Greens had not learned anything
from the vote. I quote her:
They just want to shout at people and I don’t think that’s going to lead to action on climate change … The
thing that is quite clear—

in her mind—
is that neither the coalition nor the Greens political parties have learned the lessons of the last decade.

The same article states that the architect of the ETS:
Former public service boss Martin Parkinson told Nine newspapers the policy uncertainty since had scared
away investment in the renewable sector—

and that we have not learned to persuade people and that it is incredibly difficult to take these things
further when it is an absolute political fight every time you turn around.
Are the Greens party putting their best foot forward? Are they contributing in a positive way to this
debate? I think we then turn to the new leader of the Greens federally, Mr Adam Bandt. What is
Mr Adam Bandt saying?
Mr Limbrick: Climate criminals.
Ms GARRETT: We are calling everybody murderers. But what is Mr Bandt’s solution for how
he is going to introduce his climate emissions nirvana without actually having to convince the majority
of Australians to vote for it? What is his answer? Would you believe—and I know Ms Shing will be
stunned by this—Mr Bandt’s goal is that he is going to win two or three seats to hold the balance of
power and then he is going to tell the Labor Party what to do. So what the Labor Party has to do is we
have to go out and win the majority of the seats. We have to be on the ground and we have to listen to
people. After we have done all of that and we hear what people’s views are, he is going to win two
seats and then he is going to tell us and the world, because apparently that is what the community
wants in Brunswick Street. But is that what the community wants in Brunswick Street in Brisbane? Is
it what the community wants in Echuca? Is it what the community wants in East Gippsland? The
Greens would not know because they are not there and they do not run people in those seats.
My advice to the Greens party, which I deliver freely and often, is instead of proposing motions that
actually alienate further the constituency in our community, perhaps they should spend some time
seeking to be elected in those seats and having a narrative and a message—and listening to people—
that makes sense to the broad group that we are seeking to represent, rather than saying, ‘Our only aim
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is to win two seats off Labor then tell Labor what to do. While they’re trying to do this work and
actually meaningfully make change, we are going to diminish Labor’s brand by constantly calling
them murderers and vandals’. That is how I personally feel about these issues, and I know it is how a
lot of other people feel about these issues.
I will wind up, but I do agree that we have a very significant climate crisis. I absolutely agree that we
need to take action on climate change. We are in a democracy. How do you do that in a democracy?
Well, you have to go out and convince the majority of people about the way you see the world and
how you are going to change the world in a way that does not blow up their worlds. At the moment,
all we get from Brunswick Street, Fitzroy, is the same elite inner-city rubbish that does not speak to
communities and that not only does not change anything but makes it so much harder for those of us
who are actually out trying to prosecute this case, trying to get into government and trying to do that
by way of a majority, not by a cheat sheet and winning two seats in inner Melbourne—
Ms Shing: On a high horse.
Ms GARRETT: And on a high horse, not talking to the real world and then dictating to the people
that you bagged for years what they should do without any mandate from the broader community.
That is all I am saying.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:56): Where do I start? Let us start here. The bushfires
that happened cannot be cited on their own as singularly caused by global warming, as the entire point
of climate change is that it works with trends. Individual weather events are not necessarily reflective
one way or the other. This said, when viewed as part of the trend or grouped with other extreme
weather events the 2019–20 fires are indeed reflective of an environment where the severity, the
duration and the number of fires leave very little room for doubt that they are the result of an increase
in temperatures. Because of this, while it would not be correct to say that this was an absolute certainty,
the spirit of the claim about climate change is justified when viewed in tandem with the temperature
statistics as well as global greenhouse emissions and levels.
In saying that, I want to also talk about waste to energy. Waste to energy is a method of creating energy
from waste sources in a manner that produces less emissions than fossil fuel methods, though
considerably more than purely green solutions. Waste to energy is about alternatives to landfill or
exporting waste. Countries that have the least landfill use a range of technologies: recycling, waste to
energy, composting and aerobic digestion—and that is just to name a few.
There is the odd argument around why waste to energy is bad. The key to the method, though, is the
fact that not only does it already have a less damaging environmental impact but it also removes the
greenhouse gases that would result if the hazardous material was simply dumped into landfill. In
Europe there are many nations that have largely made the switch to green energy, but they also turn to
waste to energy to fill the gap and dispose of what otherwise would actually end up in landfill. This
trend has increased steadily over the last 15 years in countries such as Sweden, the Netherlands,
Belgium and Denmark, their having all done so completely by 2010. Some of the technologies operate
in city centres in France and Denmark. I have also stated in this house at other times how Hawaii uses
waste to energy, and obviously that is an island with a not dissimilar population.
I was hoping that Dr Ratnam would actually sum up, because we currently already have an inquiry in
the lower house that is tackling climate change in Victorian communities and obviously last year we
just had the recycling and waste management inquiry. As the Liberal Democrats got up earlier to say,
we are currently having a nuclear inquiry, so we are also talking about that, and there are many other
inquiries that are current at the moment or have already concluded around a not dissimilar group of
topics to those within this motion.
I have stated before and I will state again that waste to energy in some way, shape or form is part of a
collective solution to our waste problem, to our energy mix. A waste-to-energy solution is obviously
a way of making sure that we actually look at all of our waste in a holistic manner. And, respectfully,
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waste to energy might not necessarily be a long-term solution; it might be just a short-term solution in
that other technologies may come along. Therefore if we went to a waste-to-energy model, in whatever
mix that could possibly be, that might be a 20-year solution so we can actually get on top of our current
waste problem. But in the future that waste-to-energy facility might actually not be needed. Knowing
that, with what I have seen in Hawaii and what they used to use—they have got a new technology; it
is a new facility. Yes, Hawaii will always have to have waste to energy because they do not have the
luxury of Australia’s big holes. They have the complete opposite; they have mountains and volcanoes.
But for us here in Victoria this may be a solution to our stockpiles and our waste problem, being the
waste that we have no solution for, we cannot recycle and we cannot do anything about.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (15:02): I rise to support Dr Ratnam’s motion. I will not
debate ‘unprecedented’, as it has already been doused with water on the way through by Ms Patten,
but it certainly is a catastrophic and disastrous event that happened last year, and we face it happening
maybe again next year or very shortly if we do not start doing something. I know we have had an
unprecedented loss of wildlife. We have lost trees. I heard this morning two out of every three koalas
have been killed in those fires. It is very sad. I think we can talk about forest management and how we
could do it better, and that is certainly a debate worth having, but often we tend to focus on this and
deny what is really going on here with the increased temperatures. We are a bit of a laughing stock
overseas when they see the disaster that is all over their televisions with the fires and yet we are one
of the countries with the poorest records on tackling climate change.
I go back to the Garnaut report in 2007 that was predicting that fire seasons would happen earlier, end
later and be more intense. This would be obvious by the year 2020, they said. They were right on target
there. When I was on council back in 2005 we had a councillor who used to say, ‘We had hot days
back when I was a kid’. We certainly had hot days last year. We broke our temperature records in
December twice. So the time for denial is over.
This motion mainly talks about achieving greenhouse gas emissions targets by 2050. We certainly
support that. It also talks about renewable energy targets of around 100 per cent. Ms Garrett says we
might be being overambitious here—well, let us err on the side of being overambitious. Let us really
try and tackle it. It does not hurt to have a high target and go for it. But renewable energy is only a part
of it. We have got to look at transport, construction and agriculture and their contributions to
greenhouse gas emissions too. I said I would be short. I think this is an opportunity to play to our
strengths. We have a lot of renewable energy in Australia, and we can make local jobs out of that too.
I believe we should take the lead and join the Pacific Islands countries that are calling for greater action
from the bigger countries on climate change. We should take the lead.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:05): I get 4 minutes and 10 seconds, so I will get
moving on this. It is great. I rise to speak on the motion proposed by Dr Ratnam in regard to renewable
energy. Just in regard to this motion, there are a couple of things that are in it. One, it calls on this
house to note a range of things, it calls on us to acknowledge a range of things and then of course there
is another referral to the Environment and Planning Committee to report on a range of clean energy or
renewable energy initiatives.
As Ms Garrett pointed out before—I have to say I agree with Ms Garrett’s contribution in regard to
this—the rhetoric around this is increasing but is not producing any results. The sorts of words, like
‘catastrophic and unprecedented’, ‘extreme weather events’, ‘intense’ heat, ‘do our share’—the range
and number of pseudomoralistic positions and commentary that are in this are just completely ramping
up, all the while not acknowledging the level of commitment and work that the Andrews Labor
government has done. We are already on the path to doing this range of things, and looking at the third
part of the motion, which is (a) through to (g), when I was preparing earlier and reading this, all of the
things that we have got to report on we are already doing and have been doing for quite some time.
Victoria and the leadership in the Andrews Labor government is not going to wait for the federal
Morrison Liberal government to get its act together; we have already started acting. We have powered
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Melbourne’s entire tram fleet with power from the Bannerton and Numurkah solar farms. This will
reduce 80 000 tonnes of greenhouse gas emissions every year, yet we do not see any credit coming
from the Greens saying, ‘Yes, that’s fantastic. Good work’. What you get is, ‘You’re not doing enough.
It’s not quick enough. You need to do more. You’ve got to do your share. You’re not doing your
share’. Well, that is just rhetoric. It does not help us get towards where we need to be.
The other things that we have done—for example, the Vestas Renewable Energy Hub—came about
as a result of the Victorian renewable energy target reverse auctions, which Ms Taylor talked about in
her contribution. The hub is going to be based at the old Ford factory at Geelong and will involve an
investment of $3.5 million and directly employ over 20 employees. That project will train hundreds
of local staff in wind turbine maintenance and will see wind turbine component assembly in Australia
for the first time in over 10 years. Manufacturing is not dead.
What you can see is that we carefully connect and construct the connection between renewable energy
and jobs, because we get that. Only Labor gets that; other parties do not get it. What you get from other
parties who want to be protest parties—they are not parties of government—is stuff about jobs that
actually are not real jobs. They are precarious, insecure and short-term jobs that do not suit—
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Sugar hit—thanks very much, Ms Shing, that is exactly what it is. This is
something that we understand on this side of the chamber. Additionally, because we are a Labor
government, we are committed to making sure that no-one is left behind in the transition to cleaner
energy. Also, as part of this, earlier last week the Andrews Labor government announced its policy on
recycling and the circular economy. What we know is that there are multiple job opportunities that are
coming out of that policy. What we want to make sure of is that we give those opportunities to people
who live not only in Melbourne but in regional areas. There are people who are employed in what
would be seen as traditional areas, like forestry, logging, those sorts of things.
There is going to need to be change, and we talked earlier about our commitments around forestry and
logging, so we are going to help these workers. We have got a 30-year transition plan, which Minister
Symes talked about earlier. But again you would not know it because we do not get any credit for
anything we do in this space. Of course if we do do anything, it is not our idea; it is someone else’s
idea or someone else wants to take the credit for it. So rubbish to all of that.
The government is putting power stations on the roofs of Victorian homes through the Solar Homes
program. These solar panels—solar hot water or solar batteries—will be rolled out to
770 000 Victorian households over the next 10 years. That is more than 2 gigawatts of new power on
peoples’ roofs. Another example is the $15.8 million microgrid demonstration initiative, which
showcases innovative projects. We are well-versed in our track record on renewables, so although we
are supporting this motion, again I just think it is a duplication and we do not need it. But anyway, we
are supporting it.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 27
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr (Teller)
Garrett, Ms
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr

Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms (Teller)
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
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Noes, 11
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms

Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

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

Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:17): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 266, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Production of documents
MELBOURNE AIRPORT RAIL LINK
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:18): I move:
That this house, in accordance with standing order 11.01, requires the Leader of the Government to table in
the Council by Wednesday, 18 March 2020, the Melbourne Airport rail link strategic business case, or similar,
commissioned by the federal and state governments and prepared by Advisian for Transport for Victoria and
handed to the government in August 2018, together with supporting commissioned studies and examinations
on options and routes for a rail link to Melbourne Airport.

This is a straightforward documents motion. It seeks key documents that have been funded by
taxpayers. Malcolm Turnbull made an announcement of up to $5 billion to support the Melbourne
Airport rail link when he was Prime Minister. The state government dithered with that at first but later
accepted that this was a sensible way forward. He indicated prior to that that there would be a study.
The study was funded by federal money in the order of around $30 million, and there was also some
state money in associated studies. They looked at a number of different routes: the Sunshine route and
routes along the Tullamarine Freeway, and they also looked at options through Maribyrnong and
associated areas. So different options were examined by the studies, quite appropriately, to see which
options might stack up in the best way.
The state and federal governments came to the conclusion that the Sunshine route and a fast direct rail
route that was dedicated was the way to go forward. That was the announcement of the federal and
state governments jointly. In the recent period there has been a slippage in this position and the state
government has begun to talk about the use of Melbourne Metro 1 as an alternative to the tunnel or
other direct link options that were considered in this study. The key thing to say here is that this is an
important piece of infrastructure for the state. This is something that we have been waiting for for
decades. So the study that was funded, the study that this documents motion seeks and the associated
piece of information are foundational for the state going forward.
We have waited a long time for a Melbourne Airport rail link. Malcolm Turnbull’s decision to put this
on the agenda through the provision of $5 billion of federal money was also important. I pay tribute
to his visionary focus and to the fact that the state and federal governments actually got to a conclusion
out of that series of studies and they then made a decision to proceed with a dedicated model—less
than 20 minutes—with specific tracks, not mixing with the current suburban rail link arrangements.
As I say, there has been slippage in the recent period and the opposition puts on record its considerable
concern at that slippage.
The airport rail link is important for a major city like Melbourne, and hence this documents motion is
very much in the public interest. Not only should a major city like Melbourne have that clear, direct,
dedicated rail link that does not get caught in the hurly-burly of suburban rail and enables people to
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move very swiftly and cleanly—in this case to Southern Cross—but the fact is that some of the
proposals that are on the table also have significance for regional cities. The tunnels that are proposed
by the IFM consortium or tunnels produced by public money directly—either mix—would provide
dedicated fast movement out of Southern Cross, untangling and disconnecting from the Suburban Rail
Loop in a way that would guarantee that fast movement not just for the airport train but for those trains
going to Ballarat, Geelong, Bendigo and, likely in the longer haul, also to Shepparton. By bringing
trains through that approach, with the capacity of the IFM tunnels—but other tunnels of similar size—
would be in the order of 22 movements per hour in each direction. An airport rail link with 10-minute
services would need six of those per hour. That would leave 16 services an hour for regional city
movements, disentangling from the difficulty of getting out of Southern Cross, which is currently far,
far, far beyond capacity already.
The options are very difficult once you start to look at ways to get out of Southern Cross. The challenge
there is that the rail system is congested. You could build a high elevated rail, which might be tolerated
on the eastern side of the Maribyrnong River but certainly would not be tolerated on the western side
of the Maribyrnong River. The tunnels that are being proposed by IFM, or they could easily be built
by direct state money, would move straight out of Spencer Street—or Southern Cross, in the modern
parlance—out past North Melbourne under the river and would emerge out near Sunshine, so they
would completely break free of the current congestion.
All of these matters are examined in detail in the papers—the background documents. I have seen
snippets of each of them and I have had direct reports from a number of key people inside the state
bureaucracy as to what was seen and what was decided. The reality is that the state government is now
in a significantly challenging financial position, and it seeks to use the Melbourne Metro connection,
running a standard suburban line from the airport to Sunshine and then effectively pinching capacity
from Melbourne Metro 1, which, all going well, would come on stream in 2025 or 2026. We know
that project is massively over budget, likely more than $4 billion over budget now, but we also know
of the capacity on the western side of the city—and these are some of the matters that were looked at
in some of the associated studies here.
The growth in population in the north and the west of the city is so enormous that there is a massive
challenge to provide public transport services as needed. The state government has a Western Rail
Plan. I have certainly seen the minutes of the steering committee for that Western Rail Plan, about
18 months of minutes, and have a good understanding of many of the issues that are faced through
that way. We support electrification to Wyndham Vale and electrification to Melton, but we do not
support that at the expense of country services. The country services need to retain their dedicated
routes and dedicated access. If the state government’s view is, as it has expressed it, none of this can
happen in terms of fast trains to our regional cities until the electrification happens, we have a major
point of disagreement. We think that the electrification is needed and should proceed but we do not
believe that the country people should wait, begging in line, for the access to services that is required.
The growth in requirement of passenger movements from Geelong is large, and from Ballarat is
significant. A fast regional rail service will have a huge impact on decentralising the state, in actually
underpinning a policy of decentralisation. We think that that policy stands on its own and is synergistic
with an electrification to Wyndham Vale and to Melton.
But I make the point that many of these issues are canvassed closely in these documents. It is our view
that these are publicly funded documents, that they should be in the public domain, that we should be
able to see them in detail and that the public debate should be informed by these matters. This, as I
say, is a very significant motion in the sense that this is in the public interest. All of us want to see a
great outcome here. This is about the choices that are made, and these documents we believe are firmly
in the public interest.
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Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (15:28): It is always a bit of a treat to hear Mr Davis get to his feet
in this chamber on one of his infamous documents motions and to begin with the words, ‘This is a
relatively narrow motion in terms of what it is seeking’, before then proceeding for many minutes at a
time. I think we just about cracked 15.
Mr Davis: No, we didn’t. We actually just cracked 10 minutes.
Ms SHING: Oh, we just cracked 10 minutes? I am sorry; it felt like so much longer, Mr Davis.
What we do know, however, is that we get the same tired jukebox routine from Mr Davis in beginning
by saying that, ‘In the interests of fairness and transparency various documents should be provided’,
before then moving to a greatest hits recollection or the rose-tinted glasses remix of what it was that
the coalition did during its last term in government. This then moves into the work associated with
what Mr Davis’s world view would mean for the delivery of heavy rail infrastructure across the state,
and indeed why it is that certain outcomes are desired. Setting the stage there, we basically find that
everything old is new again in terms of where we stand today as far as this particular motion is
concerned.
I would like to revisit the rose-tinted remix of Mr Davis’s contribution as it relates to promises made
before the last term of the Baillieu-Napthine governments between 2010 and 2014, and the vast
array—the buffet, the smorgasbord—of rhetoric that came before the coalition’s election in 2010.
There were so many promises. There were more promises than in an audition run for the Bachelor
when the LNP stood up and made their pitches to Victorians in 2010. They included rail to Doncaster,
rail to Rowville and out to Avalon as well.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, Acting President, this is actually quite a narrow motion. It is about
a set of documents relating to a specific set of projects. I have actually confined myself completely to
those points. I have not talked about 2010, and I have not talked about 2010–14. I have talked about a
very recent period, decisions by the federal and state governments and a set of studies associated with
those decisions. That is all I have said.
Ms SHING: On the point of order, Acting President, again, this is so predictable. What we have
seen, however, in Mr Davis’s contribution is repeated references to costs, to planning decisions and to
what it was that was proposed in terms of delivering outcomes that would improve mobility and
delivery of freight logistics pathways et cetera for Victorians. So again the door was opened in
Mr Davis’s initial contribution. Irrespective of how broad the motion is, he has in fact flung the door
open, and I am responding to the points that he made while he was on his feet.
Mr Davis: On the point of order, Acting President, there was actually no broad comment about
freight logistics, there was no broad comment about those matters and there was no broad comment
about anything other than this project and the associated studies.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): All right, Ms Shing, we will give you a little bit of
leeway, but if we could kind of head back to where we should be going.
Mr Davis: To the airport.
Ms SHING: Yes, in fact where we are heading to is the airport. Let us get back on track as it were,
because what we did see in relation to an airport rail link—and some out there may still remember it—
was a promise that led to a series of, as I recall, what may well have been Harry Potter-style rail tickets
that promised a trip from Southern Cross station out to the airport under a coalition government. It was
almost like getting to Hogwarts and going to platform 9¾ to see how you might find your way to the
coalition’s promised path to the airport.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, Acting President, I did not talk about these earlier periods or
anything that the parliamentary secretary, or whatever she calls herself, is seeking to talk to. It was a
very narrow set of points about these specific documents, this project and the associated studies.
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Ms SHING: On the point of order, Acting President, Mr Davis can say all he wants that it was a
narrow motion or that it is a narrow motion—that is how he started. It is not in fact how his contribution
ran. He traversed a vast area in the course of his 10 or 15 minutes on his feet, and on that basis, it is
entirely appropriate and apposite that I am in a position to respond to what he has put on the record.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Thank you, Ms Shing. If we could hold on a
moment whilst I work out where we are going with this.
Ms Shing, if we could just get back to the airport rail link and a little bit less of the—
Ms SHING: Wouldn’t that be wonderful? Let us continue talking about the airport rail link,
because what an evolution it has had. What a process of discussion it has had in the context of an oasis
glimmering in the desert of the dearth of delivery from the previous coalition government into
something that was promised before the 2014 election but was never in fact delivered. Let us talk about
what it means when Mr Davis gets to his feet and asks for this ‘narrow motion to be satisfied by the
will of the house’, as it relates to documents that work their way through cabinet-in-confidence and
commercial-in-confidence processes.
Let us talk about what it is that happened under the coalition’s watch when Mr Davis occupied a
position around the coalition’s cabinet table. He was part of a government that in its four years was
infamous for its secrecy and its furtive approach to the release of information. Let us not just confine
ourselves to the subject matter of the airport rail link, but in fact the process that we are here to look at
and to examine today—the procedure of seeking access to information—and to note that time and
time again we come back here under the pretence, under the pantomime of the public interest, which
Mr Davis swears black and blue is the legitimate reason for seeking this information every single time.
It is so sincere that it makes my teeth ache. We hear time and time again that people deserve to know
this information, and yet on the other hand we look at why this information is being sought and we
look at the fact that Mr Davis claims cost overruns and claims cost blowouts.
When we compare the pair, as it were—to shift a slogan from the wonderful industry super funds that
are out there—we see that on heavy rail infrastructure the coalition simply does not care about
delivering outcomes that improve travel times, that deliver greater frequency and reliability of services.
We can go back over Hansard all Mr Davis wants to find that he has in fact pleaded with this chamber
to accept his world view that this is about improving things for commuters, that this is about ease of
travel, that this is about better expenditure of taxpayer funds and a greater level of responsibility and
accountability in government. But the bottom line is where we compare the pair of Mr Davis’s rhetoric
and that of his coalition colleagues with his actions, the actions of the coalition in the community, we
can see that they fail, on every assessment, the standards that they now seek to establish in opposition.
We see that there is no intention for the coalition to advance the public interest when it comes to heavy
rail infrastructure. There is no desire, there is no appetite for the coalition to deliver any of the things
which Mr Davis says are priorities and that he claims are the basis for seeking this information.
Mr Davis is infamously good at seeking to bypass and to suspend disbelief on the application of wellestablished legal principles such as privilege, commercial-in-confidence and cabinet-in-confidence
matters. Apparently when you are in Mr Davis’s spot in the opposition, all of a sudden, the public
interest trumps everything. But do you know what? It is not the public interest, it is Mr Davis’s interest.
It is Mr Davis’s interest that prompts him time after time—I see a wry smile there, Mr Davis; I think
you know that I am onto something secretly, just between you and me—that this routine that we find
ourselves engaging in, this verbal dance here yet again for discovery, for disclosure, for production
and release of documentation, is in fact nothing more than a farce, an attempt to interfere, an attempt
to politicise and a lowest common denominator approach to undermining, unpicking and seeking to
erode public confidence in infrastructure projects that are making a significant difference and will
continue to make a significant difference for generations to come.
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This is difficult. This is a bitter pill for the coalition to swallow. This is a difficult scenario for the
coalition to actually face, because when it comes to delivery of outcomes, they have been left in the
dust in terms of better access to services, to infrastructure and to well-thought-out, well-considered
and well-implemented plans for infrastructure investment and for the sorts of nation-building activities
that are making Melbourne the fastest growing city in Australia, that are making the peri-urban areas
much more accessible and that are the product of an extensive and constructive partnership with the
Morrison government—and that hurts those opposite. It sticks in their craw that it is a source of great
joy for the Prime Minister to come to Melbourne, to come to Victoria, to spend time with Premier
Daniel Andrews and to see what it is that makes the state tick as far as 550 000 additional jobs go, as
far as record-breaking investment in infrastructure goes that eclipses threefold anything that
Mr Davis’s hero, Jeff Kennett, might have aspired to when he was in office.
We have got a once-in-a-generation opportunity to transform the rail network and to invest in the sorts
of services that will improve connection, that will improve the decentralisation of the places where
people work, the places where people spend their time and the places where people live. Before the
2018 election the Premier announced that a re-elected government would provide up to $5 billion
towards the construction of the long-awaited project for airport rail and that that would then match a
commitment from the federal government. You do not have to be a rocket scientist to recall what
happened at the last election as far as the election of the Premier with a landslide volume of support
goes. The bottom line—and this comes back to a number of referendums that were referred to in
previous elections, including the east–west link, by a former Prime Minister, Mr Tony Abbott—is that
the election results show definitively that Victorians want the airport rail built and they want it built in
a way which creates meaningful, sensible, well-considered and well-delivered outcomes and pathways
for the routes that people will take.
As Mr Davis well knows, planning is already well underway for delivery of Melbourne Airport rail.
As everybody knows, we have construction going on all over the city. The Melbourne Airport rail
project is but one of a suite of initiatives that again do not discriminate between where people live and
are intended to facilitate all sorts of improvements in daily life. Throughout this process, throughout
this nation-building work, we continue to work cooperatively with the commonwealth government.
We continue to enjoy at last a better share of GST revenue, and long may that continue as far as
commonwealth coffers are concerned. We continue to work towards options that will enable
passengers to head into the city or transfer to other regional and metro lines at Sunshine. This is also
something which really, really importantly will be integrated into the Suburban Rail Loop, that radial
loop which is being developed to ensure that people who live in outer suburban, peri-urban and
regional areas do not have to travel into the Melbourne CBD and then travel out again in order to get
to the airport. They can take that radial network to more easily reach a destination for the purposes of
airport travel.
We also know that Melbourne Airport rail is not just about getting from the airport to the city. It is
about connecting suburbs and regions with each other, and that is a crucial part of the effective
management and planning of a city—our city, our first city—which is being developed into a
metropolis by virtue of the sheer size of growth and the scale of expansion as it occurs. As Mr Davis
well knows, under all of the options being considered there will be direct services to and from the city.
As the Premier has said, people are only going to use this network if in fact it does provide a quick and
direct service. If you build it, they will come, but only where it works. That is the bottom line attached
to that sentiment, and that is precisely what we will do. There will be an interchange at Sunshine to
ensure that everyone can get to and from the airport as quickly as possible.
What we see in sequencing is that airport rail will be completed after the Metro Tunnel, which will
change and improve the way that people travel. We know that, for example, 93 per cent of people
travel to the airport from their homes; they do not go there from the city, and that includes business
travellers, so it is very, very commonplace. I know this from my own experience, and Mr Barton may
also know it from the people who he has assisted to get to their destinations over the years, that in fact
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it is all about planning and it is all about being able to minimise the time spent in transit, which often
means, frequently means, overwhelmingly means that people will be inclined to go to the airport
directly from where they live or from their final destination without necessarily taking a pit stop at
work in order to take their flights. For example, under all of the scenarios, people travelling to and
from the airport from destinations such as the south-east suburbs, St Kilda Road and Parkville will
catch the Metro Tunnel to Sunshine, and again that is the quickest journey with the smallest number
of interchanges along the way. Alongside this process of developing this interchange and the work
associated with planning once the Metro Tunnel has been completed, we will also look at any
additional public transport opportunities through the planning processes that exist and how we work
with the commonwealth and also with Melbourne Airport on how to assess them for maximum
efficiency and operation within an actually very complicated and complex and intermodal network of
travel and transport.
It is really important to point out as well and for avoidance of any doubt if people had been convinced
by Mr Davis’s positions earlier that, like any train line, not all services in fact have to stop at all stations.
Limited express and express services will also make a really significant difference, and that is again
nothing new. There is nothing world changing in the approach to limited express and express services
whereby in fact they expedite travel, particularly in periods of peak and particularly in periods of large
volume commuter services and the needs that are associated with that.
So what we see in the way in which this particular documents motion is couched—narrow, as it were,
as claimed; this putatively ‘narrow’ documents motion from Mr Davis—is in fact that there should be
a tabling of the Melbourne Airport rail link strategic business case or similar. I always find that
interesting. It is a bit of a catch-all. So in fact this is not a narrow documents motion. As soon as you
say ‘or similar’, it is like saying ‘which may include’ or ‘any other relevant information’. It is a way
in which you can cast the broadest possible net, and I cannot actually see how that is in the public
interest rather than perhaps in Mr Davis’s interest. It then goes on to say:
… or similar, commissioned by the federal and state governments and prepared by Advisian for Transport for
Victoria and handed to the Government in August 2018, together with supporting commissioned studies and
examinations on options and routes for a rail link to Melbourne Airport.

So basically this documents motion in its distilled form, based on how I read it, says, ‘Can we have
everything, please?’.
Mr Jennings: That’s hardly distilled.
Ms SHING: It is not distilled—you are right, Mr Jennings. If I were to take out the jargon
associated with turns of phrase such as ‘or similar’—and Mr Davis knows this—and if I were to
actually specify and particularise the nature of the documents being sought so that we could confine
our discussion to a narrow range of matters, then in fact we would come back fairly and squarely to
the notion of commercial in confidence and cabinet in confidence as far as it relates to the development
and delivery of these proposals, but instead it is a grab bag of different things. It is an attempt to have
a crack in as many different directions as you possibly can to try to land something—anything. That
is actually not in the public interest.
Asking specific questions around the way in which a project will be developed and delivered, such as
might occur in question time, is a really useful opportunity, if one is minded to take it and to take it
well, to obtain information that might in fact serve Mr Davis’s interests and might in fact serve the
interests of those opposite, but instead what we have is ‘supporting commissioned studies and
examinations on options and routes’. So again, this is anything that anyone might have thought of
along the way which may or may not be current and which may or may not be part of the thinking that
is associated with delivering infrastructure projects in the actual public interest. This is about again, as
I think just about every documents motion from Mr Davis has been, using the parliamentary process
to have a go, or similar—to coin his own turn of phrase—to interfere with the work being undertaken
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to deliver projects which the coalition did not deliver, which the coalition did not fund and which the
coalition could not partner with the federal government to secure.
This is about a sore case of relevance deprivation, and it is pretty brutal when you stand here for the
umpteenth time. I am sorry, dear listener; I am sorry to both of those people watching along at home
who are disappointed by the subject matter of what we are dealing with again. It feels like when you
get home from school and you turn on the TV and you are excited to watch the Fonz, and it turns out
it is a repeat of an episode that you have seen 18 times before and you know how it is going to end—
because I know how it is going to end, and it is not going to end with ‘Ayyy!’. It is going to end in fact
with Mr Davis coming back with yet another attempt to secure information based on yet more
amorphous phrases and terms that seek to get as much detail as possible without actually delivering
any of the particulars of why it is being sought, and in fact it is then something that might in fact result
in Mr Davis—I mean probably—tweeting about how this government is outrageous and how we are
furtive and secretive and we do not deliver and it is a great shame. And there will probably be
exclamation marks in it. I think probably his 54 followers will be outraged by that, and that is okay
because that is part of this process—but the process can be so much more effectively used. Ask the
questions that are associated with delivering information on business cases and information that
informs decisions to actually deliver for Victorians.
In fact that is what happened. You know what has happened now—I am just thinking about this on
my feet. I am thinking about the business case that was delivered for the east–west link. That was
11 pages long, as I recall. There were a fair few dot points in it; I think they were triangles, as I recall,
and a lot of pictures that were very big, taking up a lot of space on those pages. So again we saw that
there was in the substance of that business case I think a 43 cents or 46 cents in the dollar return for
the business case assessment. What we have received, though, as the Labor members of this
Parliament in the course of requests for sharing of information, has been things like an 11-page
business case with triangle dot points and pictures of cars and trucks, and that has not cut it. What does
cut it is brokering a $5 billion deal between jurisdictions associated with long-term productive and
collaborative partnerships with industry, with peak bodies, with councils, with residents, with
commuters and with their representatives to better understand how we can deliver these projects and
deliver them in a meaningful way, and if Mr Davis’s motion were about how we could deliver things
in a more meaningful way, with more efficiency, then we would have the bright dawn of nonpartisanship over this Parliament I think for the first time ever on infrastructure spends.
It is a shame that yet again we are here with the rose-tinted remix of this particular documents motion.
It is a shame that I have to get to my feet yet again and make an afternoon almost certainly less
enjoyable for those people listening along at home around why it is that the public interest and
Mr Davis’s interests are in fact divergent, if indeed they ever were vergent, and I have a significant
problem with the fact that we will be back here again and again and again when Mr Davis decides that
in fact there is another set of documents that he wants, when Mr Davis couches another motion in
terms of ‘or similar’, when Mr Davis seeks other information or associated documents. Who knows:
it could just be a post-it note in relation to large-scale infrastructure projects. It could be the back of an
envelope. It could be what someone wrote on a refrigerator. It could be the back of Michaelia Cash’s
whiteboard. Who knows?
But the bottom line is these documents are not in fact what Mr Davis is seeking. Mr Davis is seeking
an opportunity. Mr Davis is looking for a narrative, because at present Mr Davis does not have one—
because at present we see construction occurring in a way that is unprecedented, that is considered,
that is funded, that sits alongside our sound economic management and growth, that delivers a broad
suite of infrastructure reforms, that represents historic collaboration with Canberra and that builds
upon rhetoric to deliver results. And that is a far cry from heading along to Southern Cross station to
get a ticket for an imaginary train. That is a far cry from saying one thing and failing to deliver anything
near it over a four-year term in government. That is a far cry from people seeing rail lines closed,
services reduced and rolling stock not ordered. That is a far cry from engagement with rail users and
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discussions on how it is that we improve accessibility, intermodal connectivity and rail use as the
population continues to soar.
What we see here is an attempt by Mr Davis to insert himself into the conversation around
infrastructure, where in fact this is the only angle able to be pursued that does not also require him to
concede the merit of the infrastructure that is being built. And it is a tricky line to tread. It is a difficult
narrative to run, but I suspect that when we are looking at what is in Mr Davis’s interest in this
documents motion, all this does is enable Mr Davis to say that he can chalk up another documents
motion, that he can find a couple of mentions in Hansard, do a couple of tweets, create a little bit of
outrage—or fauxtrage, because in fact it is not legitimate—and then continue to build a bank of those
things, because the bottom line is nobody is really listening to that sort of opposition. Nobody is
listening to the calls of insufficiency or cost blowouts or the issues associated with timing or process,
because there has been assiduous attention to detail in the way in which this infrastructure will be
delivered—not just from Spring Street, not just from Premier Daniel Andrews, but from Canberra.
The work continues; it continues in earnest, and it continues at a pace we have never seen in this state.
It continues in good faith, and it continues within the framework of established conventions but also
legal requirements as they relate to the development of business cases, studies, commissions, options,
community consultation and the delivery of results. We are determined to make sure that infrastructure
across this state is delivered in accordance with the principles of fairness, transparency and
accountability. That is precisely what we are doing. The results speak for themselves in the
construction and building that is occurring all over the city. Melbourne Airport rail link is one part of
that jigsaw. The sequencing of large-scale infrastructure delivery is one part of intergenerational
change that also includes the Suburban Rail Loop. We look forward to continuing this work. I hope
that Mr Davis can join us in celebrating its merit.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:58): As a general principle the Liberal
Democrats support transparency in government, and when the taxpayers pay for documents like this
to be produced, they are effectively owned by the taxpayers. So I am sympathetic to Mr Davis’s
motion to release these documents—the documents motion—but I was listening very carefully to
Ms Shing’s contribution because I accept that there may be certain cases where it is not in the public
interest to release documents.
Now, there was a lot of talk about whether or not it was in Mr Davis’s interest or whether he has some
scheme or plan or something, but basically that is irrelevant to me. All I am listening for is: is there
some real reason? Now, there were a couple of reasons brought up by Ms Shing: commercial in
confidence and cabinet in confidence. My understanding of commercial in confidence is that you
might not want to release something because you know it is going to reveal prices and a competitor
might be able to fix their prices higher and that is going to cost taxpayers a lot of money. Now, if that
was the reason that we are not releasing these documents, maybe I would accept that. Or maybe there
is some security problem with these documents or maybe some other problem. But just saying, ‘It is
commercial in confidence’, I mean—my colleague Mr Quilty has brought this up many times in this
place—it is used so often to just bury stuff. If there are real reasons why these documents cannot be
released, I am still totally unaware of them.
Are they interesting documents? Do they help Mr Davis and the Liberal Party form some sort of
narrative? I do not really know. I have not seen them. The relationship between the government and
the opposition, and the government and the crossbench and the government and the public is one of
massive information asymmetry. The government has all this information and the public and the
opposition and the crossbenchers have far less information, so we have this situation where if
information is paid for by taxpayers and is able to be released, it should be released. I have not heard
any really compelling reason why it should not be released; therefore the Liberal Democrats will
support this documents motion.
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Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (16:00): I rise in support of Mr Davis’s motion requiring
the Leader of the Government to table in the Council by Wednesday, 18 March, the strategic business
case for the Melbourne Airport rail link. These documents are obviously and clearly in the public
interest, and it beggars belief that this government would ever not be interested in ensuring that there
was proper reporting and proper transparency. After all, they impose it on every other sector in this
state. Copious amounts of transparency and reporting are required by so many other areas, so what
have they got to hide? Surely, the public are entitled to these documents, and as Mr Limbrick has said,
so are the members of this Parliament.
Now, it has been extremely concerning to hear recent reports that the government is intending to run
trains for the airport rail link through the Metro Tunnel, not a new western tunnel. This has all the
short-termist hallmarks of a government losing its grip on the budget, losing its way in strategic
infrastructure planning and defaulting to panic measures which, if adopted, will compromise Victoria
for decades to come. Infrastructure projects once built cannot be repealed like legislation. They cannot
be reset like budgets. They cannot be discarded like policy. They are singularly ill suited to political
meddling, which is perhaps why this government has such a poor track record on them.
The fact that the minister this week would not confirm what options are being considered rings alarm
bells. Coming on top of the ripped-up contracts, project overruns, budget blowouts and toxic soil
issues, it is no surprise that the Andrews government is starting to panic about building another tunnel.
Obviously they would be concerned to release documents that might tell us why it is important to have
the proper project, not the half-baked one that could be on the cards. Just to quote Ms Shing, ‘If this
project is done properly, it will be nation building’.
This project is desperately needed. The new track works and western tunnel would speed up and open
up track capacity for regional rail access into Melbourne. It would be the first step in the high-speed
rail for Geelong project promised for so long. This is a key infrastructure project, an opportunity we
must seize to future-proof our transport system and enable growth in regional towns to take the
pressure of the ever-rising population in the capital. It is an essential part of rebalancing our state’s
economy and looking beyond the tram tracks to the rest of Victoria.
Geelong and Ballarat are projected to grow by 36 per cent and 31 per cent respectively in the next
15 years. This will take the City of Greater Geelong to a population of nearly 400 000 people. Already
in the last five years passenger numbers on the Geelong line have more than doubled. There is no sign
these trends will change, and yet at this key decision point the state government appears ready to bury
its head in the sand.
Ditching plans for a new western tunnel in favour of using the Metro Tunnel does not just delay
necessary investment, it will set it back for decades. When committed, taking this approach effectively
rules out the alternative and will put an end to any hope of a comprehensive high-speed regional rail
service across the west. So documents are required and should be made available.
The CEO for the Committee for Ballarat, Michael Poulton, said:
To achieve high speed rail to the regions, to help ease the pressures of population in Melbourne, to ease
congestion through Melbourne’s booming west and to deliver for Victoria a world class airport rail link,
requires the key enabler of a tunnel that gives a new runway into Southern Cross Station.

Just last week, the cities of Greater Geelong and Wyndham came together to make the same call on
government. Geelong mayor Cr Stephanie Asher said:
Fast and frequent rail services to Wyndham and Geelong have the potential to significantly impact the longterm liveability of our regions, opening up employment and education opportunities and allowing our
residents to spend less time on the train and more time with their loved ones.

She joined business groups, councils and passenger representatives in condemning the rumoured
downgrade by the Andrews government.
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The delivery of an infrastructure project is of course never straightforward, but in this case the strategic
case behind it is overwhelmingly clear. It is the reason the coalition funded it in 2014, the reason the
federal government committed $5 billion in funding just last year, the reason that councils, businesses
and commuters continue to demand it. Even the Andrews government realised the extra track capacity
was necessary when announcing their support in 2017. The apparent change in approach has not come
about because of any change in the need for this investment or in its technical deliverability, but
because the government is seeking to cut costs and avoid the risk of another failed project. It would
mark an epic failure of government.
So what is the alternative? Without a new tunnel, without the extra track from Sunshine to Southern
Cross, airport trains will run with Metro trains, affecting not just regional commuters from Geelong
and Ballarat but passengers from Melton, Sunbury and Wyndham Vale too. In the short term the Metro
Tunnel option is barely adequate. In the long term it will prove disastrous. Even at the time of opening,
it is likely that 90 per cent of the 24-hour, hourly train paths it makes possible will be required at peak
time on the Melton and Sunbury corridor. It is inevitable that the remaining capacity will be quickly
taken up. Just to give an indication of that, the population of Melton in my electorate has tripled in less
than 20 years, growing from around 50 000 to more than 160 000.
To add airport trains to this mix simply will not work. It will condemn passengers from the west to a
more congested, less resilient, slower service, stopping at all stations on the way into the city. It may
be a cheap solution but it is a botched one. Using the Metro Tunnel would give up all the gains the
people of Geelong, Ballarat and Western Victoria Region more widely have been promised now for
decades. It is short-termism in action, sacrificing the future to make cheaper and easier decisions now.
To shirk this decision is not just a failure in competence by this government, it is a failure in character,
the consequences of which the people of Western Victoria will have to live with for generations.
Producing the documents demanded in this motion is vital for the proper transparency of this huge
infrastructure investment. I support the motion.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:08): I rise to support Mr Davis’s motion, because I have
some concerns. I have concerns over the consortium. I do feel like I am Robinson Crusoe; I do not
think anyone else has raised these concerns. I have concerns that we are about to give Melbourne
Airport, its major shareholders, its partners, access to run another monopoly. If we allow this
consortium ownership of the airport rail link, it will control every access point into Melbourne
Airport—road, rail and air—and could set prices as it likes. Is this really in the best interests of the
travelling public?
We have waited 50 years for a rail line to Melbourne Airport, and now that we have federal and state
funding on the table for it we cannot pander to profit-motivated private sector interests. We must build
the best option for the people of Victoria for the decades to come, and it needs to be an option that
competes with Transurban’s stronghold on CityLink and the airport’s monopoly on airport parking. I
really hope we have learned lessons from the past and find a way to fund this project without taking
money from a private consortium.
The federal and state governments have ponied up $5 billion each for the city-to-airport service, with
this private consortium that includes Melbourne Airport, Metro Trains and Southern Cross station
recently upping their $5 billion bid to a $7 billion bid, but only if they get the tunnel between the CBD
and Sunshine. Whether it is a new tunnel or whether it just runs on the existing tracks is of little interest
to the travelling public. They just want to get on a train in the city that will take them to the airport
quickly and cheaply—and cheaply is the key here. If a consortium can dictate what is built, you can
bet they will be lined up with their hands out when it comes to setting fares
Unfortunately a monopoly will always behave like a monopoly. Every year the ACCC steps in and
gives Melbourne Airport a slap after receiving complaint after complaint from the parking public,
commercial passenger vehicle operators and other local parking service competitors that flood in. I
can only think of one worse scenario in this airport rail ownership mix: if Transurban puts up its hand
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to become part of this consortium or steps in when one or both of the state or federal governments
decides to cash up and make the rail line private. This is an asset that must be owned by the public. So
I urge our state and federal governments to very carefully consider the ownership of our new airport
rail link and the consequences a private consortium involvement will have for the travelling public in
the decades to come.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (16:11): I rise today to speak on this motion from the
Liberal Party, and I rise feeling a little confused. I would think that this is a partnership between the
state ALP and the federal Liberal Party, so why can’t the Liberals get this information from their own
Liberal Party friends? So I feel a little confused. What I understand and what I can see is that the
Andrews Labor government released the Melbourne Airport rail link strategic appraisal document,
and it is available at www.bigbuild.vic.gov.au. It is a public document. The strategic appraisal
document sets out the background for the Victorian government’s selection of the Sunshine route and
sets out the next steps for the detailed planning, development and implementation of the Melbourne
Airport railway project.
The Victorian government apparently is working closely with the commonwealth government on all
options for the airport rail, and all options include connections at Sunshine to regional and metro rail
lines, including the Metro Tunnel. The Melbourne Airport rail is a once-in-a-lifetime, if not generation,
transformation of the Victorian transport network, connecting Melbourne’s airport with a rail service
for the very first time. The state government is providing $5 billion towards the construction of this
long-awaited project. I must say, over many years there has been talk about actually having a railway,
or a link to the airport via rail, and I know there have been many times that councils have given
submissions on this with different routes and there have been many different consultations. It was great
to hear this newly elected federal government say that they were going to put $5 billion towards this
really needed project.
The planning and development of the Melbourne Airport rail is already well underway, and the state
ALP and the Libs are, I understand, happily working together for and with Melbourne Airport. The
Melbourne Airport rail will run from the CBD to Melbourne Airport via Sunshine, connecting
Melbourne Airport to the rail network for the very first time. Passengers will be able to head into the
city or transfer to other regional and metro lines at Sunshine, and it would also be integrated with the
future Suburban Rail Loop. I am very much, and my community is very much, looking forward to this
connection that would start at Werribee and go all the way around, because we do lack a lot of those
north–south connections that we really do need, rather than always the west–east connections that we
already have.
The Melbourne Airport rail is not just about getting people from the airport to the city, it is about better
connections to all our western suburbs and regions so that people have better access to services
wherever they live. There is a distinct lack of service and a distinct need to upgrade our railway system
in the west. Under all the options being considered, there will be a direct service to and from the city.
As the Premier said, people will only use it if it provides a quick and direct service. We all agree as a
community that it has to be a direct service, otherwise people will not use it, and that is what I hear is
going to be done. But there will be an interchange at Sunshine to ensure that everyone can get to and
from the airport as quickly as possible. You have to understand that when we talk about the Sunshine
connection, when we talk about Sunshine and I look at the map, that is the only way we are going to
get Werribee connected, as well as obviously Deer Park, Caroline Springs and the northern suburbs,
so that we have a proper system and people can actually catch the train to the airport.
But what I understand also is that the airport rail will be completed after the Metro Tunnel. Figures
show that 93 per cent of people travel to the airport from their homes, and this includes business
travellers. Their priority is that we obviously need to have other options rather than continually using
the car. I call on the government to ensure that the airport rail service will allow for increased access
to the airport for the people of Western Metropolitan Region and for those travelling from western
country Victoria also without having to travel into the city to Southern Cross. There need to be
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additional options. There need to be those north–south links rather than continually having these
west–east links.
I heard that the government were working very well with the federal government to look at every
option, but I do understand that there are communities—and I only met with Brimbank City Council
and the mayor last week to discuss this—who have concerns and want to have that information freely
available. The departments need to actually meet with Brimbank City Council and the other councils
of the west that this affects and continually keep them informed. What I was told by the mayor of
Brimbank council last week at the meeting in my office was that the department were going to meet
with Brimbank council, I think this week if not next week. The government needs to continually have
that free flow of information to those councils and to those communities.
It is important that all the documentation is always made available on the internet or able to be found
in other ways, and that the government can easily point people in the direction of where that
information is. Otherwise you will continually have the scaremongering tactics of ‘it’s confidential’
or that there are secret meetings and there is hidden information, when the community really needs to
have that information out in the public domain at the ready so they can make those informed choices
for themselves. When I had my briefings with the department I was told again that the conversations
that I have had with the department on these issues, all the information, can be easily found on
government websites on the six major areas.
We can always find that apparently on the Victoria’s Big Build website. I have printed off a map, and
I encourage the community to go and have a look at that map. Obviously apart from being a member
for Western Metro I look after a very big chunk of the northern metropolitan area—the Sunbury region
and the like. But you can go into the maps that are readily available, and there is one here that I have
got in front of me today, which is the major Metro transport projects, the west zone. It was printed in
January 2020, so this map is only two months old—the major road projects in Victoria. It goes through
all of the major projects in the Western Metropolitan Region—like I said, just my western chunk rather
than my northern chunk. There are other maps if other information is sought. You can find it if you
are looking for that area in the north of the Western Metropolitan Region.
It also shows on the map what the Sunbury line upgrade is going to look like and the Melbourne
Airport rail and what its alignment will be. Obviously they have done a lot of work talking about that
alignment and coming up with the current proposal. But you have also got the Suburban Rail Loop,
which is talking about Werribee. That is obviously a much-needed upgrade. It also talks about the
West Gate Tunnel Project and how that interlaces with this. It talks about the Level Crossing Removal
Project—one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, 10, 11, 12 of them—and how four of them
are underway. It also talks about all those major road projects—one, two, three, four, five, six, seven,
eight, nine, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 projects—and three of them are underway. I would
encourage my community to actually go to the Victorian Big Build website to look for that information
to have it at hand.
Again, I will state that I am still wanting to understand with this motion why the Liberal Party cannot
go to the federal Liberal Party and get this information. Why have they stated again that there are
somehow documents that are not readily available? If that is the case, why isn’t the federal government
releasing them also? Why isn’t the Liberal Party actually saying to their party mates in the federal
Parliament, ‘Release everything’. The community does need to have that information readily
available.
I think I have covered off on what the Brimbank City Council’s concerns were. I would hope again
that the Brimbank proposal and the Brimbank council’s concerns are actually taken up by the
government. I would hope the department goes off and does that. I think I am going to stop there. My
throat is going.
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Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (16:24): This is, as I said at the
start, a very straightforward documents motion. These are publicly funded documents. They should
be in the public domain. It is our view that this will help inform debate. They lay out options, and the
governments—plural—chose one set of options. I think the community should have greater access to
these documents, and I would implore members and the government to support that.
Motion agreed to.
Motions
LANDFILL LEVY
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (16:25): I move:
That this house expresses its concern at the impact on Victorian household budgets of the government’s
planned significant increase in landfill levy charges.

I have to say that in any business—and the government is the biggest business in the state—when you
find yourself with concerns about your operating budget, the first thing your business does, and I know
because I have done it, is look at its cost line. But not the Andrews Labor government. The Andrews
Labor government does not as its first response look at its cost line. The first thing it does is it looks at
its revenue line and says, ‘How can we get more money?’. That is not the way business should be run
and certainly not the way this state should be run by the government. There are a number of cost
blowouts in the state, which I will get through at some point, but the government’s first reaction is:
how can we take more money from the taxpayer?
Victoria’s landfill levy is set for a massive increase in a shock hit that has been unveiled by this
government. Ratepayers are said to be slugged with higher waste charges as Victoria’s tip tax will
almost double over the next three years. The tax hike has been rated by business groups as a very bitter
pill to swallow, and it is part of the government’s latest strategy to increase their revenue. The Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Lily D’Ambrosio, revealed that the landfill levy,
currently at $65.90 per tonne, would be jacked up another $20 a year for the next three years. This
move will likely reap hundreds of millions of dollars in extra revenue for the government, but the
government is unable to tell us how they are going to spend it. The Australian Industry Group
Victorian head, Tim Piper, called on the government to ensure any extra revenue was reinvested. He
made the point quite rightly that ratepayers would bear the brunt of the increase, and we will all see it
when we go to pay our rates.
Here is another way the government choose to slug us. It is a 100 per cent increase in just two years.
The cost will increase for consumers, for industry and even for recyclers—but ultimately for the
householder. It is going to be used, this money, quite simply to prop up the state budget. Every
household will pay for this. It will either pay directly on a new charge on their rates or when they turn
up at the tip. And what will happen? Mark my words: what will happen as those tip charges get too
high, as the cost of living amongst a range of other things that the government is imposing upon
Victorians becomes too high, there will be illegal dumping, and we are seeing lots of that already.
But the point I make initially in my contribution this afternoon is that when it comes to managing
money in this state this government have buggered the budget. They have no clue how to manage
Victorian costs, and so because they do not have a clue how to manage Victorian costs, the first thing
they do is go, ‘Well, how do we increase the revenue line?’. And slugging the taxpayer is always their
first thought, because this government simply does not understand that every dollar that flows into the
state’s coffers is taxpayers money. That is how I guess they look at it. They think, ‘Well, it’s not our
money, so we’ll just slug the taxpayer. It’s not our money; we’ll just keep taking it off the taxpayer’.
This state is the highest taxing state in the country, despite the fact of what Daniel Andrews himself
said on 28 November 2014 to Peter Mitchell, who was chairing Channel 7 news at the time. As
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Mr Andrews, the then opposition leader and now Premier, was standing on the steps of Parliament
house Peter Mitchell said to him, and I quote:
… do you promise Victorians here tonight that you will not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

Daniel Andrews said, and I quote:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

He would not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes. He promised that his plans would include no
new taxes and no increases to taxes and fees, and he said, and I quote:
I have no intention of introducing new charges.

He said when he chatted to Jon Faine on 5 November 2014:
… I’m not interested in raising taxes.

In the Herald Sun on 6 November 2014 he had no plans to increase fees or fines. David Speers asked
him on Sky News at the people’s forum on 19 November 2014, at the Burvale Hotel, from memory:
So, any higher taxes or levies?

‘Absolutely not’, said Daniel Andrews:
The answer is a very simple one—

said Daniel Andrews—
no increases. And the question also related to new charges: I have no intention of introducing new charges.

That is what he said to the people of Victoria. It seems to me that this government will say and do
anything but will never stick to their word. We know already that they are looking to find $4 billion
of budget cuts, and you know where it is going to hit home? It is going to hit home to the average
Victorian. I wonder if it will occur in the seat of Mulgrave—probably not. But it will hit Victorians
across the board with vicious funding cuts. Daniel Andrews has not ruled out cutting funding to
schools, to hospitals and to the environment, and he will not come clean with Victorians on the cost
blowout of projects like the Metro Tunnel. We know even in the last 24 hours and as recently as today
that he will not come clean on exactly what he plans to do with dumping all that toxic waste from the
tunnel project. It seems it is going to Wyndham Vale. It seems it could be going out to Bacchus Marsh.
But the government will not come clean.
In this state we have got a doubling of the debt. We have got the highest taxes in the nation. Daniel
Andrews and this Labor government cannot manage the money and cannot manage projects. So what
is he doing by increasing revenue and increasing debt? He is signing up my grandchildren, your
children, Acting President Bourman, and maybe their children to decades—decades—of payback for
this government’s mismanagement. And this is Labor all over. They do not care. They will blow the
budget. They will waste the money and expect someone else to fix it up. And who is going to pay for
it? Your children, my children, our grandchildren will pay for it. But it is not just me saying that on a
Wednesday afternoon here in the upper house. The Auditor-General in the Auditor-General’s report
blasted Victoria’s finances. With the state government’s rapidly increasing debt and wages bill,
Labor’s mismanagement is only going to get worse, with the Auditor-General’s report noting that
government expenses are growing faster than revenue.
The Auditor-General states that as at 30 June 2019 Victoria’s state debt has risen 26.4 per cent in just
12 months from $49.8 billion in 2018 to a whopping $62.9 billion in 2019. The state’s wages bill also
drew the attention of the Auditor-General. These costs and the size of the workforce steadily increased
at rates well above comparable benchmarks over the last five financial years. In fact the AuditorGeneral’s analysis shows that the growth in Victorian public servants is well and truly outstripping
Victoria’s population growth, and we are not talking about frontline services here either; we are talking
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about backroom people to support the Premier. I know when I was Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier we only had a very small number of media advisers in the Premier’s office. The number in
the current Premier’s office is about 10 times that amount. It is ridiculous. It is absolutely ridiculous.
And they’ll say, ‘Oh, we need all these people’. Yes, because this government are the best spinners I
have ever seen. Shane Warne should hang his head in shame because Daniel Andrews is much better
at spinning than Shane Warne.
Just today—surprise, surprise—the government announced a state-owned company set to pocket
billions of dollars from North East Link toll revenue. It is estimated that $15.8 billion from the North
East Link will be pocketed by the state government in an effort to help pay for the mammoth road
project—another tax by this government. They are in real trouble. We know that Labor’s Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Lily D’Ambrosio, has introduced the tax cash grab around
bins. Its bin tax will increase over 90 per cent, and we are going to see the average Australian, the
average Victorian, pay for that.
But we have a different view in the coalition; we have a different view about how this should be
managed. If they are going to slot Victorians with a tax, a new tax, a new bin tax, a new hike on a
landfill levy, people want to see what they are getting for it. We want a mechanism where councils
will have to disclose the total waste levy paid by the council in the previous financial year, the
estimated waste charge to be paid by the council, the size of the landfill levy payments estimated to be
made, the amount in tonnes of landfill levy to be paid, the amount in tonnes by waste stream estimated
to be collected, the name of the authority that will levy the landfill levy, the name of the authority in
which the payment of the landfill levy will be made and the total municipal cost and the average cost
to each rateable property within any municipal district of the collection, management and
administration of each of the four streams of household waste designated by the government or any
other number of streams of household waste designated in the municipal district.
Is this government serious about being transparent? I am not sure that they are. We heard in IBAC
yesterday apparently that secret kisses and secret hellos are part of the way this government operates.
We are tired of the secrets of this government; Victorians are tired of the secrets of this government.
We want to hear from the government exactly what they are planning to do with this money, but they
again refused to rule out new taxes on everything.
The Minister for Ports and Freight has failed to rule out imposing another $1 billion tax on Victorian
consumers. A new $15 tax on each container imported through the port of Melbourne is being
proposed by the consortium who lease the port in an effort to pay for an on-dock rail solution. This
government has not got a clue about how to manage that. As I said at the outset of my contribution
today, they do not look at the cost line; they just look at the revenue line. ‘How can we slug Victorian
taxpayers and get more money?’ But this is what we get from the Lexus lefty Treasurer. The Lexus
lefty, chardonnay-drinking Treasurer, who when he is out in his Lexus, his taxpayer-funded Lexus,
and he gets criticised for it says, ‘Taxpayers should just get a life’. This government thinks they are
more important than the average Victorian. Telling Victorians to ‘Get a life’ while the Treasurer swans
around in his Lexus is just not the sort of thing that Victorians deserve. Maybe he is going to fill up
the back of the Lexus with all the toxic waste and dump it down in Werribee—who knows?—as he
saunters home to a chardonnay in Williamstown.
Their budget and debt crisis again realises itself and continues to worsen, as almost $73 million is to
be stripped from its planned high-security youth justice centre west of Werribee. I know this is
something that is important to Mr Finn, because they turned up one day and said, ‘We’re actually
going to put this thing in Werribee South’. Nobody knew about it. Now they are moving it to the west
of Werribee, and already they have knocked $73 million out of the project because they have just run
out of money.
When we look at the costs that are going to hurt local communities, when we look across the ratepayers
of Victoria using that new app, the Snap Send Solve app, ratepayers complained to councils around
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32 000 times about illegally dumped rubbish in their neighbourhoods in 2019. Hume City Council,
which is in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region—
Mr Finn: And mine.
Mr ONDARCHIE: And in Mr Finn’s as well—spent $2.55 million in 2018–19, cleaning up
3680 tonnes of illegally dumped material. So when we add another tax and we make it more expensive
for people to go to the tip, what do you reckon is going to happen? That number that Hume council
has seen in terms of illegally dumped rubbish is nothing compared to what is going to happen.
I take my hat off to that Craigieburn grandmother Anna Del Borello, who is 73 years of age and who
is just absolutely fed up with illegally dumped rubbish in her neighbourhood. She has put up signs;
she has put up ways of confronting people as they leave their rubbish in the local area. In that vacant
space in Fletcher Road opposite Highlands shopping centre in Craigieburn there is a video that shows
Mrs Del Borello telling a man off for dumping rubbish. Here is what happens: the Victorian
government adds a new levy, it puts pressure on ratepayers, people are illegally dumping and the local
residents are required to police themselves. They take no responsibility, this government,
whatsoever—none whatsoever.
Mr Finn: Looks like she is doing a good job of it.
Mr ONDARCHIE: She is doing a great job. She has put up a sign saying, ‘Don’t dump your
rubbish here’, but people still do. Over the Christmas and New Year period her family came to visit
for Christmas time—a beautiful Italian family, you can imagine how grand it was going to be—and
there is rubbish everywhere. Why? Because the cost of putting your rubbish in the tip has become too
high. So what is the government’s solution to this? The government’s solution is to put the price up.
Mr Finn: That is what they do. That is logical, isn’t it?
Mr ONDARCHIE: As I said at the outset, Mr Finn, their logic, as you rightly point out, is not to
do anything about the cost line. It is just about the revenue line: ‘How can we get more money?’. As I
said, it has cost Hume council $2.25 million over the last 12 months. Long-term Craigieburn resident
John Cornelissens has lived there for 25 years, and he said, ‘My area’s just being turned into a dumping
ground’. Well, John, it is going to get worse. They are dumping it on the outskirts of Craigieburn near
Marathon Boulevard, and people are just saying, ‘We are sick of this in our neighbourhoods’. It is
going to get worse. We are talking about mattresses, electrical appliances, tyres, you name it, all being
dumped because they are finding it too expensive to go to the tip. So the government’s answer to this
is, ‘Let’s charge them more money for doing it’.
As I said, it was nearly 32 000 complaints that Victorians have made through the Snap Send Solve
app about illegally dumped rubbish. But let me just give you what is happening in the City of
Whittlesea, which had over 4000 complaints last year.
Mr Finn: Have they got a new CEO yet?
Mr ONDARCHIE: To pick up your point, Mr Finn, I think this week’s CEO has been appointed.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: Well, just about every week they spin the wheel as to who is going to be CEO.
They have been through so many. It is a—
Mr Finn: What about what’s-his-name?
Mr ONDARCHIE: Mr Overland?
Mr Finn: Yes.
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Mr ONDARCHIE: Mr Overland has gone elsewhere, I am told, but we will deal with that at
another time. The council have had to deal a lot with illegal litter. They are saying, ‘Could someone
take a photo of it? Could someone take a photo and report it to us, and then we’ll try and manage it’.
This is another example of Daniel Andrews and Silly—not silly—Lily D’Ambrosio—
Mr Finn: Silly Lily, you know that.
Mr ONDARCHIE: No, not Silly Lily, I do not think that is appropriate. It is an example of Lily
D’Ambrosio making a decision, putting more costs on the average Victorian and then handing a
response back to the Victorians and saying, ‘Well, you sort it out’. That is this government all over.
They blow budgets on projects; they spend $1.3 billion not to build a road, despite the fact that they
could have it now because Josh Frydenberg is offering it to them for free. He said, ‘I’ll pay for it’, and
they still will not do it. It is ridiculous. We are going to see a lot more of that.
Darebin City Council revealed that it is trying to crack down on illegal dumping. The estimated cost
to them, where council officers responded to 3257 reports of illegal dumping, is around $565 000—
that is to the Darebin taxpayers. And what is the government’s solution to that? ‘Let’s increase the cost
to Victorians’, adding more pressure.
Councillors are angry about it. The Craigieburn Residents Association secretary—your friend
Mr Dennis Moore, Mr Finn—is fed up. He has seen motorists tossing rubbish bags out of windows.
Mr Moore says he hates it, he hates it, he hates it. He says, ‘I report it all the time, but it is getting
nowhere’. He said, ‘They’re dumping rubbish in Amaroo Road and Craigieburn Road East’—which
is known to both of us, Mr Finn—and they are just sick and tired of it. John Mitchell, who lives in
Meadow Heights, said he is sick of the rubbish being dumped all over the place. What is being
dumped? Whitegoods, mattresses, clothing, furniture, soil, concrete, timber—you name it. And the
way the government deals with that is, ‘Let’s put the price up’. I do not know if Mr Andrews, apart
from coming to Parliament, has ever ventured over the Yarra, but he should come out to the northern
suburbs. Lily D’Ambrosio, the member for Mill Park, should try visiting her electorate one day—
Mr Finn: Where does she actually live?
Mr ONDARCHIE: Not in her electorate; she does not live in her electorate, Mr Finn. She should
try coming out to her electorate one day; come and meet the local residents and see what is going on
out there. She will realise that this is a poor decision by this government—it is a poor decision.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: I know you have been out to Mill Park and I know you have been out to
Bundoora visiting the autism sector as well, Mr Finn—I know that.
But this government have got to come clean. They have to come clean and go, ‘We haven’t got this
right; let’s find a better way of doing it’. But that is the real cost of Labor: Victorians facing the highest
taxes, the highest debt and the highest power bills in the country. Daniel Andrews has maxed out the
state’s credit card, and he is scrambling to increase taxes and rip money out of projects. Forget about
putting ‘the Education State’ on the numberplates. They should say: ‘Labor can’t manage money or
projects’. That is what should be on Victoria’s numberplates. With at least $25 billion in budget
blowouts for projects, the highest taxes of any state and a commitment to double Victoria’s debt, the
cost of Labor is hurting all Victorians. Imagine if you were a schoolchild or a child coming to visit the
Parliament and you got a certain amount of pocket money and you spent all that pocket money. You
cannot go back to Mum and Dad and say, ‘Well, just simply give us more’. No, you are expected to
manage with the pocket money you have been given. But not this government. When they blow all
the money, they come back to Victorians and say, ‘Give us more’.
When you look at my own electorate and the effect of this government’s inability to manage money,
we have a number of projects that were promised by this government that have been delayed in the
budget, including Brunswick Secondary College; Bundoora Primary School, stages 1 and 2;
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Campbellfield Heights Primary School; Carlton Primary School; Spensley Street Primary; Aitken Hill
Primary, stages 1 and 2; Docklands Primary School; Fairfield Primary School; Fawkner Primary
School; Diamond Valley Special Developmental School; Croxton special school; Northcote High
School; Pascoe Vale South Primary School; Northern College of the Arts and Technology; Preston
High School; Newlands Primary School; William Ruthven Secondary College; Richmond West
Primary School; Lynall Hall Community School; and Richmond High School. All their eventual
projects have been blown out by this government because they cannot manage money.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: I have to say, as Mr Melhem stands there with his hands folded, saying,
‘You’ve made all this up’, it is not me saying this, mate; it is the community that is saying this. It is
not me; it is the community. But if you have any doubt about your mob’s inability to manage money,
go to the Auditor-General’s report. I suspect you will say the Auditor-General is not right either. This
mob cannot manage money and Victorians are expected to pay for it. It is totally unacceptable. But
Victorians will have their choice in 2022, if there is any money left at all in the budget, if there is any
money left at all in Victoria. We have seen it all before by Labor: John Cain, Joan Kirner, Steve
Bracks—they blow the money and expect somebody else to pay for it and somebody else to fix it up.
There is a common phrase that says ‘all care but no responsibility’. This government have no care and
no responsibility, and their solution to solving any problem is to take more money from you. I tell you
what, in the middle of winter it is so cold that Tim Pallas has got his hand in his own pocket. That is
how cold it is in the middle of winter. He has got his hand in his own pocket rather than ours. We are
the highest taxing state in the country, and we have the worst debt in the country. Labor cannot manage
money. And who pays for it? Every single Victorian, and quite frankly they are sick of it.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:48): I thank Mr Ondarchie for his contribution
and for bringing this motion to the house. Mr Ondarchie touched on a few points that are very
interesting to me. The first one that I would like to talk about is the effect of high taxes and high
regulations on crime. Mr Ondarchie went into great detail about illegal dumping and these sorts of
things that happen. We regret that they happen, and we do not want them to happen, but when we see
high taxes and high regulations, we create incentives for them to happen. We saw this on the waste
and recycling inquiry with the fires that happened with the class 3 hazardous waste. If you are not
familiar with what class 3 hazardous waste is, it is solvent waste, basically. It is used in factories and
they bring it out and it is very expensive to get rid of. It is very expensive because of very high
government regulations and fees to get rid of it.
Another reason it is expensive to get rid of is because there is only one facility in Melbourne that can
actually process this class 3 hazardous waste. The government did not want to offer licences—again,
a regulatory hurdle—for this facility to process more waste. What they do with this waste, out of
interest, is they burn it; they burn it in a waste-to-energy facility that creates cement. Incidentally, this
cement is normally made using coal, but in this case they use class 3 hazardous waste. Apparently that
is a really good way of getting rid of this sort of waste, and they can use the cement in things like wind
turbine platforms, I suppose.
When you have these very high taxes and very strict, very high regulations, you end up incentivising
organised crime. And that is exactly what happened in this case. We have seen fires throughout the
city, with organised criminals getting hold of this waste, putting it in factories and then when the
factory gets full they just throw a match in it and up it goes. We have seen all sorts of terrible problems
across the city because of this. I lay the blame for this at the very high expenses that are caused by
things like increasing the landfill levy.
We see it in other areas. It is not just waste where we see the incentivising of organised crime. We see
it in tobacco taxes. Tobacco taxes are insane at the moment. They are so high that organised crime are
flooding the market; they are taking over. God only knows what will happen when the market gets
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saturated and they start competing with each other for market share—probably the same thing that we
have seen with organised crime in this city for the last few decades: they start killing each other. We
see it in drug markets, and we see it in lots of other markets. We see these interventions by government
that incentivise organised crime. This is a very dangerous thing, and I am very concerned about it.
Mr Ondarchie has already been referring to these cases where rubbish is being dumped. It could be
individuals dumping it. This has an effect on people’s budgets. People have waste and they need to
get rid of the waste. I understand that the government is trying to put in a price mechanism to
incentivise people to divert their waste into other things that are not landfill, but some people just
cannot afford it and so they dump it on the road. No-one wants that.
Another issue with this waste levy is the way it gets used. It goes into a fund and the justification is
that it is used for investment in recycling. I do not know what other people think, but I tend to get pretty
concerned when I hear about government investment, because the way that investment normally works
is an investor—investors do investment—will look at a proposal. They will say, ‘Well, this makes
sense because of X, Y and Z, it will provide this benefit to customers and we will be able to make a
profit’. But government does not look at it like that. Government has all sorts of other agendas that
may have nothing to do with whether it is a good thing for customers or whether they are going to make
a profit. Government does not think like that. There is a saying: ‘If you’ve got a really good idea, you
go to investors, and if you’ve got a bad idea, you go to government, asking for money’. That is what
happens in these cases. If it is not an economic business case, you will have this great big pool of funds
where the government can decide, through God knows what sort of processes, to invest in these things.
So I am very concerned about that and the effect that it will have on taxpayers. People are already
hurting at the moment. We have already got economic problems. The government acknowledges that
taxes hurt people, because after the recent bushfires, which were terrible, I was campaigning for the
government to lower or remove payroll tax in those areas, and the government actually acknowledged
that taxes do hurt people and that a way that we can get the economy moving again is to lower taxes
in those areas. I commend the government for doing that; that was a great thing, lowering the taxes in
those areas. They lowered a range of different taxes, to my surprise—to my great surprise. That was a
great thing. But then if we institute these other taxes like the landfill levy, that will hurt people and it
will dampen the economy. We have to ask ourselves: how much are we willing for households to bear
the brunt of big government? Are we willing to look at other solutions? I am very concerned about the
effect this will have on households, and the Liberal Democrats will be supporting this motion.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:54): I rise to make a contribution on this motion in
regard to the landfill levy, the motion that is foreshadowing that there will be an impact on Victorian
household budgets in the government’s intention to significantly increase the landfill levy charges. It
is important to lay out a bit of history in regard to this, and I will do that shortly, but also people need
to understand the basis of what a landfill levy actually does. It is not just a price on rubbish. We have
seen this happen in other states as well. Victoria has one of the lowest landfill levies in Australia. I
know, Mr Hayes, we learned about this just recently, right? What tends to happen is that if you do not
have some type of harmonisation between the states with landfill levies, and it is cheap to dump
rubbish, then rubbish will be dumped in other states. Often we have seen examples—not in Victoria,
but in more northern states—of the dumping of rubbish over borders, because it is cheaper to dump
rubbish over borders.
Having a landfill levy is not just about making people pay for dumping their rubbish; it is also a
disincentive to shop around and to go to venues where landfill levies are cheaper. But it is also about
encouraging people not to dump rubbish; it is about encouraging people to look at alternative things,
like recycling and like repurposing their materials, rather than just throwing it all in the ground in a
hole. The landfill levy is a levy that can go into funds to support other initiatives, but it is also more
than just—as has been discussed—a tax. It has two other mechanisms: it is about harmonising the
charges so that people cannot shop around to put their rubbish elsewhere in cheaper jurisdictions, but
it is also about encouraging people not just to dump their rubbish in the ground.
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Now, just last week the Andrews Labor government announced its suite of recycling policies, and
certainly the circular economy policy is one of those. There is a suite of things that we need to do to
benefit our environment, and looking at the landfill levy is indeed one of those things.
I want to touch on Mr Ondarchie’s contribution from earlier, and his comment about how all that
Labor wants to do is tax and spend and all of that kind of stuff. I am going to give a bit of a history
lesson, and I touched on this earlier, but it is pretty critical to understand history because otherwise we
are doomed to just fail and to continue to repeat it without learning from it. In terms of the history of
some of the commentary from the opposition benches over there, in 2011 the minister for environment
at that time, Ryan Smith, introduced legislation into the chamber to increase the landfill levy—
surprise, surprise! Then in his own words the member for Warrandyte said:
Increasing the levies will help Victorians send less waste to landfill and reduce the harms to local households
and nearby businesses—including noise, dust and odour.

I agree with him. Like I just said earlier, the landfill levy is more than just about a price on rubbish;
the landfill levy is about encouraging people not to put things in landfill. Sending less waste to landfill
is a good thing. Again, it flows back into our circular economy policy and looking for opportunities to
recycle, to repurpose and to re-use. The member for Warrandyte also said:
Without this increase in levies, Victoria runs the risk of stalling in our recycling, and foregoing greater
economic, environmental and community benefits.

So there you go. Back in 2011 the member for Warrandyte, who was then the minister for
environment, understood that. But it seems that there is a different story that we are being told today
because it suits the purpose of the argument. Rather than understanding the history of what the Liberal
Party has said on these things before, there is a completely different position being put. So again we
are chopping, changing and backflipping on things just to suit ourselves. Also, in support of the bill
that the member for Warrandyte, Ryan Smith, moved at that time, the Minister for Health, as he was
then at that time, David Davis, said:
… I do not think there is any doubt that the combination of a strong price signal and reinvestment in waste
reduction programs and technology can help ensure that there is less waste sent to landfill than would
otherwise be the case without a landfill levy.

We saw a clear understanding from the Liberals at that time about how important having a landfill
levy was, and how it continues to be for those other reasons that I have just touched on. At that time
the then Assistant Treasurer, Gordon Rich-Phillips, added:
… an increase in the landfill levy will deliver even greater levels of resource recovery …

They do understand these things, but they are changing their position because it suits them to attack
the government that is actually getting on with the job, doing these things and delivering reforms in
this area. Also, the member for Seymour at that time, Cindy McLeish, added:
Increasing landfill levy rates might get people to stop and think twice about what they are doing and buying
and the end result of that behaviour.

It is a clear understanding. Not just one person or two people but four people in the Liberal Party at
that time understood what it was about. But again, it suits their purposes to change their narrative
because they want to attack the government, who are actually doing things and delivering things in
this area. Cindy McLeish, the member for Seymour in the other place, said:
It is important for us to look at these sorts of levy increases so that we become more aware of what happens
to our rubbish, rather than thinking it is somebody else’s problem.

And the member for Gippsland East, Tim Bull, said at that time:
… this new levy will set appropriate incentives for waste reduction alternatives …
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They had a clear understanding at that time of the principles behind the landfill levy. It is not just about
a price; it is about changing behaviour and using a mechanism to put a price on rubbish to encourage
a change in behaviour and a change in people’s thinking—rather just throwing rubbish in the ground,
it is about looking at repurposing, looking at recycling and looking at those opportunities to make sure
we do not just throw things in the ground. It is a lost opportunity if we do not start to treat our waste
and rubbish differently. The Andrews Labor government has said that as part of its circular economy
policy it is looking at working towards a zero-waste-to-landfill target in the future. We must make
these behavioural changes now. It is a long-term thing, but if we do not start changing our behaviour,
we are not going to get there.
Now, at the time, the then minister, the member for Warrandyte, only spent $15 million from the
Sustainability Fund. Contrast that with our record, which speaks for itself. We have invested over
$600 million from the fund across our term in government. Additionally, we have just announced
$300 million in new funding to deliver generational reforms to the recycling industry. These concepts
are connected: the landfill levy, the recycling—all of these things are integrally connected.
The other important aspect of what comes from this is about jobs. There are going to be multiple
opportunities to generate jobs out of these new initiatives. As we announced last week, the biggest
shake-up in the transformation of our recycling system across our state is now here: the largest package
of recycling reforms and investment in Victoria’s history to our recycling processes. This is a new
economy. This is exciting because what will come are a range of initiatives that will see us, as I said
earlier, reduce our waste to landfill, look at recycling initiatives and look at developing markets for the
use of recycled products, but also create jobs—real jobs that are going to be sustainable and long term.
Our reforms include $129 million for household recycling, which will see the introduction of a fourbin system and a container deposit scheme, because what we know is that unless we remove glass
from the recycling bin we will not improve the stream of recycling that comes out of the recycling bin.
By removing glass, we will make improvements to the cardboard and plastics that are in that bin,
which will mean that we can then get more product from that bin, more recycled product. Separating
out the glass means that we can have a cleaner glass stream as well.
We have also announced a $100 million investment in industry and infrastructure development which
will go towards creating local jobs, along with $71.4 million to tackle waste crime and keep Victorians
safe. The sorts of waste crimes we have seen happening are not only about the illegal dumping of
rubbish, for example, but also the sorts of things we have seen such as some of the fires that have
happened over in the west due to the storage of toxic chemicals. A lot of that has been illegal storage.
What we have learned recently with the stockpiling of chemicals is it is actually not illegal to stockpile
things. What is illegal is how it is stored and whether it is stored in a facility that is actually fit for
purpose. Again, we saw the sensationalising of these sorts of things by the Greens to stoke fear and
loathing and cause concern within the community and fan unnecessary fear without explaining the
level of detail. Again, we have overly simplistic explanations of these things from the Greens. They
fail to understand the nuances that are involved with these things. So again, stockpiling of materials in
and of itself is not a problem; it is the way it is stored, it is where it stored. But we have announced
$71.4 million, as I said, to tackle waste crime. We have beefed up the Environment Protection
Authority’s ability to respond to these crimes, and of course people have concerns about the aftereffects of any of these fires as we have seen out in the west.
Under our plans we will improve and standardise Victoria’s household waste collection system and
deliver industry and infrastructure development that will recover more resources and create thousands
of new jobs and, importantly, reduce our greenhouse gas emissions, and there are a number of ways
to do that. As we have just learned recently, one of the ways of reducing our greenhouse gas emissions
is looking at different technology. Of course it involves moving to renewables, and we have already
got a strong track record in all of that. I will talk about our investment in Solar Homes in a moment as
I go through all of these reforms and initiatives, because the record is long. We will strengthen our
waste and recycling legislation and establish a new waste authority to improve market transparency
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and accountability of the recycling sector—because at the moment there are no clear lines of
accountability and responsibility when it comes to waste, and that needs to be clarified.
We are going to support businesses to innovate to find new uses for recycled materials and to reduce
the waste that is produced in the first place. What we know is we can have all the recycled materials
in the world, but if you have not got markets to sell these products in it is going to end up in landfill.
We have got the right policy frameworks in place now, and that will assist businesses in developing
markets and products. It will also attract investment in those markets. Our plan will also see worldclass infrastructure and technology built in Victoria and support the creation of more than 3900 new
local jobs. These are local jobs not only in metropolitan Melbourne but also in regional areas as well.
I touched on this earlier today. It is exciting because what we know is that in regional Victoria there
are a few industries that are transitioning from what might be called traditional industries, and we need
to support those workers with real jobs.
In terms of the household collection, as I said, there is $129 million for household recycling reforms.
What we will introduce in terms of the four-bin household waste system is food and garden organics.
That is exciting. You will have a bin where you can put your garden waste and also your vegetable
scraps. That can be turned into compost. That in turn also means we are not going to be putting that
into landfill, which will also reduce our greenhouse gas emissions coming out of landfill. Glass
recycling, which I touched on earlier, is critically important. Plastics, paper, cardboard and metals will
be all in the one bin, again improving the recycling stream that comes out of that bin. And the fourth
bin is for household waste. Over the coming months and years this will be rolled out in collaboration
with local councils to meet local needs. Indeed I look forward to working with the councils in my
region to deliver a reliable recycling system for my community. This is critically important.
We are also, importantly, investing in a statewide education campaign and behaviour change program
to ensure Victorians understand how to use the new system effectively, because when I have been
talking to constituents in my region, whether it relates to children in primary schools or secondary
schools or people who are living in retirement villages or living in their own homes, there is a
consistent theme across my community—that is, people really want to do the right thing by
themselves. They want to reduce their footprint on the environment, but they also want to leave the
place in a better state for their grandchildren and their children. When I talk about recycling, when I
am out and about talking to people, whether it be in schools or in retirement villages or wherever it is,
people are excited to hear about these reforms and they want to know what they can do. There are lots
of things that people can do, whether it is on a small scale with things that might be about what they
choose to buy at the supermarket or whether it is a compostable bag that they put their vegetables
scraps in. People are wanting to learn more, and they are wanting to be educated about what they can
do—even, as I said, simple choices that they can make. This will be important in terms of our education
campaign. There will be lots to learn from that.
We want to make sure that better sorting habits will mean that we will be able to use more of the
materials collected from households—so again, making it simpler for people to recycle. Because what
we know is that when it becomes really complex most of it goes in the bin, and that is what we have
to change. I think we learned towards the end of last year that by and large Victorians are excellent
recyclers, but what we can do to assist them is to make sure that our systems are easy to understand
and people are supported in the way that they can recycle so they can also contribute to ensuring that
recycling is much better and less goes into landfill.
Again, the container deposit scheme is another important initiative that has been announced. When
the inquiry into recycling was announced last year—it was a motion put forward by the Greens
again—it was very simplistic and showed a lack of understanding of detail and a lack of nuance in
what they believed a container deposit scheme was about. A container deposit scheme is about
reduction of litter, because what we know is that if you introduce a container deposit scheme without
improving recycling you are just taking recycling from the yellow bin and putting it through another
mechanism. It actually does nothing to improve recycling on its own.
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The introduction of the container deposit scheme by 2023 will allow us enough time to get this right,
because it is not as simple and easy as everyone says. When I have been talking to people in my region,
people say, ‘Why don’t you introduce it now?’. I say, ‘You have been listening to the Greens. Let me
tell you why it is just not that simple’. Because the bottom line is that when we have looked at container
deposit schemes—the one in New South Wales, for example, takes soft drink bottles and, I believe,
beer bottles—people say, ‘Well, aren’t they all bottles?’. No, they are not, because we have coloured
glass, we have wine bottles and we also have jam jars, so there is a range of glass containers.
What it is about is looking at the most appropriate design for our container deposit scheme. We want
to encourage Victorians to recycle their bottles and cans and other drink containers outside the home,
so this gives us an opportunity to get it right. Being the last state to introduce a container deposit
scheme gives us the massive benefit of hindsight to look at what has worked well in other areas and
what has not worked well so that we have that great benefit of hindsight in being able to do that. People
are sick of hearing the simplistic pseudo-moralistic stance about telling us we have got to do more and
we have got to do better. What is happening on this side of the chamber, the Andrews Labor
government, is we are leading, we are getting on with it, we are getting on with the job and we are
making sure we implement a container deposit scheme that is going to deliver real improvements in
recycling and a reduction in litter. That is important. We will get this right.
As I said, we will take the time we need. The three-year lead-in time will allow for this design, and we
will look at other jurisdictions including Tasmania, New Zealand and other container deposit schemes
as well. We will also work with businesses and local government and draw on the experience of other
states. We will make sure we use the benefit of that hindsight to get it right. There are lots of things I
can talk about, but I just might in the 3 minutes I think I have left talk about—
Mr Finn: No, 2.
Ms TERPSTRA: You reckon 2, do you? I reckon 3, Mr Finn. I will talk about some of the other
initiatives that are coming. I will just talk about hazardous waste and waste crime, because I know
Mr Ondarchie was very concerned about that. As I said, we are cracking down on dodgy waste
operators by investing $57.4 million to appropriately manage high-risk and hazardous waste materials.
We are keeping the community safe and our environment protected, and it is our highest priority. We
have recently beefed up the Environment Protection Authority Victoria’s powers under legislation,
but we will establish a new waste crime inspectorate within the EPA. It will combat waste crime in
Victoria. We want to give confidence to communities in Victoria so that they know that if there are
illegal operators or dodgy operators in the waste sector, they will be dealt with by this new crime unit.
That means we also need to improve the way we share intelligence across relevant government
agencies. It is important to make sure everyone is on the same page when we are sharing that
information so that we can target those who are engaging in criminal activities in this sector. We will
give the same agencies the power they need to deal with unethical operators. So tougher laws, new
policy and better planning will help us put an end to questionable behaviour in Victoria’s waste and
recycling sector.
We have learned that unfortunately there are a range of dodgy operators. We have seen that with SKM,
for example, and the way they operated. They were able to undercut the market to the extent that it
made it difficult for other recycling operators to actually operate within the market. With the storage
of hazardous chemicals, some of those fires that occurred in the western suburbs and some of the
ramifications of those fires will be unknown for some communities for some time, but the EPA and
other agencies are working very closely with local communities and community groups to ensure that
the clean-up of waterways continues to happen and that communities can have a level of confidence
that their communities will not be left in a state that is unpalatable.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 3 March.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
820

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 4 March 2020

Rulings by the Chair
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
The PRESIDENT (17:14): Before we move on to reports, there are some outstanding issues.
Earlier during question time today I committed to review an answer from Minister Mikakos to
Ms Crozier. I believed Minister Mikakos did answer the question, and I still stand by that. I believe
she answered the question, which asked if she could confirm a certain amount of money for legal costs,
by saying she could not confirm that because of a cost order process in the Supreme Court.
ADJOURNMENT MATTERS
The PRESIDENT (17:15): Really early today, there were two adjournment matters at 3.00 am
which we parked in order to determine whether they would stand. They were from Dr Cumming and
Mr Quilty. On reviewing them, I deem that they both should stand, so those adjournment matters will
be sent on to the relevant ministers.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, following question time, in relation to questions on
notice not being answered, I put that there were 222 outstanding questions on notice that had not been
answered. The minister interjected saying that she had provided me 100 answers, which was true in
relation to a significant number of questions that I did have answered. She provided a one-line answer
to those questions. But there are still 222 outstanding, and I would ask you to get the minister to
respond to those unanswered questions as per standing orders.
The PRESIDENT: I just take it as Ms Crozier has put to the minister—that there are some
outstanding answers—and the minister will take that on board.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: The minister will take it on board, and we will move on.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:17): I rise to speak on the state budget 2019–20, which of
course raises the education budget in Victoria, which is funding education in Shepparton. In particular
I want to talk about the Greater Shepparton Secondary College.
Members interjecting.
Ms LOVELL: President, I wonder if we could have some quiet. Thank you. I want to talk about a
very serious issue in Shepparton, Greater Shepparton Secondary College, an education plan that has
been imposed on our community by the government which has been very unpopular with parents and
students and which is causing a great deal of grief. It has been very unpopular with teachers as well, I
might say.
In a clear vindication of all of the complaints that people have been bringing to me about this school,
in only the fifth week of the school year a communiqué was sent out by the executive principal. It has
vindicated everything that parents, teachers and students have been complaining about. In this the
executive principal talks about staff support. She said:
The leadership team is very aware of the stress people have been experiencing this term, so yesterday
afternoon all the school leaders met to discuss the issues and find a better way forward.
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They should have found a better way forward before now, because the executive principal was
employed 12 months in advance to be ready for this. She went on to say:
It was clear that we were doing too much too quickly, so for the rest of the term we have decided to reduce
travel, delay the PDP process until Term 2 and focus on two main things in the meeting schedule:
Tuesday meetings will be Campus/Neighbourhood based with a focus on student wellbeing,
engagement and SWPBS. This will support Neighbourhoods to collaborate and work with their house
and neighbourhood leaders around students and their management. This will start next week.

So we are not talking about how we can better support students, how we can better educate students,
how we can improve the education outcomes in Shepparton. What we are talking about is how we
manage students, a really poor choice of language from the executive principal, but that is basically
what is going on at the school. There is absolute chaos at the school.
We are hearing stories daily of children who are scared to go to school, who do not want to go to
school. We are hearing of fights in the school grounds. We are hearing of teachers who have been
assaulted, and it is absolute chaos at the three campuses but particularly at Mooroopna. I am informed
that there were three ambulances and a police car at the school this morning. There are various reports
coming through about what that was for. One of the reports said that a child jumped off something and
broke their leg. Whilst I do not want to see any child hurt, I hope that it is something as simple as that,
an accident, and not something more serious. The executive principal went on to say:
Thursday meetings will be campus-based domain meetings. This will provide time for staff to collaborate on
planning classes and sharing resources.

Finally, something about teaching the kids. She went on to say:
We discussed introducing more staff supports to help bring staff together and reduce stress.

That would be great, because the staff are particularly stressed out. I have driven past the Wanganui
campus at 6.30 at night and teachers’ cars are still there. The teachers are overworked and stressed,
and they are feeling very much under the pump. She went on to say:
We hope you will find the rest of the term less stressful as a result of these changes.

So a real admission that things are not going well at this school under the leadership of this executive
principal. I received a letter from a student this week that I will probably leave until next week’s
contribution, but it outlines just how upset this particular student is about the loss of her secondary
college from last year and how disappointed she is with the teaching standards and the change to
Greater Shepparton Secondary College. This plan has been a disaster for Shepparton. It is a disaster
for the future of Shepparton, for our students and for our town, and it should be abandoned.
DUCK HUNTING
Petition
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (17:22): I am rising to speak on my petition on the 2020 duck
hunting season. That petition was open just shy of 11 days and got 4079 signatures. When you think
about it, for something that is meant to be a marginal sport, that is a lot of people in a very short time.
The two petitions I have done for duck hunting have gathered around about 10 000 signatures. Now,
obviously there will be a little bit of crossover, but this is supposedly for a sport that no-one wants.
We are talking about the biggest petition and I think the third-biggest e-petition that has been done to
date, so I think it is time people stopped listening to their ideological inner thoughts and started
listening to the facts.
The facts are that the Game Management Authority this year made a recommendation that took quite
a long time—way too long—to actually come to fruition. Now, how the Game Management Authority
arrived at that is another thing, but what I was quite disappointed about was that a number of my
colleagues figured that they knew better than the Game Management Authority and signed a letter to
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the Premier saying to just ban the season. Why do we spend all this money on people to research stuff?
Why do we spend all this money getting facts and figures, flying around the place doing duck counts,
sending people out doing duck counts or waterfowl counts and all this sort of thing, when in the end
it seems that some people will just say, ‘I don’t like duck hunting so we’ll ban it for this year’?
The bushfires did not burn anywhere that is a significant hunting area. In fact it was mostly East
Gippsland and some of the north of the state. It was the north of the state where there is a little bit of
hunting, but not much, so you are talking about areas that are wilderness. You are talking about areas
that might have a dam or something like that—a river here and there. You are not talking about a
wetland. You are not talking about an area where we can actually expect to see ducks. So to hear about
the west or the south-west of the state or whatever it might be as a refuge is just fallacious. It is so
close to not being true, it is unbelievable.
We have a Game Management Authority. They do a job. They hear from everyone—people like me
that are for this sort of thing and people such as one of my colleagues in this place that are against it.
They get the facts, they get the figures, they look at the wider climate change stuff and all of this sort
of thing and they come up with a figure. Unfortunately it also seems that there was a problem with the
season being announced. I think it is going to be the latest—as far as I can tell—announcement ever,
so we have had to put the beginning of the season back. Now, I may or may not particularly agree with
the outcome of what the Game Management Authority did, but I accept it. For all these people around
this place that purport that the facts are in and the science is in—all this sort of stuff—it is funny how
it is only like that when it is their issue. I am prepared to accept facts, I am prepared to accept science
and I am prepared to accept that I might be wrong if somebody can prove to me that I am wrong.
On this issue it is pretty easy. It is out there. Every year we have a waterfowl count up the eastern
seaboard of Victoria, then just before the season is announced we have another count just in Victoria.
Every single year that I can find a record for there have been more waterfowl in Victoria alone than
the entire eastern seaboard. They base their opposition to something on just some numbers for the
eastern seaboard—they say there are 100 000 ducks down the whole lot of Queensland, New South
Wales and Victoria, so the ducks are gone. But then two months later you are talking 200 000 or
300 000 ducks in Victoria alone, not to mention there is a very large refuge where nobody will be
shooting them—one of the Werribee treatment plants. There is a huge amount there.
Ms Lovell: Nobody wants to get in there.
Mr BOURMAN: Yes, no-one will want to eat them. But there seems to be a huge amount of furore
over something because they figure it is cruel. Now, if you eat meat, and if you eat ducks particularly,
if you think that this is cruel just because somebody else gets their own food—and as long as they are
doing it properly, and there are ways and means and there are rules and regulations—and if you oppose
it just because you do not like it and you eat meat, you are nothing but a hypocrite.
DUCK HUNTING
Petition
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:27): I want to thank my colleague for bringing this petition
to Parliament. I do. I want to thank him for bringing this petition, which further demonstrates the need
to ban duck shooting. It has a total of 4079 signatures, representing 0.06 per cent of the population.
Given we are required in this place to govern on behalf of all Victorians, it is worth noting that there
are 6.6 million people living in Victoria. That means for every person who has signed this petition,
there are 1624 Victorians who have not signed. And what do they want? We do not need to wonder
too much; they have been repeatedly polled for years. For many years the overwhelming majority of
citizens in Victoria have expressed that they want a ban on duck shooting. City or country, male or
female, old or young, there is always a majority that want a ban. What an embarrassment—to
demonstrate that people who want to shoot defenceless birds are such a small and diminishing group.
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ADULT PAROLE BOARD OF VICTORIA
Report 2018–19
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (17:28): I rise to speak on the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria’s annual report for 2018–19, which presents a wide range of information relating to parole in
Victoria. From my perspective there is a lot to say about the report—some of it positive, some of it
negative. Naturally I do accept that decisions around whether and when to grant parole are usually
complex and fraught with difficulty, and whilst I would say that there have been many errors in the
granting of parole in Victoria’s history I do want to acknowledge the turnaround in a number of
measures since the Callinan review recommendations began to be implemented.
The report shows that 81 per cent of Victorian prisoners successfully completed their parole in 2018–
19. That is a notable improvement on previous figures, although quite obviously I would always like
that number to be 100 per cent. As part of that overall improvement there has also been a welcome
reduction in those convicted of committing a serious violent offence and/or sex offence whilst on
parole. However, these trends in themselves still fail to alleviate all of the concerns that I have and my
party has with a number of the processes governing parole in this state. Among those concerns, as I
signalled in a motion last year, I especially want changes that tighten conditions so that parole for
sexual and other violent offenders, particularly recidivist offenders, is not granted where those
offenders would reside in a mobile phone blackspot area or outside of a 10-kilometre radius from a
police station.
I will note that I have great reservations about too many people in the sexual and other violent offender
categories being granted parole, full stop. But I believe these two new conditions represent common
sense and would genuinely facilitate more effective supervision of those potentially still very
dangerous individuals who the Adult Parole Board of Victoria does choose to release. They are
changes that especially reflect and address issues that led to the torture and murder of Karen Chetcuti
in Wangaratta in 2016. And if either of these two new conditions cannot be satisfied, then parole
simply should not be granted. I intend to formally pursue these changes later in this term.
In this statement today I also want to take issue with another highly questionable recent decision to
grant parole. I will not delve into too many of the specifics of this case for fear of potentially
compromising it in any way. However, it involves a violent perpetrator with an extensive and
repugnant criminal history who, extraordinarily, has continued to be granted early releases on multiple
occasions only to reoffend almost immediately, and violently and graphically, seemingly every single
time. This has happened over and over again. This contradicts and undermines the work being done
in the space to stamp out violence in our society.
In keeping with that pattern, his most recent release was allegedly very quickly followed by a vicious
attack on a young woman and an attempted robbery. This led to him facing charges of rape, attempted
rape and sexual assault on multiple counts. In the wake of these events, fear about the potential for
similar further attacks also quickly spread in communities in and around the immediate area in which
these alleged crimes occurred. I expect that more details of the history of this individual will emerge
in the public domain in due course, but on the face of it there are many people who should already be
highly embarrassed about what seems to have happened repeatedly, in his case, over many years. I
imagine they will be even more discomfited if and when more of the details and facts come to greater
public attention soon.
I will close by pondering aloud the question of what review, audit and evaluation processes are now
followed in relation to decisions made to grant parole, especially where the relevant prisoner ultimately
reoffends. I would also question how long after such reoffending it is typically taking for such reviews
to begin. In the particular case about which I have just spoken I am left to worry that maybe no such
reviews have ever been undertaken. I would hope that at least one is now initiated as a matter of urgency.
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LAUNCHINGWAY
Petition
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:33): I am pleased to speak to the ‘Extend
Launching Way Boat Ramp Management Contract’ petition. I know that the tabling of petitions is not
always the most exciting activity of this Parliament, but if the government does not pay urgent attention
to this, this could get very exciting for you very quickly. In only one week this petition has garnered
1270 signatures. Unless you extend the contract very soon, those 1270 people and thousands more
people who travel to Australia’s busiest boat ramp will never vote Labor again. The government might
not appreciate this immediately, but I am doing you guys a solid favour by giving you one last chance
to defuse a ticking time bomb.
Before I explain all of this, I need to give you some background. By all reports, fish stocks in Port
Phillip Bay are well managed. There are plenty of fish to go around for recreational anglers, although
they are safe from me because I am really terrible at fishing. But those who know tell me that there
are lots of whiting, snapper, flathead and squid for the taking. Now even game fish are being caught
in Victorian waters for the first time in many years.
People travel from across Victoria to use the boat ramp at Patterson River in Carrum, which is the only
ramp protected from open water on the bay. Up to 900 boats a day are launched from it. Two of the
nicest people you will ever meet, Trevor and Lynette Hogan, operate Launchingway. They have safely
managed the boat ramp from the nearby bait shop every day except Christmas for the last 25 years.
Trevor and Lynette and their employees are known in the boating community as the patron saints of
lost boaters. Trevor can tell many tales of fights he has broken up at the boat ramp. He even tells the
story of breaking up a fight between two blokes who came back the next weekend as good mates on
one boat. Lynette can tell you how lonely locals come in and just have a yarn. They can explain in
great detail how difficult it is to manage traffic at the boat ramp on a busy day, which starts at 2 in the
morning. If you talk to them, you will discover this is a complex task. That is not to mention the several
charter operators that use the ramp and the Hogans’ organisation of the Mates Day on the Bay to give
disabled people a boating experience. The Hogans are like the boating community’s answer to Bondi
Rescue. They are not only integral to the safe and efficient running of Australia’s busiest boat ramp;
they are the heart and soul of the place. The boaters know this, which explains why so many of them
signed the petition in a few days.
Last August, Trevor and Lynette received notice that they are being evicted—at the end of this month.
They were not consulted and there was no adequate explanation. The lack of consultation means that
the government has absolutely no idea about the chaos about to be unleashed when the ramp gets busy
at Easter and in the summer months. This petition is not just a plea from 1270 people; it is a warning
to the government. I commend it to the house.
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Petition
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:36): I am pleased to rise to make a short statement on
the petition I tabled last sitting week regarding native forest logging in the Central Highlands. The oldgrowth forests that cover Victoria’s Central Highlands are a special part of this state. They provide us
with clean air and water, store enormous amounts of carbon and provide precious habitat for threatened
native species like the greater glider and the Leadbeater’s possum. But they are being destroyed to
make paper. Logging continues in our forests, where our old trees are chopped and burnt and turned
into woodchips. The greater glider and the Leadbeater’s possum are being pushed to the brink of
extinction. At a time when our forests and wildlife are already under extreme pressure from climate
change, catastrophic fires and drought, we are making things worse by allowing logging to continue
in Victoria.
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While the government announced last year that it would immediately cease old-growth forest logging,
VicForests has announced a coupe in Toolangi in the Central Highlands, home to critically important
old-growth habitat forests. Like the protesters who are blockading this forest and protecting it from
the loggers and the bulldozers, the Victorians who have signed this petition care deeply about our
native forest and the flora and fauna that call our forests home. These Victorians come from all over
the state, including Kinglake, and want to protect our forests for wildlife habitat, carbon storage, clean
water and recreation. Our communities do not want to see our precious old-growth forests destroyed
to make cheap paper. On behalf of these petitioners I urge the government to cease logging in Kinglake
and the Central Highlands by July this year and assist workers to transition to related industries,
including the plantation timber industry and forest restoration work.
DUCK HUNTING
Petition
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:37): I rise to speak in response to the ‘2020 Duck Hunting
Season’ petition. We have a duck season. The petition succeeded, but it only got us a poor compromise.
The season will be short and bag limits will be tiny. With less than half of our season, why do we still
have the full fees? The season should have been at least eight weeks long with a bag limit of at least
six. That is what the evidence supported. But the government buckled to the irrational feelings of the
inner city. This is prohibition by steps, salami tactics, which is why there will not be a partial licence
refund, even though it is clear there should be. We remain on the back foot.
What some people in this place do not understand is that duck hunting is not primarily a recreational
activity; it is a way of life, a cultural activity that has put food on the table for generations. It is a
cultural tradition that duck hunters, regional Victorians but also blue-collar workers and tradies from
the city have had handed down from their parents and that they pass on to their children. We have
60 000 years of duck hunting culture in Australia.
Make no mistake; these people hate hunters and hate our way of life. Hunting is the thin edge of the
wedge for them. They are pushing a radical animal liberation agenda that wants to ban fishing and
prohibit anyone from eating meat. That is not a conspiracy; it is in their public policies. The reality is
that life in cities is more different from country life than it has ever been. As our cultures continue to
grow further apart, city people are going to look further and further down their noses at our culture.
They are going to keep trying to prohibit every part of our life that they do not like. We can see the
authoritarian mindset in action. When they are in the minority, they are all about human rights. But
once they are in the majority, they stamp down hard on the minorities. It looks more and more likely
that the only way you will leave us alone is to remove the ability of people in the cities to make laws
that cover people in the country. The idea of Rexit, the exit of regional Victoria from our Melbourne
overlords, becomes more likely every time you try and destroy our culture and our way of life.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:40): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

POLICE RESOURCES
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:40): My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, and it concerns police resources, or the lack thereof, in Northern
Metropolitan Region. It follows a Leader newspaper study into thefts in Melbourne. The Hume
council area in Melbourne’s north was reported to be second worst for theft, with a total of 7461 cases
reported, and 21 086 in total reported offences. In December 2019 in Craigieburn a 14-year-old
teenager was robbed at knifepoint. The minister may remember that last year I called for more police
and PSO resources in the north, including in Craigieburn, Greenvale and at the Broadmeadows train
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station. At the last election the Liberal Party committed to increased police resources in Hume, with
the establishment of a police shopfront at Craigieburn Central and a commitment for extra PSO
resources for Broadmeadows police station. The action I seek from the minister is to commit to more
resources in the upcoming state budget for Melbourne’s north so that families can feel safe in their
own home and police can fight the crime.
THE OVERLAND
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:41): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport. Rail is vital for rural and regional towns. Properly funded rail services,
whether they be passenger or freight, are of economic and social importance to not only these towns
but also their domestic and international markets in the case of freight. In my recent travels around
western Victoria, rail has been a central theme of every conversation. When I say ‘every’ I mean every.
People in country Victoria feel short-changed. They see huge investments in the Melbourne Metro
Tunnel project coinciding with cost blowouts on the West Gate Tunnel Project, countless level
crossing removals and forward planning on the Suburban Rail Loop. No-one argues that these projects
are not of significant importance, but we must be conscious of striking a better balance between
funding for metropolitan and rural rail projects.
One key concern I had raised with me was the future of the Overland rail service, which travels
between Victoria and South Australia. Since 1887 there has been a regular passenger rail service
between Melbourne and Adelaide. Back then the most popular way to travel between the capital cities
was by coastal ships. In 1926 the train which services the two cities was named the Overland. In 1953
diesel locomotives took over from steam. In 1995 the route of the train changed with the construction
of a standard gauge line, taking the train via Geelong instead of Ballarat. And then finally the service
was privatised in 1997, with the Overland becoming a daylight train trip, with two trips a week to
Melbourne and Adelaide.
Fast-forward to today and the future of the service beyond March remains largely unknown. South
Australia withdrew funding for the service last year, which forced Victoria to pick up the tab until this
month. While the Overland should be jointly funded by both states, if South Australia does not come
to the table, the Victorian government should consider guaranteeing long-term funding for the service.
With our state’s economy still growing strongly, to put it casually, I would like to hope the minister
could look behind the cushion on the couch to find some spare change to fund this vital service. With
airports few and far between in the Wimmera area and buses not accessible for all those with physical
impairments, a long-term rail transport option should be guaranteed.
I do understand that there are a number of demands on the state budget in terms of rail already;
however, they should not come at the expense of important services to our regional areas. Given this,
the action that I seek is for the transport minister to commit to long-term funding for the Overland train
service to continue.
GOULBURN-MURRAY VALLEY REGIONAL FRUIT FLY PROGRAM
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:44): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and it concerns funding for the Goulburn-Murray regional fruit fly program. The action
that I seek from the minister is a commitment to provide ongoing funding post June 2020 to allow the
Goulburn Murray Valley Regional Fruit Fly Group to continue their very important work in the
prevention of Queensland fruit fly infestation in Victoria under this program.
The Goulburn-Murray Valley region is the largest producer of fruit in Victoria, accounting for more
than half of Victoria’s apples, pears and stone fruit. The horticulture sector is the major economic
driver for the entire region, supporting more than 5000 jobs and being worth more than $760 million.
The Goulburn Murray Valley Regional Fruit Fly Group was established in 2016 to strengthen fruit fly
management to protect the precious horticultural produce grown in the Goulburn-Murray Valley
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region. The group has been instrumental in implementing a region-wide coordinated management
approach that has successfully suppressed fruit fly numbers and kept our fruit safe.
Since its establishment in 2016 the Goulburn-Murray Valley fruit fly program has benefited from state
government funding of $800 000 per year to carry out this vital work. This funding has allowed for
the appointment of a regional coordinator who plays a critical role in the management and coordination
of the Queensland fruit fly action plan in the region. The group has carried out a two-year monitoring
program, with fruit fly traps positioned in selected locations in Cobram, Shepparton, Mooroopna,
Tatura and Kyabram to record real-time data on fruit fly populations. The program has enabled the
group to identify fruit fly hotspots and activity across the region and ensure appropriate control
measures and management strategies are considered to combat the pests. It is extremely concerning
that the minister plans to cease funding of the Goulburn-Murray Valley regional fruit fly program in
June 2020, potentially destroying the entire horticultural industry of the Goulburn-Murray Valley
region. I urge the minister to reconsider this disastrous decision.
The action that I seek from the minister is a commitment to provide ongoing funding post June 2020
to allow the Goulburn Murray Valley Regional Fruit Fly Group to continue their very important work
in the prevention of Queensland fruit fly infestation in Victoria under the Goulburn-Murray Valley
regional fruit fly program.
WILDLIFE RESCUE AND CARE
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:46): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the other place, and the action I seek is for the government to
change the way they respond to wildlife in emergency situations. The bushfire crisis had an enormous
impact on Victoria’s wildlife, one that is hard to comprehend. Millions of animals perished in smoke
and flames while others have been left with little food provision, which can lead to starvation events.
There are also of course many animals that have been injured but have not been able to receive the
care they needed—deaths that were avoidable.
What has been exposed in this crisis in local, state and national but in particular international media is
the loss of life due to qualified Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP)
authorised rescuers being denied access to injured animals even while tourists were being allowed to
enter the areas burnt. The world has seen the total lack of a working relationship between the
department, with many on-the-ground officers who through no fault of their own have little or no
experience with native animals, and volunteers with decades of experience, and the consequent deaths
of many animals, all caused by a situation that leaves all parties paralysed and unable to act.
I have worked in tandem with some of the most qualified people in wildlife rescue and care to bring
about a solution—a new authority that will seek to not only reunite volunteers but train them, support
them and recognise their experience, abilities and achievements in all aspects of wildlife response, not
just in emergencies; an authority that sits alongside DELWP and works with them but has control over
the make-up, resources and dispersal of qualified rescue teams that include Australian Veterinary
Association vets and extends to transporters and dedicated carers; an authority that will allow an
already work-overloaded DELWP to concentrate on the many other areas that need their deserved
attention.
There is not enough time to speak here of the sheer depth of the detail of the work that has gone into
this, only to say that it has been worked on for years and that in our design we mirrored that of already
existing authorities such as the SES. This is necessary because it is clear that the status quo does not
work and that we cannot let the current way we manage wildlife rescue and care remain. It is
unequivocally broken and needs a bold new solution. With the world applauding this government’s
bushfire response, the world is watching and asking for a world’s best practice solution for native
animals. I ask the minister and the government to support me and us—the community of rescuers and
carers—by forming this new authority.
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WOMEN’S HEALTH WEST
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:49): I wish to raise a matter this evening for the attention of
the Minister for Health, and it concerns a meeting I had with Dr Robyn Gregory, the CEO of Women’s
Health West, which is of course a very important health organisation in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. We were, amongst other things, discussing the case of Hannah Clarke, the woman who
was murdered so violently along with her three children in Brisbane some weeks ago. I am sure that
everybody would have been as distressed by this particular instance as I was. I do not think that I can
recall a thing that has affected me so deeply. I raised this with Dr Gregory because we were in fact
discussing the issue of domestic violence and funding for domestic violence. Dr Gregory informed me
that, whilst the incident with Hannah Clarke and her children in Brisbane was horrendous, quite often
almost as many horrendous incidents occur here in Melbourne. She said we never hear about them,
but you would be amazed at some of the dreadful things that happen to partners and those involved as
victims of domestic violence. I readily accept that not all victims of domestic violence are women, but
the overwhelming majority are.
I have to say—and I have said this often before—that I do not understand how anybody can indulge
in this sort of disgraceful, despicable behaviour. Any man who hits a woman, as far as I am concerned,
is not a man. It is as simple as that. But the fact of the matter is that there are men who do hit their
wives, their girlfriends, their partners. They do hurt their children. It is just absolutely appalling.
What Dr Gregory was coming to see me about was to ensure that Women’s Health West had the
finances, the sort of funding, that is necessary to ensure that they are able to serve the need in the west
of Melbourne. There is a significant need for their services in the west of Melbourne. In fact they are
flat chat just keeping up with the number of incidents that do occur. What I am doing this evening is
asking the minister to ensure that Women’s Health West is provided with increased funding for
specialist family violence services. That is something that was recommended by the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. It is something that is very, very important, and I ask the minister
to take the appropriate action to provide that funding.
MEDICINAL CANNABIS
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:52): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health.
The Liberal Democrats believe in access to medicine. In August 2019 we asked where the cannabis
from Victoria’s cannabis production facilities had ended up. We were told that cost was a problem,
and we agree. Legal medicinal cannabis is too expensive, but we know that the reason it is so expensive
is that of excessive regulation. Cannabis is still much cheaper to purchase on the black market, and
many people are still buying cannabis from the black market because of that. The minister’s solution
is to wait for medicinal cannabis to be put on the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme. This would mean
that taxpayers would cover the cost of excessive regulation. A better solution would be to reduce the
costs of cannabis, but the government has little incentive to reduce costs. Regardless, the minister’s
answer does not explain where the cannabis from Victoria’s production facilities has ended up. The
first crop was reported to have been harvested in February 2017, but three years later we are yet to see
products on the market. In August last year the minister confirmed that medicinal cannabis being sold
to Victorians is imported. So where is all the cannabis that we produce going? Where is the stash,
Minister?
It takes private vendors as little as six or seven months to grow cannabis, harvest it, dry it and cure it.
Three years later this government has not sold a single bud. This is proof that the Victorian government
is not capable of providing effective cannabis production. We would be much better off if individuals
were able to acquire licences to grow cannabis for themselves. Despite the delays and shortcomings
of the scheme, I am sure that at least some cannabis must have been supplied to the public. We have
seen the photo-ops of an enthusiastic Premier Andrews posing with the beloved cannabis crop, so we
know that cannabis really is being grown. I just want to know where it is going.
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I call on the minister to provide data showing how many kilograms of cannabis and cannabis products
have been brought to market by legal Victorian grow houses, at what rates it has been sold and the
cost to the taxpayer. The Liberal Democrats believe in access to medicine. In Victoria medicinal
cannabis is technically legal, but access to it is so restricted that illegal cannabis is frequently the only
practical option. The government has caused this problem, and it continues to drag its heels and prevent
access to medicine. Black market cannabis vendors can provide the product in under six months from
seed to harvest, and they can do it for less than $300 an ounce. It is not difficult, and we can do better.
WATTLE PARK MAINTENANCE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:55): My matter for the
adjournment tonight is for the attention of the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change,
and it concerns Wattle Park, which is an important park in the Burwood electorate in Southern
Metropolitan that is managed by Parks Victoria. I am in receipt of correspondence from Geri Dutka,
who is a regular user of Wattle Park. She relates that:
I spoke to your office this afternoon concerning a fall I had on Tuesday 28th January during a regular morning
walk with friends in Wattle Park. My fall was due to the appalling condition of some sections of walking
tracks in the park and I sent a report to Snap Send Solve the next day. I had hoped Parks Victoria would do
more to improve the condition of the paths in Wattle Park after this complaint which in places are mostly
gravel but in sections have a mix of part concrete & gravel. When we have heavy rain the water runs through
the path of least resistance, being the gravel—

leaving the channels open. She continues:
I slipped on some gravel on a section of part concrete & fell forward onto my knees, my face almost hitting
the ground leaving me with abrasions, bruising and feeling very stiff … A woman who was driving along
Monsbourgh Drive stopped to ask if she could help but I was with four friends who helped me back to my
feet. Another one of our regular walkers slipped & fell on an uphill section of path heading up towards
Warrigal Road last year.

And she goes on to explain that circumstance:
This section is in very bad condition with the concrete which may have covered all of the path is now broken
away leaving part concrete/part dirt topped with gravel … well worn. Parks Victoria added some gravel to
even out the surface where I fell, but this is not a long term solution.

She goes on to say:
I understand the park—

and I understand Wattle Park very well, having had my office next door to it for many years—
is a ‘natural’ bush setting but paths have been made and therefore must be maintained for public safety.

She attaches a copy of an email from Parks Victoria which is sort of Orwellian in its description. It
explains it is managed under a heritage overlay with sealed paths and concrete sections. She says:
I have also taken before and after photos of the spot where I fell …

And:
I hope you are able to take this matter further …

Well, I am taking this matter further. I know that the government has said it will fix Wattle Park and
do significant management work there, but that apparently has been delayed. What I want to see is
that there is a clear set of steps taken in coming weeks to make sure that Wattle Park is put into the
condition that it should be. She is quite right in saying that the natural sections of the park have got to
be preserved but at the same time there is a need to ensure that it is safe, so I ask the minister to act to
ensure that Wattle Park is upgraded and that it is safe.
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SYDENHAM PARK
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:58): My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Tourism, Sport and Major Events in the other place, and the action that I seek is for the minister to
accompany me on a visit to Sydenham Park in Sydenham to see firsthand Brimbank City Council’s
proposed home of the Matildas and home of football site. I would also welcome the local member,
Natalie Hutchins, as well as Football Victoria president Kimon Taliadoros and CEO Peter Filopoulos
to join us.
As a former resident of the Western Metropolitan Region, the minister is likely to be aware that for
many people of the west sport is a way of life. When it comes to football—or soccer, as many in this
place would know it—Brimbank has the highest participation rate across the west, with
3458 registered players, and it is growing by 5 per cent per annum. In addition, Brimbank has a long
history as home to many clubs of historical national significance, including the Melbourne Knights,
Green Gully and the St Albans Saints, among others. It is also home to the current Victorian women’s
soccer champions in Calder United.
Brimbank council lodged an expression of interest to become the home of the Matildas in 2019 and
now has been shortlisted among four other potential sites to become the home. The home of the
Matildas and the home of football in Brimbank would help provide much-needed new football pitches
for the local community clubs to access and would provide unmatched elite pathways that the west
has not previously had for women and girls; it is perfectly positioned to form an international, national,
state and regionally significant women’s and girls’ soccer hub. With Australia and Victoria bidding to
host the FIFA Women’s World Cup 2023, now is the time for the state government to visit the site, as
this would allow for a full understanding of its readiness and potential.
CROYDON SPECIAL DEVELOPMENTAL SCHOOL
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:01): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education in the other place. I am going to actually read out a letter that has been sent to me, and I
seek the excusal of the house in this regard. It comes from the Croydon Special Developmental School.
They have written to me about funding problems with the school in terms of some of their maintenance
activities. They point out that they are very proud of the staff and the contribution that they make to
dealing with and supporting children, students, who have both some significant difficulties learning
and some physical difficulties as well.
Recently the school was forced to close down two of its classrooms due to a significant issue with
mould. The staff in these two classrooms—and the students also—have been struggling to teach and
to learn in those rooms due to the increasing odour. This has impacted on the rest of the school, because
obviously they have had to reallocate space within the school for those students who occupied those
two classrooms previously. The school also has some difficulties in terms of the safety of their
students, which is of paramount importance with the student population at the special developmental
school, and they are most concerned about both safety and security for those students. There are a
number of other issues, including the state of the bathroom facilities. Again, the school requires more
bathroom facilities because of the student population at this particular school compared to most other
schools.
I have raised the maintenance difficulties at this school previously, both privately with the minister
and in this house in the past Parliament. I now ask the minister to consider some contingency funding
for upgrading the school or to give it a high priority in terms of the budget. I understand the government
has got some significant financial pressures going into this state budget, but this school and the
population there—the staff who do such an excellent job and obviously the parents and carers of these
students—need the support of the government. It is important for this school to receive attention and
funding for maintenance facilities.
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CHILD ABUSE EVIDENCE REFORM
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (18:04): My adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General.
It follows a 26 February article in the Australian newspaper which reported that an agreement has
recently been struck between all federal, state and territory attorneys-general to allow juries in child
abuse trials to hear evidence of an accused’s prior convictions and interest in children. This evidence
has previously only been disclosed in exceptional circumstances, which has meant that the histories
of most child abuse perpetrators have remained hidden. Generally these rules have also thwarted the
prospect of multiple victims giving evidence against the same offender as part of the one trial.
Typically such evidence has only been heard discretely in completely separate trials. Recently these
problems, and a wide range of other issues and questions connected to them, were examined in
considerable depth as part of the federal Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse. Ultimately this led to the royal commission’s very specific recommendation for more
joint trials as well as greater admissibility and cross-admissibility of both tendency and coincidence
evidence.
Historically only around one-third of Victorian sexual abuse cases have made it to court. In turn, even
in those instances when they have proceeded to trial, the conviction rates have been remarkably low,
largely because the capacity to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt has been so significantly
restricted. There will very likely be better outcomes for victims if a pattern of offending behaviour is
allowed to be presented. Obviously given our extensive interest in child welfare and protection, as
well as stronger sentencing of child abuse offenders, Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party has been very
heartened to hear of these changes. We have been particularly encouraged that such legislation has
now been introduced in New South Wales in respect of molestation cases.
Therefore the action that I seek from the Attorney-General is that she indicate, assuming Victoria has
indeed signed it, how far reaching the consequences of the agreement will be—and from when—for
court cases in this state. I ask that especially in view of the historically divergent approaches that have
been taken across Australia’s federal, state and territory jurisdictions on issues such as how the
probative value of tendency evidence is assessed. As part of Ms Hennessy’s response, I would also be
grateful for her advice on whether there has been any discussion among the various attorneys-general
towards even potentially extending these changes to other areas of law, such as domestic and family
violence.
LATROBE SPECIAL DEVELOPMENTAL SCHOOL
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:06): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Education in the other place, and it relates to a topic that I have raised on many occasions in this
place—the Latrobe Special Developmental School. For the sake of brevity I will not go into the
decrepit state of that school, but I in Hansard have laid bare the state of that school. It is in a shocking,
shocking state. The students are the most magnificent students; the staff and parents deserve absolutely
the best. Also, in 2018 I delivered a petition with almost 3000 signatures.
What I would like to ask is that the government and the minister outline very clearly a plan and a
construction time line for the Latrobe Special Developmental School to be located in a new location,
which the school has asked for and the parents have asked for, but they need to have an understanding
of planning, construction and interaction with the parents and community. They also need to have a
budget line item in this forthcoming budget to state how those funds will be disseminated in terms of
construction and planning, and it needs to happen as soon as possible.
SYDNEY ROAD STREET PARTY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:08): My adjournment debate matter is for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the other place. On Sunday, 1 March,
many residents of Brunswick and surrounding areas were enjoying the popular and vibrant Sydney
Road festival. As an official part of the festival, the Heartical Hi-Powa stage had been entertaining
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people with a range of reggae music all day. My office has been contacted by people involved with
organising this stage and people who were attending. They explained that this stage had been a familyfriendly and inclusive entertainment space. The area was designated as an alcohol-free space along
with the majority of the Sydney Road festival. Most people complied; indeed I saw a video recording
showing people dancing, and I could not see any alcohol.
I have had several people give a detailed explanation that despite there being regular breaches of this
alcohol ban throughout the festival, the reggae stage seemed to be particularly targeted. Police attended
the stage and reminded the few people consuming alcohol that this was not allowed. They all poured
out their drinks and continued enjoying the music. Police returned with what has been described to me
as an aggressive approach. The stage was shut down despite the vast majority of people enjoying
themselves and complying with the law. One man was arrested by Victoria Police, and this is where
things took a real turn. The watching crowd became quite agitated after an officer appeared to grab the
man by the throat. A video showing this incident has been shared over 160 000 times on social
media—surely not a great look for Melbourne, the entertainment capital of Australia. While I am sure
there is always more than one side to any story, this certainly had the appearance of police creating
problems and a dangerous escalating situation rather than resolving one. My request to the minister is
to ensure that an investigation into the conduct of officers involved in this incident is immediately
conducted.
PUBLIC LAND USE
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:09): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Beholden to ideologues, this government appears
determined to destroy the country pursuits which Victorians have enjoyed for decades. Gold
prospecting continues to be under siege by the government’s policy of locking up our state forests.
Public spaces belong to all Victorians, not Parks Victoria, not the government and not the Premier.
The Victorian Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) is now recommending that another
77 000 hectares of public land be converted to national parks and reserves, which will likely further
restrict prospecting. The grounds for restricting access for prospecting in parks and forests are
ludicrous. In the 2013 Investigation into Additional Prospecting Areas in Parks, VEAC said that:
Some activities undertaken by prospectors can damage natural values by causing disturbance of soils and
damage to vegetation.

Prospectors use no machinery and do not cause environmental damage. They use hand tools to dig
holes less than 30 centimetres deep and 50 centimetres wide, which are then compulsorily filled. This
government’s obsession with trying to avoid unearthing a single blade of grass is precisely the attitude
that has contributed to the build-up of fuel loads in state forests and the out-of-control vegetation that
has become rampant on our roadsides, which has exacerbated fire risk.
Prospecting provides regional towns with significant economic benefits. The Prospectors and Miners
Association of Victoria has over 14 500 members, who avidly travel around this state in the pursuit of
their hobby. They spend money in local shops and pubs. Like many other recreational activities that
this government appears determined to end or substantially restrict, gold prospecting provides its
participants with great health benefits. Regional Victoria has a mental health crisis far more pressing
than metropolitan Melbourne’s. Wherever possible we should be enabling citizens to pursue
recreational activities that provide them with enjoyment and time spent outside amongst the natural
environment. The action I seek is that the minister stop locking up our forests and parks and undertake
an investigation into additional prospecting areas in parks, as the Liberal-Nationals government did in
2013.
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RESPONSES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:12): Twelve members raised matters for other ministers; I will pass them
on. In relation to Ms Lovell, she raised a matter that was identical to the one that has previously been
raised by another member for Northern Victoria, Ms Maxwell. It is completely untrue to suggest that
I have refused funding for a program that is currently underway and subject to the budget process. I
would also point out that there is more than just the Goulburn-Murray region that is a beneficiary of
the project. Yarra Valley and Mildura are also beneficiaries of that program.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms SYMES: I actually reckon that you remember being in government. It was a little while ago,
but there is a budget process. Do you know how the budget process works? I think you do. There will
be further announcements in relation to this program, but it has been a very successful program
supported by the Labor government. When you look at our investment in biosecurity, our record
speaks for itself, as opposed to that of those opposite, who exposed our state to massive risks of
biosecurity issues when they cut funding. I think we have got a lot better with—
Members interjecting.
Ms SYMES: Considering Johnny-come-lately over here has not actually listened to the debate and
conversations in the house between me and Ms Maxwell, I will forward the response that I gave to
Ms Maxwell to Ms Lovell.
I have four written responses.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.14 pm.
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Joint sitting of Parliament
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL VACANCY
Members of both houses met in Assembly chamber at 6.17 pm.
The CHAIR (Hon. CW Brooks): Order! I now invite proposals from members for a person to
occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier): I propose:
That Dr Matthew Bach be chosen to occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.

He is willing to accept the appointment if chosen. In order to satisfy the joint sitting as to the
requirements of section 27A(4) of the Constitution Act 1975, I also advise that the President has
received advice from the Liberal Party’s registered officer that Dr Bach is the selection of the Liberal
Party of Australia, the party previously represented in the Legislative Council by the Honourable Mary
Wooldridge.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition): I am delighted to second the proposal.
The CHAIR: Are there any further proposals? As there are no further nominations, I declare that
nominations are closed. The question is:
That Dr Matthew Bach be chosen to occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.

Question agreed to.
The CHAIR: I declare that Dr Matthew Bach has been chosen to occupy the vacant seat in the
Legislative Council. I will advise the Governor accordingly.
I now declare the joint sitting closed.
Proceedings terminated 6.20 pm.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 4 March 2020
ANTI-SEMITISM
In reply to Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (17 October 2019)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
I am informed as follows:
I utterly condemn antisemitism. It has no place in our schools or anywhere in our community. Antisemitism
and racist bullying are not tolerated in Victorian schools, and the Andrews Labor Government is committed
to ensuring schools provide a safe and inclusive learning environment for all students.
All allegations of student harm are taken very seriously and I requested the Department of Education and
Training undertake an inquiry into the circumstances of antisemitic bullying involving students at Hawthorn
West Primary School and Cheltenham Secondary College.
The inquiry into reported incidents of antisemitic abuse has shown that the schools’ responses to reports of
antisemitism fell short of community expectations. When antisemitism is reported, we all have a duty to take
it seriously and act. We have a responsibility to educate the Victorian community and to call out and address
insidious and abhorrent antisemitism whenever it arises and that is exactly what we will do.
I have spoken at length with leaders and members of Victoria’s Jewish community about what more the
government education system can do to support our Jewish students, and–in close consultation with the
Jewish Community Council of Victoria, United Jewish Education Board, Zionism Victoria and Zionist
Federation of Australia, and Anti-Defamation Commission–have developed a set of actions and reforms to
ensure schools respond appropriately to reports of antisemitism, and that Jewish students and their families
feel supported and safe in our public schools.
This set of actions will also ensure students of other religious, ethnic or cultural affiliations feel safer and more
supported in our schools. The actions include:
1.

Establishing a new advisory group, with representatives from Jewish youth groups, United Jewish
Education Board and the Department of Education, to provide Government with information about
young people’s experiences of antisemitism. This advisory group will be asked to advise the
Government on safe, constructive and practical ways to address antisemitism affecting Victorian
students.

2.

Working with the Holocaust Centre, the United Jewish Education Board and Gandel Philanthropy
to develop teaching and learning resources that:
a.

enable secondary schools to teach students effectively about the Holocaust as part of the
Level 9-10 History curriculum;

b.

support primary and secondary schools learn about and acknowledge key dates in the
Jewish calendar; and

c.

help students understand how social and political movements that are characterised by
intolerance can emerge and the consequences for communities if such movements are
not addressed.

3.

Providing additional support to enable the expansion of programs designed to address antisemitism
and increase awareness of Jewish culture, history and communities, including the Courage to Care
and Connecting Cultures programs.

4.

The Department consulting with representatives from the Jewish community and other ethnic and
religious communities to discuss steps that can be taken to enable parents and students to
voluntarily inform schools of students’ ethnic and/or religious affiliations in order to determine
whether this would enable better support to be provided to students and families where families
choose to access such support.

5.

Establishing a dedicated and broadly advertised contact desk that schools can approach for advice
in the event of an antisemitic or other incident involving ethnic or religious abuse or vilification.

835

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
836

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 4 March 2020

The contact desk will also be available for students and families to raise incidents of ethnic or
religious abuse or vilification, including antisemitism. This will provide an alternative avenue for
students and families who are not comfortable raising concerns with a school or when families
consider an issue of ethnic or religious abuse or vilification has not been adequately addressed by
a school.
6.

Ensuring all Victorian government schools are aware of the new cultural education programs
available through the United Jewish Education Board, and ensure all schools provide appropriate
arrangements for the delivery of these programs where requested by students and families.

7.

Urgently reviewing protocols and practices in supporting schools to respond to any incident in
which parents/carers and/or students raise issues about possible antisemitic behaviour or language
or other forms of ethnic, cultural or religious abuse or vilification are raised.

8.

Developing clear advice about how to respond both sensitively and directly to ensure that the
highest priority is given to ensuring the safety and well-being of the student who may be the target
of any ethnic or religious abuse or vilification.

9.

Ensuring schools are aware of resources designed to address antisemitic bullying including Click
Against Hate.

10. Developing advice for schools regarding the management of student conflicts that occur outside
school grounds and hours but impact on student safety and school operations. This will include
advice regarding cyber-bullying and abuse that occurs outside school hours but impacts on the
school community.
The Department has already begun implementing the actions and reforms from this inquiry, to ensure schools
respond appropriately to reports of antisemitism, and that Jewish students and their families feel supported
and safe in our public schools.
The Department has established a contact desk that students, families and schools can approach for advice in
the event of an antisemitic or other incident involving ethnic or religious bullying or vilification. For more
information, see www.education.vic.gov.au (search: reporting religious or racial discrimination and abuse in
schools).
The Department is working closely with the United Jewish Education Board to support the expansion of their
Jewish cultural and Hebrew language programs into Victorian government schools.
The Department is meeting with the Anti-Defamation Commission, Victorians Equal Opportunity and
Human Right Commission, and United Jewish Education Board to discuss implementation of the actions
from the inquiry.

MELTON HEALTH SERVICES
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (30 October 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing Victorians with access to a world-class health
system, regardless of where they live. Since coming into office, the government has committed $7 billion in
health infrastructure across Victoria, delivering the largest health build program in Victoria’s history.
The 2019/20 Victorian Budget gets the ball rolling on the government’s $3.8 billion pipeline of health
infrastructure committed to during the 2018 election and invests more in health infrastructure than the
previous Liberal National government did during their four years in office. The Budget invests $2.4 million
to complete a business case for a future Melton hospital at Cobblebank (formerly Toolern) and delivers on
Labor’s election commitment in full.
A tender has gone out to a shortlist of six consultants, who will carry out the vital planning work to determine
the new 24-hour Melton hospital’s location and size, and the range of services it will provide to meet the
health needs of the Melton region now and into the future. It will also look at how a future Melton hospital
will link into services at other public hospitals in the Western suburbs.
Initial planning is underway and master planning will follow when the principal consultant is appointed early
2020. Labor has also announced that Western Health, which runs the Footscray and Sunshine Hospitals,
would become the operator of the future Melton hospital.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring residents in Melbourne’s growing western suburbs
have access to quality care near where they live. That’s why we have provided Western Health a record
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$705.2 million in operational funding in 2019/20, which is 36.0 per cent more than in the last year the Liberal
Nationals were in power.
Labor has also delivered the new $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital and a
$10.6 million upgrade of maternity services and expansion of operating theatres at Djerriwarrh Health
Services in Bacchus Marsh. We are getting on with building a bigger and better $34.8 million emergency
department at Sunshine Hospital, the new $1.5 billion Footscray Hospital—the single biggest hospital
investment in Victorian history, as well as building new ambulance stations at Melton and Bacchus Marsh.

EMERGENCY MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (31 October 2019)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services):
I am informed that:
This matter is the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Mental Health. However, I am pleased to provide
the Member with a response.
We know hospitals and ambulance services have been put under further strain by rising mental health
demands. In 2018-19, paramedics attended 10 per cent more mental health call outs from the previous year.
About 82 per cent of ambulance dispatches for mental health reasons result in transport to hospital. The
remaining dispatches may receive treatment from paramedics at the scene, be referred to other mental health
professionals and services, or decline paramedic assistance.
Following the success of the Police Ambulance and Clinical Early Response (PACER) and other similar trials
across Victoria, the Victorian Government established the Mental Health and Police Response (MHaP
Response) in 2014 which is now funded across all area mental health services in Victoria.
The MhaP Response delivers a targeted and timely response to a person needing urgent mental health support
in the community by combining a mental health practitioner and a Victoria Police member. This response is
designed to reduce the likelihood of mental health presentations escalating unnecessarily and involving an
emergency department.
Similarly, the Prehospital Response of Mental Health and Paramedic Team (PROMPT) seeks to enhance
community mental health treatment through embedding mental health expertise with emergency responders.
The PROMPT trial pilot, which was originally scheduled to run from May to June 2019, was a local initiative
developed in partnership between Barwon Health and Ambulance Victoria. The Andrews Labor Government
allocated $38,000 to support the provision of a specialist mental health nurse for this trial. Following positive
preliminary findings, the PROMPT trial was extended a further 6-months in 2019-20 through an allocation
of additional community mental health growth funding.
The PROMPT trial continues to be evaluated and is monitored closely. Any considerations for broader
implementation will occur once findings are in.
We recognise the community’s desire for change and improvement within our mental health system. That is
why we established the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System, the first of its kind in
Australia.
The Royal Commission’s interim report was tabled in the Parliament on 28 November 2019, with a final
report due by October 2020. The Andrews Labor Government has committed to implementing all of its
recommendations, so that we can develop the mental health system that Victorians deserve.

PRISONER COMPENSATION PAYMENTS
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (5 February 2020)
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support):
I appreciate Ms Maxwell formally expressing her appreciation to the Andrew’s Government for our track
record in supporting victims of crime. We are committed to ensuring victims know about, and can access all
entitlements, including on a rare occasion being informed about a payment that is made to a prisoner that is
quarantined in the Prisoner Compensation Quarantine Fund.
The department publicly advertises payments and provides information about the Fund to victims who are
not on the Victims Register. In fact, most inquiries to the Fund are from victims who learned about payments
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into the Fund through a public advertisement. In addition to the public notification, victims who are on the
Victims Register are directly notified about payments.
To further improve the notification process, and as noted by Ms Maxwell, the department has now established
a separate register to enable victims who are not eligible, or elect not to be on the Victims Register, to be
directly notified if a payment is made into the Fund. For example, this would occur if the offender was
sentenced for a property crime, rather than a crime against the person.
Any payments into the Fund will continue to be publicly advertised.
I thank Ms Maxwell for her collaborative approach in working with the Government in the interests of victims
of crime.

