PARLIAMENT OF VICTORIA

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES
(HANSARD)

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
FIFTY-NINTH PARLIAMENT
FIRST SESSION

WEDNESDAY, 3 JUNE 2020

Internet: www.parliament.vic.gov.au/downloadhansard
By authority of the Victorian Government Printer

The Governor
The Honourable LINDA DESSAU, AC

The Lieutenant-Governor
The Honourable KEN LAY, AO, APM

The ministry
Premier. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. DM Andrews, MP

Deputy Premier, Minister for Education and Minister for the
Coordination of Education and Training: COVID-19 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. JA Merlino, MP

Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Resources . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. J Symes, MLC

Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations and Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and
Finance: COVID-19 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. TH Pallas, MP

Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister for Priority Precincts and
Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19 . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. JM Allan, MP

Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services and Minister for
the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19 . . . . . . .

The Hon. J Mikakos, MLC

Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice and Minister for Victim Support . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. BA Carroll, MP

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and Minister for
Solar Homes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. L D’Ambrosio, MP

Minister for Child Protection and Minister for Disability, Ageing and
Carers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. LA Donnellan, MP

Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality and Minister for
Creative Industries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. MP Foley, MP

Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety and Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19 . . . . . . . .

The Hon. J Hennessy, MP

Minister for Public Transport and Minister for Ports and Freight . . . . . . .

The Hon. MM Horne, MP

Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
Minister for the Coordination of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning: COVID-19 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. LM Neville, MP

Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism, Sport and
Major Events, Minister for Racing and Minister for the Coordination
of Jobs, Precincts and Regions: COVID-19 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. MP Pakula, MP

Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC and Minister
for Fishing and Boating . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. JL Pulford, MLC

Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Community Sport and
Minister for Youth . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. RL Spence, MP

Minister for Training and Skills and Minister for Higher Education . . . .

The Hon. GA Tierney, MLC

Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. G Williams, MP

Minister for Planning and Minister for Housing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The Hon. RW Wynne, MP

Cabinet Secretary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Ms M Thomas, MP

Legislative Council committees
Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee
Mr Barton, Mr Erdogan, Mr Finn, Mr Gepp, Mrs McArthur, Mr Quilty and Mr Tarlamis.
Participating members: Dr Bach, Ms Bath, Dr Cumming, Mr Davis, Mr Limbrick, Mr Meddick, Mr Ondarchie and
Mr Rich-Phillips.
Environment and Planning Standing Committee
Dr Bach, Ms Bath, Mr Bourman, Mr Hayes, Mr Limbrick, Mr Meddick, Mr Melhem, Dr Ratnam, Ms Taylor and
Ms Terpstra.
Participating members: Ms Crozier, Dr Cumming, Mr Davis, Mrs McArthur and Mr Quilty.
Legal and Social Issues Standing Committee
Ms Garrett, Dr Kieu, Ms Lovell, Ms Maxwell, Mr Ondarchie, Ms Patten, Dr Ratnam and Ms Vaghela.
Participating members: Dr Bach, Mr Barton, Ms Bath, Ms Crozier, Dr Cumming, Mr Erdogan, Mr Grimley,
Mr Limbrick, Mr O’Donohue, Mr Quilty, Ms Shing and Mr Tarlamis.
Privileges Committee
Mr Atkinson, Mr Bourman, Ms Crozier, Mr Grimley, Mr Leane, Mr Rich-Phillips, Ms Shing, Ms Symes and
Ms Tierney.
Procedure Committee
The President, the Deputy President, Ms Crozier, Mr Davis, Mr Grimley, Dr Kieu, Ms Patten, Ms Pulford and
Ms Symes.

Joint committees
Dispute Resolution Committee
Council: Mr Bourman, Ms Crozier, Mr Davis, Ms Mikakos and Ms Symes.
Assembly: Ms Allan, Ms Hennessy, Mr Merlino, Mr Pakula, Mr R Smith, Mr Walsh and Mr Wells.
Electoral Matters Committee
Council: Mrs McArthur, Mr Meddick, Mr Melhem, Ms Lovell, Mr Quilty and Mr Tarlamis.
Assembly: Ms Blandthorn, Mr Guy, Ms Hall and Dr Read.
House Committee
Council: The President (ex officio), Mr Bourman, Mr Davis, Mr Leane, Ms Lovell and Ms Stitt.
Assembly: The Speaker (ex officio), Mr T Bull, Ms Crugnale, Ms Edwards, Mr Fregon, Ms Sandell and Ms Staley.
Integrity and Oversight Committee
Council: Mr Grimley and Ms Shing.
Assembly: Mr Halse, Mr McGhie, Mr Rowswell, Mr Taylor and Mr Wells.
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Council: Mr Limbrick and Ms Stitt.
Assembly: Ms Blandthorn, Mr Hibbins, Mr Maas, Mr D O’Brien, Ms Richards, Mr Richardson, Mr Riordan and
Ms Vallence.
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Council: Mr Gepp, Mrs McArthur, Ms Patten and Ms Taylor.
Assembly: Mr Burgess, Ms Connolly and Ms Kilkenny.

Heads of parliamentary departments
Assembly: Clerk of the Legislative Assembly: Ms B Noonan
Council: Clerk of the Parliaments and Clerk of the Legislative Council: Mr A Young
Parliamentary Services: Secretary: Mr P Lochert

MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
FIFTY-NINTH PARLIAMENT—FIRST SESSION

President
The Hon. N ELASMAR (from 18 June 2020)
The Hon. SL LEANE (to 18 June 2020)
Deputy President
The Hon. WA LOVELL
Acting Presidents
Mr Bourman, Mr Elasmar, Mr Gepp, Mr Melhem and Ms Patten
Leader of the Government
The Hon. J SYMES
Deputy Leader of the Government
The Hon. J MIKAKOS
Leader of the Opposition
The Hon. DM DAVIS
Deputy Leader of the Opposition
Ms G CROZIER

Member

Region

Atkinson, Mr Bruce Norman
Eastern Metropolitan
Bach, Dr Matthew1
Eastern Metropolitan
Barton, Mr Rodney Brian
Eastern Metropolitan
Bath, Ms Melina Gaye
Eastern Victoria
Bourman, Mr Jeffrey
Eastern Victoria
Crozier, Ms Georgina Mary
Southern Metropolitan
Cumming, Dr Catherine Rebecca
Western Metropolitan
Dalidakis, Mr Philip2
Southern Metropolitan
Davis, Mr David McLean
Southern Metropolitan
Elasmar, Mr Nazih
Northern Metropolitan
Erdogan, Mr Enver3
Southern Metropolitan
Finn, Mr Bernard Thomas Christopher Western Metropolitan
Garrett, Ms Jane Furneaux
Eastern Victoria
Gepp, Mr Mark
Northern Victoria
Grimley, Mr Stuart James
Western Victoria
Hayes, Mr Clifford
Southern Metropolitan
Jennings, Mr Gavin Wayne4
South Eastern Metropolitan
Kieu, Dr Tien Dung
South Eastern Metropolitan
Leane, Mr Shaun Leo
Eastern Metropolitan
Limbrick, Mr David
South Eastern Metropolitan
Lovell, Ms Wendy Ann
Northern Victoria
McArthur, Mrs Beverley
Western Victoria

Party
LP
LP
TMP
Nats
SFFP
LP
Ind
ALP
LP
ALP
ALP
LP
ALP
ALP
DHJP
SA
ALP
ALP
ALP
LDP
LP
LP

Member
Maxwell, Ms Tania Maree
Meddick, Mr Andy
Melhem, Mr Cesar
Mikakos, Ms Jenny
O’Donohue, Mr Edward John
Ondarchie, Mr Craig Philip
Patten, Ms Fiona Heather
Pulford, Ms Jaala Lee
Quilty, Mr Timothy
Ratnam, Dr Samantha Shantini
Rich-Phillips, Mr Gordon Kenneth
Shing, Ms Harriet
Somyurek, Mr Adem5
Stitt, Ms Ingrid
Symes, Ms Jaclyn
Tarlamis, Mr Lee6
Taylor, Ms Nina
Terpstra, Ms Sonja
Tierney, Ms Gayle Anne
Vaghela, Ms Kaushaliya Virjibhai
Wooldridge, Ms Mary Louise Newling7

1

5

2

6

Appointed 5 March 2020
Resigned 17 June 2019
3
Appointed 15 August 2019
4
Resigned 23 March 2020

Region
Northern Victoria
Western Victoria
Western Metropolitan
Northern Metropolitan
Eastern Victoria
Northern Metropolitan
Northern Metropolitan
Western Victoria
Northern Victoria
Northern Metropolitan
South Eastern Metropolitan
Eastern Victoria
South Eastern Metropolitan
Western Metropolitan
Northern Victoria
South Eastern Metropolitan
Southern Metropolitan
Eastern Metropolitan
Western Victoria
Western Metropolitan
Eastern Metropolitan

ALP until 15 June 2020
Appointed 23 April 2020
7
Resigned 28 February 2020

Party abbreviations
AJP—Animal Justice Party; ALP—Labor Party; DHJP—Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party;
FPRP—Fiona Patten’s Reason Party; Greens—Australian Greens; Ind—Independent;
LDP—Liberal Democratic Party; LP—Liberal Party; Nats—The Nationals; SA—Sustainable Australia;
SFFP—Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party; TMP—Transport Matters Party

Party
DHJP
AJP
ALP
ALP
LP
LP
FPRP
ALP
LDP
Greens
LP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
ALP
LP

CONTENTS
ANNOUNCEMENTS
Acknowledgement of country ....................................................................................................................................1651
PETITIONS
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1651
PAPERS
Channel 31 ...................................................................................................................................................................1651
Community petitions ..............................................................................................................................................1651
Papers............................................................................................................................................................................1651
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion ........................................................................................................................................................1651
MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Windsor Primary School.............................................................................................................................................1652
Southern Metropolitan Region parks.........................................................................................................................1652
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1652
Homelessness ...............................................................................................................................................................1652
Gippsland Women’s Health .......................................................................................................................................1653
Racial discrimination...................................................................................................................................................1653
TAFE enrolments ........................................................................................................................................................1653
Police conduct ..............................................................................................................................................................1654
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1654
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1654
Southern Metropolitan Region schools .....................................................................................................................1655
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1655
Graham Ashton ............................................................................................................................................................1655
BILLS
Wildlife Rescue Victoria Bill 2020............................................................................................................................1656
Statement of compatibility.....................................................................................................................................1656
Second reading........................................................................................................................................................1656
COMMITTEES
Legal and Social Issues Committee ...........................................................................................................................1659
Reference.................................................................................................................................................................1659
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion ........................................................................................................................................................1675
MOTIONS
Barley tariffs.................................................................................................................................................................1676
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
China trade ...................................................................................................................................................................1677
Belt and Road Initiative ..............................................................................................................................................1678
Ministers statements: COVID-19 ..............................................................................................................................1679
Latrobe Regional Hospital ..........................................................................................................................................1679
Urban planning ............................................................................................................................................................1681
Ministers statements: Agriculture Workforce Plan ..................................................................................................1681
La Trobe University ....................................................................................................................................................1682
Firearm and ammunition sales ...................................................................................................................................1683
Ministers statements: university funding ..................................................................................................................1684
Pig Services Centre......................................................................................................................................................1684
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1685
Ministers statements: road maintenance....................................................................................................................1686
Written responses ........................................................................................................................................................1687
RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice .....................................................................................................................................................1687
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Victoria Region ..............................................................................................................................................1689
Western Victoria Region ............................................................................................................................................1689
Western Metropolitan Region ....................................................................................................................................1690
Western Victoria Region ............................................................................................................................................1690
Eastern Metropolitan Region......................................................................................................................................1690
Western Metropolitan Region ....................................................................................................................................1690
Northern Metropolitan Region ...................................................................................................................................1691
Eastern Victoria Region ..............................................................................................................................................1691
Eastern Metropolitan Region......................................................................................................................................1691
Northern Victoria Region ...........................................................................................................................................1691

South Eastern Metropolitan Region...........................................................................................................................1692
MOTIONS
Barley tariffs.................................................................................................................................................................1692
Wild horse control .......................................................................................................................................................1707
STATEMENTS ON REPORTS, PAPERS AND PETITIONS
Department of Treasury and Finance ........................................................................................................................1723
Budget papers 2019–20 .........................................................................................................................................1723
Parliamentary Budget Office ......................................................................................................................................1724
Four-day work week trial.......................................................................................................................................1724
Auditor-General ...........................................................................................................................................................1725
Managing Support and Safety Hubs .....................................................................................................................1725
Environment and Planning Committee .....................................................................................................................1726
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management .................................................................................................1726
Department of Treasury and Finance ........................................................................................................................1727
Budget papers 2019–20 .........................................................................................................................................1727
Airsoft ...........................................................................................................................................................................1728
Petition .....................................................................................................................................................................1728
Department of Treasury and Finance ........................................................................................................................1729
Budget papers 2019–20 .........................................................................................................................................1729
MEMBERS
Mr Tarlamis..................................................................................................................................................................1730
Inaugural speech .....................................................................................................................................................1730
ADJOURNMENT
Northern Metropolitan Region manufacturing .........................................................................................................1733
Animal shelters ............................................................................................................................................................1734
Firearm and ammunition sales ...................................................................................................................................1734
Deakin University........................................................................................................................................................1735
Albury Wodonga Health .............................................................................................................................................1736
Grampians National Park............................................................................................................................................1736
Hopetoun P–12 College ..............................................................................................................................................1737
COVID-19....................................................................................................................................................................1737
Timber industry ...........................................................................................................................................................1738
Heritage protections ....................................................................................................................................................1738
Melbourne Symphony Orchestra ...............................................................................................................................1739
Dunlavin–Rooks–Whitehorse roads, Nunawading..................................................................................................1739
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal technology ........................................................................................1740
Homelessness ...............................................................................................................................................................1740
Government banking ...................................................................................................................................................1741
COVIDSafe app...........................................................................................................................................................1742
Sentencing Advisory Council.....................................................................................................................................1742
Responses .....................................................................................................................................................................1742
WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Sports grant programs .................................................................................................................................................1744

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Wednesday, 3 June 2020

Legislative Council

1651

Wednesday, 3 June 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.36 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:36): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house:
COVID-19
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
Victoria’s fishers, golfers, campers, prospectors, hunters and many other groups have been unfairly restricted
from taking part in their recreation because of overreaching restrictions as part of the response to the
COVID-19 pandemic.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to work with the
Victorian Chief Health Officer to immediately allow outdoor recreational activities to recommence, subject
to social distancing restrictions.

By Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (4131 signatures).
Laid on table.
Papers
CHANNEL 31
Community petitions
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:38): I move, by leave:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the community petitions to save Channel 31.

Motion agreed to.
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978—
Minister’s Order of 1 April 2020 giving approval to the granting of a licence at Alexandra Gardens
Reserve and Kings Domain Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 17 September 2019 giving approval to the granting of a lease at Sandringham Beach
Park.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 24.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
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Members statements
WINDSOR PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:44): I would like to talk today about some wonderful
community benefits that are coming to Southern Metropolitan Region. Windsor Primary School is
actually among nine metro schools to share in an investment of $130.1 million to help provide
additional capacity to meet enrolment growth. Let me tell you, this school was built back in the 1870s
and it has a certain charm to it—and we love charm—but charm wears thin after a certain period of
time. And in the modern world we know that we need functional schools that meet modern educational
requirements. So I am very pleased to say that Windsor Primary School is getting an uplift of
$15.5 million, and this will deliver an upgrade to block A, a new specialist learning building and an
overall increase in capacity for 200 additional enrolments, which is fabulous for the school.
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION PARKS
Ms TAYLOR: We are also getting some wonderful pocket parks. We know in Southern
Metropolitan Region how we love open space. Everyone loves open space. What is not to love? We
have two pocket parks. There are more than that, but I am just going to speak to a couple that are fairly
close to where I am. We have the Mount Street pocket park coming to Prahran, and Aileen Avenue in
Caulfield South, and let me tell you, the locals will love them. They are well sought after, and as a
former councillor I know how precious open space is.
COVID-19
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (09:45): All lives matter. Brumby lives matter too. So why
is it that a protest critical of the government was yesterday restricted to 20 brumby supporters, socially
distanced of course, on the steps of Parliament House, while the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services has declared no fines will be issued to protesters who plan a Black Lives Matter protest in
this city on Saturday? This Andrews operation, drunk with power and cloaked in corona secrecy, wants
to fine protesters if they do not like their cause, but if it suits their politically correct agenda thousands
can gather while the rest of us are told to stay home and dob in our bosses if they dare to ask us to
attend our regular workplace. If Victoria Police are not out fining and enforcing social distancing in
Saturday’s protest, how can Victorians ever trust this government again? While Victoria remains
locked up more than anywhere else in this country, a protest with 29 000 people having flagged their
interest in attending will be allowed to go ahead because this government ideologically agrees with it.
If lives matter, Mr Andrews and Ms Neville, not just those of people who might be your friends, all
lives matter.
HOMELESSNESS
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:47): As I wandered up Bourke Street today I was struck
by the fact that in an area where I would normally come across several people sleeping rough there
were none. The COVID-19 pandemic has been a trying, sometimes frightening time for a lot of people.
I acknowledge many businesses are doing it tough, many individuals have lost their jobs and there are
families in Victoria grieving for the loss of loved ones. But the way our state and the people who
provide services to the vulnerable in our community have stepped up has been truly magnificent. To
see the streets today empty when there would usually be scores of homeless people, knowing that they
are somewhere safer and with a roof over their head, I have genuine hope, and after we have gotten
through this pandemic we simply cannot go back to normal for those who need our help the most—
and COVID has increased and will increase the numbers who desperately need our help.
Having proved we actually can make a difference and we can tackle this vexed, difficult issue when
we put our minds to it, we simply cannot accept that people will be thrown back onto the streets. I will
work harder, and I encourage every single member of this place to advocate for the individuals and
organisations who are on the front line. Talk to Launch Housing or the Salvation Army, and they will
tell you the difference they have been able to make. Talk to the Western Homelessness Network,
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Wyndarra, Hope Street, Anglicare, Women’s Property Initiatives or the numerous other homelessness
services across our state; they will tell you how you can help them in the future to make permanent
some of the innovative and in some cases life-saving changes they provide.
GIPPSLAND WOMEN’S HEALTH
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (09:49): We certainly are living in challenging and uncertain
times, and I want to take this opportunity to thank every single person in eastern Victoria for their
fortitude and their grace, having been hit more than most across the world, really, by the bushfire crisis,
by losses of jobs in other forums and now of course in this horrific era that we are facing from this
pandemic. We know from the excellent work done by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
Lisa Neville, about issues of family violence arising during this time of isolation and occurring right
across Victoria, and this is also clearly the case in my region.
I was really pleased recently to be able to announce a grant for Gippsland Women’s Health of
$250 000 to assist them in their extraordinary work in reaching out to women right across the region
and helping them when they are facing difficult circumstances, particularly in relation to family
violence but also in terms of isolation, stress or managing children and single mothers. They do
wonderful work and they certainly deserve this support. As I said before, we are very grateful for them
and for all of our constituents in the region.
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:50): There are certainly issues that Australia needs to
resolve in its differences with China. However, the hysteria that has been whipped up around China
lately has had very severe consequences for Chinese Australians. I have noticed—and it continues
today—an extraordinary amount of racism and abuse. The sorts of behaviours towards Chinesebackground citizens who are now Australian citizens is horrendous.
Whilst we watch what is happening as America implodes, thanks to the man that I regard as the most
dangerous man in the world, the fact is that here in Australia we also have a case to answer in terms
of the way we treat people from multicultural backgrounds and indeed, as was raised in a notice of
motion by Dr Ratnam, our own Indigenous people.
I stand with those Chinese Australians who have been on the front line as teachers, as nurses, as health
workers and as people in our stores who have contributed so much to keeping us safe during this period
of the pandemic, all the time copping abuse and racism along the way. In a message to our colleagues
in America, and one that we all should take note of as well, can I just end by saying, ‘I can’t breathe’.
TAFE ENROLMENTS
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:52): I rise to make a members statement in regard to
the wonderful investment that this Andrews Labor government has undertaken in regard to free TAFE.
Free TAFE started in 2019 to train up Victorians for jobs in priority areas. The report card is out, and
free TAFE has been an overwhelming success. Across Victoria there has been an 88 per cent increase
in enrolments in free TAFE courses compared with 2018.
I am pleased to report that at Swinburne University of Technology, including the Croydon campus,
there has been a 227 per cent increase in commencement—one of the biggest growths of all TAFEs
across Victoria—and this is outstanding. The top three courses are the diploma of accounting and
bookkeeping, the diploma of nursing and the diploma of community services, and of course those
areas are very important to ensure that we have a continued supply of appropriately trained people in
those workforces that take care of Victorians in our health services. Other fantastic increases in free
TAFE at Swinburne include a 253 per cent increase in people with a disability being able to access
courses, a 261 per cent increase in women, a 251 per cent increase in the number of culturally and
linguistically diverse students and a 197 per cent increase in the number of people who were
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unemployed. Free TAFE has meant that students who would otherwise never be able to access TAFE
can access training for jobs. Free TAFE is back in 2020, and we are training more Victorians than ever.
POLICE CONDUCT
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:54): I am sure many members of the chamber
would share my concern at the things happening in the United States of America right now following
the death of George Floyd in the custody of police. After a video of Mr Floyd lying on the ground
pleading for help and crying, ‘I can’t breathe’, with an officer kneeling on his neck was viewed by
millions, the United States has erupted in protests and riots that have not been seen since 1968, when
Martin Luther King was assassinated. I will not pretend to have all the answers to the problems of race
and policing, but the protests that have erupted around the world in solidarity share a common theme:
there is a lack of civilian police oversight. ‘We have investigated ourselves and found that we did
nothing wrong’ is insufficient.
On 18 March this year my colleague Mr Quilty introduced a motion calling on the government to
implement the recommendations of an inquiry into IBAC and create a robust civilian oversight body
to handle police complaints. This motion was passed. Clearly the members of this chamber, at least,
want to see appropriate oversight of our police force. It is time for the government to act.
COVID-19
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (09:55): The outbreak of the coronavirus COVID-19 has
impacted people in varying ways on an international scale. The COVID-19 pandemic represents the
most significant challenge to Australia’s economy since the Second World War, and it is estimated
that it will leave an impact which will last for decades. Whilst we all stayed home during the lockdown,
each one of us had a very important role to play, and today I want to thank each one of you for playing
your part.
I would like to thank the residents of Western Metropolitan Region for adhering to the guidelines
issued from time to time by the chief medical officer and the government. I would also like to thank
all the people employed in the essential services, including doctors, nurses, paramedics, police,
teachers, childcare workers, aged-care workers, people employed in supermarkets, logistics,
construction and public transport, volunteers and all the others who were working tirelessly to make
sure people in Victoria could stay at home safe.
During these unprecedented times my office in Western Metropolitan Region was inundated with
queries. I would like to thank my team for staying agile and handling the issues with utmost
professionalism. Thank you to each one of you for giving up so many celebrations like Easter,
Vaisakhi, Ramadan, birthday celebrations, Mother’s Day et cetera so Australia could get to where we
are today. Australia is the envy of the world amidst this pandemic, and I want to thank each one of
you for contributing to this. Together we can and will come out on the other end of this pandemic.
COVID-19
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:57): We are living through a significant time in
history. The gravity of this is still unfolding, and it is indeed far from over. We began 2020 horrified
at the devastation of the bushfires. As we moved towards an anticipated recovery we found ourselves
in the middle of the first worldwide pandemic in living memory. No doubt we have all had challenges;
I definitely have had a lot. What has helped me is stopping to take a few deep breaths, switching off
the media, taking a walk in the sunshine and, above all, being thankful for where I was born. Where
we are born is not our choosing, and we only have to look around the world to understand the impact.
These actions I describe do not necessarily solve all the problems, but they can help to at least steady
the ship, so to speak, and help to move forward. I know that many in my community have experienced
challenges, and if you believe there is some way I can help, I encourage you to contact my office.
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SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION SCHOOLS
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (09:58): Last month I had the pleasure to announce that
the Andrews Labor government will be providing additional funding to several schools in my
electorate as part of our $1.18 billion investment in education infrastructure projects across our state.
The government will provide $9.76 million for Kew High School and $10 million for Sandringham
College for new and upgraded facilities, including a new STEM building at Kew High and a new
gymnasium at Sandringham College. A further $18.97 million will be invested to increase the capacity
of Beaumaris Secondary College from 650 to 1100 students by the year 2022. The funding, through
the government’s Building Works package, will provide significant improvements to our
communities, bringing immense benefit for students in years to come.
The COVID-19 emergency has brought about unprecedented economic challenges, and these projects
and others across our state will play a critical role in supporting Victorian jobs in our construction
industry. I would like to acknowledge and congratulate the principals and school council presidents at
each of the schools for their hard work and advocacy on behalf of their school communities. To Amy
Porter and Andrew Barlow, Debby Chaves and Steve Pearce, Josie Millard and Paula Davey, well
done.
COVID-19
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:00): I rise today to send good luck and best wishes to
the many people in the hospitality businesses across my Eastern Metropolitan electorate and indeed
the state who have been able to reopen their doors this week as restrictions ease. I have been proud to
see my Eastern Metro community pull together during these times. Our local councils of Nillumbik,
Banyule, Manningham, Boroondara, Whitehorse, Monash, Maroondah, Knox and Yarra Ranges have
all led by example, and although they face many challenges of their own, they have used their
resources to assist and promote local businesses, community groups and individuals and families in
need.
COVID-19 has not gone—it may never be—but our health system now is ready and can cope, and I
hope in the coming months we can all look back and say that this was worth it. We should all be very
proud of what has been achieved. I say to all that we need to support each other, buy local, support our
business owners and their staff, and consider who benefits when you buy online—a struggling local
business or an offshore provider. We need each other, so support your community, stay safe, stay local.
GRAHAM ASHTON
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (10:01): I rise today to briefly speak to the retirement of the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Graham Ashton. Commissioner Ashton will vacate the role on 26 June,
a position he has held since 2015. It is no easy task leading an organisation the size and scale of Victoria
Police. I can imagine it is a difficult task for anyone needing to meet public expectation while dealing
with internal policing matters. I served in the force under Graham Ashton for a number of years, and
during that time I can say that his leadership was to be admired and the way he supported the troops
was to be commended.
Shortly after being elected I organised a meeting with the chief commissioner. Amongst other things
we discussed the importance of a public sex offenders register and the need for better mental health
support for all police officers, two issues that he was personally sympathetic to and which I look
forward to pursuing during the remainder of this term of Parliament. I recall in October 2018 Graham
Ashton, along with Victoria Police Association secretary Wayne Gatt, completed a 1000-kilometre
trek, raising almost $600 000 for retired police mental health. As I have spoken of many times in this
chamber, the mental health of all our emergency services workers has been and remains to me a
growing concern. The last few months have been particularly difficult for Victoria Police, with a
devastating fire season, a royal commission into police informants, the outbreak of coronavirus and of
course the tragic loss of four police officers’ lives on the Eastern Freeway.
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Despite the challenges, many would agree that the chief commissioner has provided very strong
leadership. I congratulate Graham Ashton on his term as chief commissioner and wish him all the best
in his future endeavours. To the commissioner’s successor, Shane Patton, I say congratulations, good
luck. You certainly have big shoes to fill.
Bills
WILDLIFE RESCUE VICTORIA BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (10:03): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility with the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with Section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the Charter) I
make this statement of compatibility with respect to the Wildlife Rescue Victoria Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Wildlife Rescue Victoria Bill 2020 is compatible with the Charter.
This Act supports all fundamental human rights and goes some way to recognising that other species also
have those fundamental interests that deserve at the very least consideration and at the very most legislation.
Currently our laws consider the responsibilities of humans insofar as their rights must not infringe upon
another human’s fundamental right to life, liberty, freedom of movement and expression, bodily integrity,
and protection of their families and children. It is regretful that we do not yet extend these rights yet to
individuals of other species who share our home of Victoria and who also wish for life, liberty, freedom of
movement and expression, bodily integrity, and protection of their families and children.
Volunteering is a purposeful undertaking by people to extend themselves in the spirit of service for the sake
of others. Volunteering in its essence does not interfere or infringe upon anyone else’s rights. In that spirit,
this Act upholds the ideals of a democratic and inclusive society. Living in a multi-species world where we
use animals so frequently for personal gain, it is a living example of human dignity to extend oneself to other
individuals of other species during times of risk and vulnerability such as emergencies.
Furthermore, this Act, drafted in order to protect, care for, treat and rehabilitate wildlife in Victoria recognises,
and is compatible with, the Universal Declaration of Animal Rights solemnly proclaimed in Paris on
15 October 1978 at the UNESCO headquarters and revised in 1990, which states that:
•

all animals are born with an equal claim on life and the same rights to existence

•

humans as an animal species shall not arrogate to him or herself the right to exterminate or
inhumanely exploit other animals

•

no animal shall be ill-treated or shall be subject to cruel acts

•

all wild animals have the right to liberty in their natural environment, whether land, air or water

•

deprivation of freedom, even for educational purposes, is an infringement of this right

•

the rights of animals, like human rights, should enjoy the protection of law.

Second reading
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (10:03): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

In emergencies, wildlife rescue, care and rehabilitation in Victoria is broken. To some that may seem
like a harsh statement, but it is nonetheless an accurate one.
Whenever a disaster occurs we see the same scenario played out. Our emergency services scramble,
and they, with the enormous amount of well-deserved respect of their communities, fight to beyond
exhaustion. Day after gruelling day true life stories of extraordinary bravery, compassion and
resilience come to light, and we are reminded of just how wonderful a species of animal we humans
can be. Those stories are always tempered and tinged with something else—the loss of lives. But no
matter how hard people fought, no matter the degree of danger they placed themselves in to save them,
they simply could not.
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There is a period of mourning, one that slowly fades for those communities that are not affected, but
remains forever with those that were.
Then, we see the next phase, that of analysis. How could this have been avoided, or could it even have
been avoided? What lessons did we learn? Do we have the political guts to turn that light of
introspection on and determine what we can do better and just go ahead and do it?
Today, I speak to this chamber about a situation that exists beyond the dreadful fires that crossed two
states and consumed so much property and so many lives, not just human but animals as well. The
fires merely brought this problem to light once again. And this time, not to a local or even statewide
eye, but an international one. The whole world watched in horror at the toll our most recent fires took
on the lives of wild animals.
They watched as help was seen to be needed, screamed for even, but was not forthcoming. At least,
not in a manner that was appropriate to the situation.
Rescuers and carers, vets and darters, all stood by, ready to be called in by the government; of course,
I speak here of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning. People with years, some
with decades, of experience. I won’t say that they waited patiently, because anyone who is ready to
offer their services, be they CFA, SES or any other agency, wants to get into the thick of it, to help. It
is in their nature, and I for one thank them for that trait.
But wait they did. And wait. And wait. To the point where firegrounds were being declared safe, and
yet they were still being told they could not go in and do what they do best. Meanwhile, an army of
volunteers mobilised to get food, water and medical supplies to various NGOs, some local, some state,
some national, so that when what would be in their minds an avalanche of injured animals came out,
they would be ready. I made two of these mercy runs myself, taking medical supplies and food to
Bairnsdale and Wangaratta.
In the end, there was no avalanche of survivors, but merely a trickle. An estimate of over a billion
animals were affected by the fires, and most got no help at all.
I said at the beginning that wildlife rescue, care and rehabilitation in Victoria is broken, and so it is.
The recent fires merely highlighted to the world a much broader, a much deeper problem. There is a
fundamental break, an unrepairable break, in the relationship between the authority charged with this
responsibility, and those who do the work. Those who sacrifice family, work, downtime and personal
comfort, safety and income to rescue, care for, rehabilitate and release our precious wildlife.
This breakdown didn’t occur overnight, it has been decades in the making, and decades long too has
been the subsequent distrust of the department. It’s not all one-way traffic, mind you, there are people
out there who have done the wrong thing. And in so doing earned the ire of the department.
But so deep is this rift that even an attempt to at least pursue some semblance of workable structure
between the two in 2009 failed. Plans worked on by the department were never implemented, and the
rift deepened. That distrust became so insidious that it has even caused the wildlife community to fight
amongst themselves.
So, we come back to that next phase I spoke about. What do we do now? The government recognises
the need to protect our native animals, and I thank them for the many programs they do have in place,
and for the $17.5 million allocated after the fires. But that doesn’t really give us a lasting, permanent
answer to that question.
The answer? Bring them all in. All the rescuers, carers and shelter operators, the rehabilitators and the
releasers. Bring them all in. Make them willing and eager members under a new authority, one that
recognises their work—values it—one that recognises and values their wealth of knowledge and
experience, one that can mend the split in their community because the animals frankly deserve better.
I commit myself to working with them to help that happen.
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The government clearly has a key role to play in mending that relationship. I urge the government to
initiate a public inquiry into how this mammoth task can be achieved, just as we have them for other
important issues that affect the entire community.
The bill I bring here, in order to conform with the restraints imposed by various other acts, does not
contain everything that I originally wished to change, mainly because it would trigger issues around
appropriation and other areas into which I must not stray. I am not, however, prevented from speaking
about those points or from expressing my desire that the government hear what is needed, take up this
bill and amplify it into what the community and our wildlife desperately need. Indeed I want them to
do far more. What I bring today, what I can bring today, is a framework, one that establishes a
committee that will provide ongoing training, accreditation and support not just for the on-the-ground
activities but for the mental and emotional health of all these volunteers because these people see death
up close every day and feel its terrible sting far more often than they feel the joy of returning an animal
to their home.
This bill follows the volunteer model of so many organisations that have come before it, because after
all, why reinvent the wheel? The lessons from various reviews and inquiries are evident in the
evolution of these incredible organisations, and this new authority will mirror them in operation, with
appropriately trained, accredited and dedicated teams of rescuers, vets, darters and others out on the
search in emergencies when safe to go; teams of vets at triage units; transporters taking animals to
shelters—all under the command of someone acting as a wildlife incident controller who will stand
alongside every other emergency agency and who will be triggered into action at the same time as
every other agency or authority.
And this can be marvellous, but it can’t stop there. This structural reform must stay in play outside of
emergencies because the situations involving wildlife rescue are myriad and extend to 24 hours, seven
days, all weather, all regions.
I first thought about this some years ago, and I knew I could not be alone in thinking it. If I recognised
the need, surely there are others, and I was most certainly not alone. This bill could not possibly be
here today without some early and ongoing discussions with Tina Lawrence and the subsequent
involvement of Lisa Palma and Catherine MacLeod, who gave life to a shared vision. Whilst I was
voicing my views of how this would work, they were committing that vision to paper. I thank them
for all the work they have done, just as I thank all rescuers, carers and shelters for the work that they
continue to do.
I don’t bring this bill out of want or need to bash the government—or the department, for that matter—
but out of a need that I and others have recognised is of utmost importance because if we see our native
animals as rightfully coexisting, as indeed having a claim on this environment that stretches far beyond
our short years on this continent, and not as pests that get in the way of our aims to exploit that
environment, and if we value them as unique, as having lives and interests of their own that should be
respected as an intrinsic right, as the rest of the world does, we need to step outside the casual disregard
we have for their lives; we need to uplift them in our minds and our actions and to learn the lessons
that preceding decades have been screaming at us to learn.
We need to adapt, to change how we value them, and that starts with changing how we value these
extraordinary people that look after them, that already see things that way and commit themselves to
championing their lives by looking out for them at every opportunity.
The animals and these people deserve a system that is world’s best practice—something that can be
held up with pride as the model for the world to follow.
I implore the government to do this work. And no, that is not enough either. I will go so far as to say,
‘I beg you’. As surely as we have already passed once-in-a-lifetime reform in so many other areas in
this place, we must continue to do so, and it must stretch beyond our selfish, human-centric viewpoint.
I commend this bill to the house.
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Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:15): I move:
That the debate be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
Committees
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Reference
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (10:16): I move:
That this house requires the Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by no
later than 28 February 2022, on various issues associated with the operation of Victoria’s justice system,
including, but not limited to:
(1) an analysis of factors influencing Victoria’s growing remand and prison populations;
(2) strategies to reduce rates of criminal recidivism;
(3) an examination of how to ensure that judges and magistrates have appropriate knowledge and expertise
when sentencing and dealing with offenders, including an understanding of recidivism and the causes
of crime; and
(4) the consideration of judicial appointment processes in other jurisdictions, specifically noting the
particular skill set necessary for judges and magistrates overseeing specialist courts.

I rise today to proudly present this motion to the house with my colleague and friend Mr Grimley as
representatives of Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party. There are an enormous variety of challenges, demands
and responsibilities that face us in this Parliament. However, ultimately almost everything we do here
is tied to the fundamental objective of maintaining effective laws and indeed an effective rule of law
and ensuring that these are underpinned by a cohesive justice system. In fact it is principally on that
basis that many thousands of people in Western Victoria and Northern Victoria respectively elected
Mr Grimley and me to this Parliament. Those voters understand, and we are here to express on their
behalf, that Victorians will never feel entirely safe and secure nor appropriately protected from the
worst effects of crime if our society is not based on solid legal foundations and values. That is why I
am moving this motion here in the Legislative Council today.
The motion is specifically a referral to the Legal and Social Issues Committee for an inquiry that I
believe will enable us to examine a number of crucial and pressing issues within our Victorian justice
system. More to the point, I hope that it will allow us to identify meaningful solutions to a number of
serious and enduring problems. It is deliberately based on broad terms of reference, with four main
points of focus. I have chosen these not only because they represent four of the most immediate and
critical areas in the justice system that lend themselves to committee consideration but because in all
likelihood they will also seamlessly pave the way for scrutiny of some other important associated
issues.
Firstly, analysis of the number of people in our state’s prisons is one of the most obvious baselines for
any inquiry of this kind. According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, over the past 21 years the
number of people in full-time custody in Victoria has soared by more than 200 per cent to more than
8000 people in the December 2019 quarter. As the Productivity Commission’s latest Report on
Government Services confirms, this means around 157 people per every 100 000 are imprisoned in
Victoria, compared to only 106 even a decade ago. Within that overall cohort close to 3000 prisoners
are currently on remand. To add to all of that, the ABS data says there are also nearly 13 000 people
on community correction orders. That is more than double the equivalent figure in 2001.
No matter the perspective from which any of us comes to law and order debates, no-one can be content
with what these numbers are already telling us, especially as they also need to be set in the context of
what is widely understood to be substantial under-reporting of crimes in many areas, particularly in
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rural towns. We should be even more worried about what a potential continuation of these trends will
mean in the future. Ultimately significantly driving down crime has to be a goal that we all share.
This leads me to the second part of my motion. Clearly one development that would dramatically
improve law and order in Victoria would be the reduction of our persistently high rates of criminal
recidivism. Currently more than 50 per cent of people incarcerated in Victoria subsequently reoffend.
Worse still, 43 per cent of all Victorian prisoners are back in custody again within just two years of
being released.
Each of those numbers is staggering in itself. Arguably what is most stark of all about them is they
confirm we have what the Institute of Public Affairs’ Andrew Bushnell describes as a corrections
system that is not proving sufficiently corrective. In short, some inmates are not being imprisoned for
long enough to keep the broader community adequately safeguarded from them. Nor is Victoria most
effectively using what is often the last best chance to break what has typically become an entrenched
downward spiral for many people who have found their way to jail. In my view, a committee process
would allow for detailed and careful consideration of the myriad ramifications of those numbers as
well as the many factors behind them. This would almost certainly incorporate contemplation of more
work and investment in early interventions and programs to divert Victorian youth in particular from
a trajectory of offending.
The committee would also likely hear that for the most directly affected victims the devastating
consequences of almost every serious crime are frequently compounded by court processes and
responses that are bewildering and deeply unsatisfying. To that end, the last two components of my
motion focus on how we ensure that we attract, appoint and equip the best candidates for judicial office
to most proficiently meet the demands and needs of contemporary courts and society.
Over more than a decade the two major parties have variously promoted the need for changes to
improve the quality and transparency of the processes and criteria for judicial appointments. However,
those reforms are yet to materialise. By contrast, in other states and territories a number of formal
review processes and inquiries have recently led to the creation and implementation of a range of
important new guidelines and protocols for judicial appointments. In some of those cases advisory
panels have also been established, specifically to help attorneys-general vet and select candidates in a
more comprehensive and considered way.
I would stress this is not to criticise Attorney-General Hennessy or any past Victorian AttorneyGeneral by comparison. However, it is to raise the point that there are no statutory requirements for
consultation in this area in Victoria and that our Attorney is also not bound by such advice. For
Queensland’s part, its Attorney-General, Yvette D’Ath, wrote in 2015 that there is a clear value to be
gained from, and I quote:
… a public discussion about what attributes, skill-sets and qualities we should seek in filling judicial positions.

Those are sentiments with which I agree. They also have particular relevance at a time when many
justice systems, and Victoria’s is one of those, are increasingly being supplemented by the use of
specialist courts. Improved decisions and more accurate scrutiny of the increasingly sophisticated and
complex evidence that typically features in specialist courts will surely flow from wider discussion
and analysis not only of how we make judicial appointments in and of themselves. They will also
come when we best align judges’ and magistrates’ individuals skills and relevant capabilities to where
they are most needed.
Obviously it would be remiss of me to complete this speech without reflecting on the point that our
state clearly does have some particularly difficult questions to contemplate here after the recent
overturning of a succession of Victorian decisions on appeal to the High Court.
Across each of the aspects of the inquiry MLCs would undoubtedly bring a number of different ideas
to the table. However, I would encourage anyone who might be inclined to contribute to recognise
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there is a real opportunity and actually a real imperative for us all to work collaboratively on this, not
least because the view that our justice system requires major reform tends to be almost universally
shared across Victorian society and also widely shared throughout the legal fraternity. If anyone does
not believe that, they may care to type terms like ‘Victoria’s broken justice system’ into a Google
search. They can then not only behold 23 million-plus entries that will greet them but also contemplate
the vast range of personal and professional backgrounds from which those observations come. In a
legal sense, reports and comments pointing to dissatisfaction with elements of Victorian justice can be
found, for example, from the likes of Victoria Legal Aid, the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service,
Victorian Council of Social Service and other centres and organisations working with the most
destitute, disadvantaged clients. You will also find them even in recent times right at the other end of
the system, from eminent judges and magistrates such as Dyson Heydon, Charlie Rozencwajg, Nick
Papas and many other very senior figures.
Of course it is not hard to understand why, given that Victoria’s justice system to this day remains
plagued by a catalogue of abiding problems and challenges. These range from insufficient early
intervention and primary prevention at one end of the spectrum through to the discouraging evaluation
of programs at the other, which ultimately determines outcomes. They extend from protracted court
delays and the inefficiency of many processes, even when cases do make it to trial, through to the
growing proliferation of plea bargains, legal loopholes and sometimes dubious defences that enable
offenders to sidestep certain hearings altogether. They take in contradictions, such as Nicola Gobbo
being awarded more than $7 million in legal costs and compensation while people requiring legal aid
and victims of horrific crimes sometimes struggle to even access basic support.
Obviously I could cite many more problems, including the inadequate monitoring of some high-risk
offenders; the lack of a public sex offender register; waves of child pornography activity; soaring levels
of drug abuse; rife smuggling of contraband into correctional facilities; shocking numbers of assaults
on emergency workers, including custodial and correctional officers; youth justice and child protection
systems under ever-present strain; crumbling court infrastructure in some locations; legislation that
sometimes is not accurately targeted; prolific domestic and family violence, including growing
numbers of infanticide and adolescent, parent-child and child-on-child violence cases; growing
pressures on judicial officers themselves; insufficient continuing education for lawyers, magistrates
and judges and the need for more prosecutors and specialist staff; and the lack of 24-hour police
stations in a number of parts of Victoria, especially across regional and rural areas, let alone the rising
demands, pressures and costs at almost all points of the system.
Of course this inquiry that I am proposing clearly cannot extend its remit to anything like all of those
issues. Furthermore, and as is the case for all such inquiries, it might be that the government is
reluctant, at the end of the day, to embrace even the various changes that the committee proposes. For
our part, in Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party, though, we genuinely believe this inquiry offers the potential
to identify some far-reaching and critically needed reforms.
Ultimately, Victoria would benefit substantially from the emergence of a justice system that
appropriately holds accountable those who offend and offers genuine deterrence to those who are
thinking of doing so. We also need a system that incorporates a corrective component that is
sufficiently equipped to better enable released prisoners to integrate back into society and make them
less likely to reoffend. Most of all, we need to better honour the principle that the main beneficiaries
of any serious self-respecting justice system should always be those who abide by the law rather than
those who break it. Frankly, we cannot afford much more loss of community faith in a Victorian
system that has both long and widely been perceived as tilting the scales of justice too heavily in favour
of the perpetrators of crimes over their victims.
Clearly one key step in helping to achieve all of that is more intensive and focused work here in the
upper house on measures that have the potential to trigger meaningful and genuine reform and to
rebuild public confidence in the justice system in the process. That is the fundamental premise on
which this motion is predicated, and I trust that other MLCs will today recognise the value and
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common sense in this approach. Many of the problems in the Victorian justice system have become
unsustainable, but we simply cannot allow them to become insurmountable. On that note, I commend
this motion to the house.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (10:31): Let me begin by saying that this government
will not be opposing this referral. We are committed to keeping the community safe and working to
reduce the rates of recidivism. We also stand by our record of providing funding as required to keep
our courts accessible and to provide access to justice for all Victorians. As Victoria grows and our
3135 new police officers hit the beat, this government is investing in the infrastructure in our
corrections system that meets needs and keeps the community safe.
Population growth, the government’s strengthening of sentencing and bail laws and strong recruitment
of police officers has caused Victoria’s prison population to increase, and it is expected to continue to
grow. To provide some context, in the 10 years to 30 June 2019 Victoria’s prison population increased
by 86 per cent. When they were last in government the coalition failed to plan for the increase in
prisoner numbers and placed double-bunks or shipping containers across our prison system. Unlike
our predecessors we did not try and sweep this under the rug; we actually took action, and we funded
upgrades across infrastructure in this sector.
There are a number of aspects to this motion that I do want to discuss. Besides the growth in the sector
due to our population growth, which has led to an increase in the prison population with greater
enforcement, we have also introduced strategies to address criminal recidivism. We understand the
importance of rehabilitation. We understand that trying to get people back on track is not easy. It is
not the politics of fear; it is the politics of rehabilitation, reform and getting people to contribute to our
society in a positive way. That is why we have invested in prisoners getting vocational skills while
they are in prison so that they can hold a job once they are released into the community. That has been
a key component of our funding for the sector.
In 2018–19 more than $123 million was allocated to the rehabilitation and reintegration programs
across the correctional system. In addition, education and employment programs include offending
behaviour change programs, drug and alcohol programs, specialised mental health services and
prosocial activities to strengthen family bonds and relationships for prisoners to help with their postrelease support so that they can reintegrate into the community. In 2019 we committed $42 million to
enhance rehabilitation and support for prisoners, including $22.7 million directed to diversion,
rehabilitation and reintegration programs and $20 million for programs to reduce the incarceration of
women. Further investment has been made in the operation of employment pathway brokers, who
provide employment links for community-based offenders as well as continuing and improving the
delivery of forensic alcohol and other drug services in the community.
Prisoner recidivism, the rate of return to prison, in Victoria was 43.3 per cent. This outcome is lower
than the 2017–18 result. In 2018–19 Victoria had the fourth lowest rate of return to prison in Australia,
below the national average of 46.4 per cent, as noted in the 2020 Report on Government Services. In
general we are committed to reintegrating prisoners into our society in a positive manner—that is,
through skills, through training and through rehabilitation. It is not just through ‘tough on crime’ talk
but also by implementing and funding programs to effect positive change on individuals.
Part of this is also targeted to women prisoners in particular. The number of female prisoners has
almost doubled in the last 10 years, especially amongst Indigenous Australians. Women prisoners are
less likely to be in prison for serious offences, more likely to spend a short time in custody and most
likely to be victims themselves of crimes, reporting high rates of sexual abuse and family violence.
The key to reducing offending and protecting community safety is ensuring we address the root cause
of crime.
We have invested over $20 million over four years, which has been specifically committed to
improving outcomes for women through the reducing incarceration for women initiative. This funding
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is providing improved mental health services for women prisoners and the development of service
pathways for female prisoners with an intellectual disability. The government is committed to reducing
women’s reoffending by ensuring that policies, programs and services are gender responsive and are
progressively implemented through the whole system.
The gender-specific programs support education and training and also medical assistance for drug and
alcohol programs, parenting programs, family violence and other health and wellbeing aspects.
Kangan Batman TAFE provides a number of education and training courses which we work with to
deliver pre- and post-release programs for prisoners. The Women’s Correctional Services Advisory
Committee continues to provide independent advice and strategic policy directions on issues
impacting women in the corrections system. This includes advice for reforms to strip searching
practices in women’s prisons that will significantly reduce the use of routine strip searching in
women’s prisons while maintaining safety for prisoners and staff. There are a number of other tailored
programs.
I think an important point that Ms Maxwell touched on was about training and examining judges and
magistrates and their appropriate knowledge and expertise. This is very important, as we all understand
that an independent judiciary is crucial, just as the separation of powers is important. We have
separation of the legislature, the executive and the judiciary; they all play an important role in the
public’s confidence in the administration of justice and the administration of government too. The
Judicial College of Victoria Act 2001 provides for the establishment of the Judicial College of
Victoria, which is responsible for providing continuing education and training, and producing
publications for judicial officers. The Judicial College of Victoria also provides a wide range of
education and training to ensure that judicial officers are kept abreast of developments in law and also
community trends. It is also important that they run sessions monthly on technology, and they also
provide training about their fitness as well. The college also provides a number of guidance books and
runs programs in regional Victoria, so it plays a crucial role in the training of judges and magistrates.
The Judicial Commission of Victoria provides oversight where there are claims of misconduct against
judicial officers. The mechanism was created in 2016 by the Judicial Commission of Victoria
Act 2016. The transparent complaint process provided by the commission aims to guard against an
erosion in public confidence in the Victorian courts and VCAT and to ensure the high standard of
conduct that the Victorian public expects of its judiciary is maintained. The commission can
investigate complaints about the conduct and capacity of judicial officers and VCAT matters but not
complaints about the correctness of a decision made by a judicial officer or VCAT member. Obviously
that would be a matter for an appeal court or tribunal. Any member of the public or legal profession
can make a complaint.
Judges and courts are an essential frontline workforce, and this has been evident as we have been
dealing with the COVID-19 crisis. Family violence, bail, pleas, remand and other urgent matters are
being prioritised, but there are a large range of other matters across the courts that are being heard.
More and more matters are coming on line as the courts adapt the way they work. Our courts heard
over 18 000 criminal matters last year; 13 000 of these matters were heard in the Magistrates Court.
Over 7000 civil matters were heard by courts and VCAT—this data does not include the Magistrates
Court—16 000 criminal matters were finalised with the courts and 8500 civil matters were finalised
with the courts and VCAT. The courts have followed the expert medical advice during COVID-19 to
protect court users and ensure their essential operations continue.
We have been committed to the wellbeing of the judiciary and providing access to courts. This includes
$152 million provided for the new Bendigo law courts, $23 million to support the Office of Public
Prosecutions and $16 million to expand the specialist capacity of WorkSafe Victoria inspectors.
I think an important point Ms Maxwell raised is that the condition of our courts is something we should
consider. That is why we do support this referral. With all these matters I guess it is always a question
of funding and resources, and I guess referral to a committee will let us examine these aspects much
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more closely. We believe we have a proud record of increasing funding to the sector. We have not run
away from the issue. We understand there is an issue, and that is why we are funding extra police, we
are funding new courts and we are upgrading the training of judicial officers and general staff in the
sector. We care about their wellbeing, so we are providing access to mental health training. But we are
also providing vocational training for prisoners in the corrections system so that when they get out
they can get into a job and move on with their lives. That is crucial.
There are many more upgrades that are ongoing. We are building a new prison in Lara at Chisholm
Road, which should have a capacity for 1200 maximum-security prisoners. That will also create jobs
in the sector. We are expecting to create 900 full-time jobs in Lara as a result, not only in the prison
system itself but also medical professionals, psychologists, teachers and teacher aides—all the other
aspects to the corrections system that might not necessarily come to your mind firsthand. The
corrections system and the justice system are more than just police and courts; they are also the health
professionals and teachers that are so crucial to having a successful rehabilitation system.
A few other points I want to make are about the upgraded security we have provided for a number of
courts, whether they be at Horsham, Wonthaggi, Werribee, Sunshine or Moorabbin, including
improvements to CCTV and other security upgrades. We have also invested over $2 million for
security upgrades at the Werribee court and another $1 million in other critical infrastructure across
our state.
This is an important issue that we should not run away from. It is a matter that does need to be
examined. It is an area that is developing, as was highlighted in Ms Maxwell’s speech. We have seen
the ongoing commission into Lawyer X, or whatever you want to call it. I look forward to seeing the
recommendations come out of that investigation and that inquiry. I think it is important that we get an
opportunity to reflect on this area, because there is always room for improvement. It is an area which
unfortunately will not go away. As our population grows, as the demands of modern society grow,
unfortunately it is probably a sector that will grow. It is a challenge that we as a government have in
terms of getting the right balance. But one thing I think we are both committed to is the importance of
rehabilitation and making sure that people can reintegrate into society and stop reoffending.
In conclusion, the government will be supporting Ms Maxwell’s referral motion because we believe
that keeping the community safe and working to reduce rates of recidivism are vitally important and
that all Victorians deserve a world-class justice system that serves the public interest. So I commend
this motion to the house.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (10:44): I am pleased to rise and be the first speaker for the
opposition on Ms Maxwell’s motion. I congratulate Ms Maxwell for bringing this motion before the
house, because these are very important issues that do need to be examined in more detail. As members
would be aware, the opposition does have some amendments. Our amendments build on
Ms Maxwell’s motion to include some other issues such as the recidivism that occurs not just with
prisoners released into the community but also with those on community corrections orders and to
examine the costs associated with the Victorian prison system when compared to other states and why
the cost to operate Victoria’s prison system is so much more than that of other states on a per prisoner
per day basis or indeed on a capital basis.
When you look at some of the prison builds in New South Wales compared to Victoria, there are
50 per cent additional costs in Victoria compared to New South Wales for like-for-like prisons and
prison infrastructure. Getting to the bottom of the violence that is endemic in the adult prison system
and the juvenile justice system—the youth justice system—is also, we think, a critical issue. I am
happy to move my amendments to Ms Maxwell’s motion now if they can be circulated, please. I move:
(1) In paragraph (2) after the words ‘criminal recidivism’ insert the words ‘, both in respect to custodial
sentences and community corrections orders’.
(2) In paragraph (3) omit ‘crime; and’ and insert in their place ‘crime;’.
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(3) In paragraph (4) omit ‘courts.’ and insert in their place ‘courts;’.
(4) After paragraph (4), insert the following:
‘(5) a comprehensive review of the operational costs of Victoria’s correctional system, which is
currently the highest in the nation on a per prisoner, per day basis; and
(6) reviewing the growing rate of serious prisoner-on-staff assaults, which are at the highest rate in a
decade.’.

I suppose the context in this motion is important. Ms Maxwell set the scene and spoke about the
context from her perspective, and Mr Erdogan responded on behalf of the government. I think the stats
and the facts speak for themselves. Under the Andrews government crime is up nearly 17 per cent.
We have had, at different times, some very concerning spates of serious crime that have caused
enormous concern in the community. Perhaps the one that stands out to me is the spate of jewellery
store robberies we saw across Victoria a couple of years ago. The brazen and violent nature of those
robberies was truly shocking, and at that time we also saw a significant rise in home invasions and
carjackings—the types of crime that really we did not see in Victoria in any large way until relatively
recently.
The crime rate is up, violent crime has been up and recidivism is up. Mr Erdogan said that recidivism
is now 43 per cent in Victoria. He described it as the fourth best—that is really a great way to try to
manipulate the stats, isn’t it? It is the fourth best. Now, are we talking about the eight jurisdictions or
the six states?
Ms Patten: Everyone is surprised.
Mr O’DONOHUE: Exactly. It is the fourth best. Full marks to Mr Erdogan for trying to pump up
the tyres of the Andrews government—the fourth best. Now, if he is talking about the six states, that
could also be perhaps viewed as the third worst. If he is looking at the eight jurisdictions, including
the two territories, then it is mid-rank at best. That is at a time when the recidivism rate in Victoria and
the incarceration rate in Victoria used to be much lower than what it is, and indeed during the term of
the Napthine government the recidivism rate was broadly in the mid to high 30s range. It bumped
around following some parole changes and the toughening of the parole system and changes to the
bail system, but fundamentally it was in the mid to high 30 per cent range throughout the course of the
Baillieu-Napthine period.
In the analysis recidivism is going backwards; it has got worse under the Andrews government. It is
an indictment of the government that for every two prisoners released into the community today from
prison, the likelihood is that one of those will be back behind bars within two years. Mr Erdogan also
rolled out the government’s shopping list or talking points about how they have invested money here
and money there and have done this and done that, which really just begs the question that if money
has been spent, why are the results worse? They are worse. Crime is up; recidivism is up. Why?
I think an inquiry into these matters actually would be worthwhile. I have got some ideas or hypotheses
myself, but to examine these issues in detail, I think, would be useful. The fact that, for example, we
have thousands of prisoners on remand with limited access to programs could well be a factor. More
and more prisoners are coming into the prison system because of court delays and not having their
matters heard. They are on remand for a significant period, they come to court and the sentence they
receive is time served and a community corrections order, or some variation of that. They do not get
to do programs in prison because they are on remand. They are not in a settled location. They do not
have an ability to have time in one location and to do the programs that could help them address the
causes of their offending behaviour. That is what I think is very important.
At the last election the opposition had a number of policy initiatives to try to address the remand
population. We were strong supporters of expanded videoconferencing technology, and what COVID
has demonstrated is that while some matters have been able to be heard in the Magistrates Court in
particular—the high-volume matters—the courts have had to make very difficult choices about which
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matters they hear, because there simply is not the videoconferencing technology to enable sufficient
matters to be heard. So the Chief Magistrate, the Chief Judge and others have had to make difficult
decisions about who to prioritise, what cohorts to prioritise and which cohorts to basically leave on
remand for another day. If the videoconferencing technology had been better, more widespread and
more accessible during this time of lockdown when crime has gone down, which is a good thing and
which occurs during a lockdown phase, it could have been an opportunity for the court system to try
and address the backlog of prisoners on remand. But unfortunately the court’s ability to do that has
been hampered because it simply has not had the investment from government to enable the type of
videoconferencing capacity that is needed.
And whilst it is not apposite to this motion per se, the jurisdiction that most desperately needs that
investment is the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. VCAT, like the Magistrates Court, is
where thousands and thousands of high-volume matters are heard. VCAT is operating on 1980s
computer systems with, at the start of COVID, a phone system that could not have more than two
people on the line at once. It desperately needs from government a significant injection to take it from
the 1980s with that IT technology into the current time, because just as in the Magistrates Court many
matters can be heard remotely, taking pressure off court infrastructure, reducing prisoner movements
and reducing pressure on the overburdened Magistrates Court.
Similarly in VCAT appropriate videoconferencing technology would enable many matters to be
heard—small claims, residential tenancies and a whole range of matters—remotely, empowering
people who struggle to get a day off work or for whom it is difficult to get into 55 King Street and the
like. That should be a priority for government at this time. That investment in VCAT is urgent, as are
the additional videoconferencing facilities for the Magistrates Court in particular, because it is a highvolume jurisdiction and it is where most offenders who are remanded in custody are first dealt with.
I have just a couple of other points in response to Mr Erdogan. Mr Erdogan said that the government
will stand by its record, which as I said is more crime and high recidivism; he also asserted that the
previous government failed to invest in prison infrastructure, which is a very different line to what his
colleagues used to say when the coalition government was in government. As Minister Mikakos would
recall, she and others used to criticise the investment of the coalition in prison infrastructure, when but
for the Ravenhall prison, which was under construction at the end of the term of the previous
government, this government would have had all sorts of enormous problems in managing the prisoner
population.
And again, COVID has created many challenges across the economy and the community. It presents
an opportunity to address the remand population with reduced criminal activity in a lockdown
environment. It is interesting. Despite Mr Erdogan’s comments, the shipping containers that were put
into many Victorian prisons continue to operate at Beechworth, Marngoneet and a range of other
prisons across the state, and they were half the price of a traditional prison build.
Moving to limb (3) of Ms Maxwell’s motion, it says:
(3) an examination … to ensure that judges and magistrates have appropriate knowledge and expertise when
sentencing and dealing with offenders, including an understanding of recidivism and the causes of crime;
and
(4) the consideration of judicial appointment processes in other jurisdictions, specifically noting the
particular skill set … for judges and magistrates overseeing specialist courts.

The appointment of judges and magistrates has been a matter of public interest in the last 48 hours. As
the Age reported yesterday and again today, Minister Pakula, when Attorney-General, oversaw the
appointment of Justice Steven Moore, someone he acknowledged in his inaugural speech to
Parliament as someone who has ‘been by my side throughout my entire journey in the Labor Party’
and who he described as being one of his good mates. Now, Justice Moore was a long-term barrister
and a Queen’s Counsel and therefore no doubt an eminent advocate. I do not know Justice Moore and
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make no observation about his skills and suitability. That is not in question. That is not the issue, I
think; that is definitely not the issue.
What is the issue, and Ms Maxwell touched on this, is that over time the appointment process to
government boards and other government positions has evolved to become more transparent and more
public and to follow what one might describe as traditional, open recruitment processes. Now, that
does not apply in the same way to the appointment of judges and magistrates. By and large, the
appointment of judges and magistrates is the gift of the Attorney-General of the day. As Minister
Pakula is quoted in the Age as saying, he would do that in consultation with the Chief Justice and
invariably with the president of the Victorian Bar and other perhaps eminent legal figures. But because
that process is not the same as, for example, appointments to government boards, because that process
is a cabinet process and therefore documents associated with it are not subject to FOI, or are unlikely
to be subject to FOI, the obligation on the Attorney-General is much higher. In my view not only
should the Attorney-General avoid any real conflict of interest but the Attorney-General should avoid
any perceived conflict of interest.
In today’s story in the Age—in the follow-up story—Minister Pakula is quoted as saying basically
words to the effect of, ‘I went to law school at Monash in the late 1980s and early 90s. I know lots of
lawyers. As the Attorney-General I deal with lots of lawyers. I’m going to know lots of people who
come forward to be appointed as judges’. And that is true. But there is a difference between someone
you meet at a bar council dinner, someone you sit next to at the Law Institute of Victoria annual
cocktail party, someone you remember from torts 101 in 1992 or criminal law in 1992 and someone
you acknowledge in your inaugural speech as one of your good mates who has been by your side for
years. Again, I make no observation and no reflection on Justice Moore. It is unfortunate for him that
indeed Minister Pakula, by his actions, has created the situation. But, as I say, given the opaque nature
of the judicial appointment process, which by and large is the gift of the Attorney-General, the
obligation on the Attorney-General to avoid any real or perceived conflict of interest is much higher
than the bar, I suggest, for other appointments where there is a more independent, public process.
Now, other jurisdictions we look to have taken steps and made some changes in this space—in the
UK, Ms Maxwell referred to Queensland, and other states. It is an issue, I think, that Ms Maxwell has
raised, and it is something which is worthy of consideration. So we welcome Ms Maxwell’s motion,
with the amendments that I have circulated, which seek to strengthen the motion and highlight some
of those other issues, such as the recidivism of offenders on community correction orders, not just
those in prison; the cost of Victoria’s prison system compared to other states; and the culture in our
correctional facilities that sees almost daily reports of assaults and violence towards prison officers
and those who work in our youth justice system, who are going to work and doing a job. They do not
deserve to be assaulted, spat on, sworn at and abused. Indeed it is those people that often can help lead
a prisoner down the path of addressing the causes of their offending behaviour and hopefully get down
that recidivism rate of nearly one in two prisoners being back in prison within two years—break that
cycle.
To finish, I just want to recount without identifying by name or identifying the person a constituent
issue that has come to me from a constituent that I have dealt with now for several years and I know
reasonably well, and I absolutely respect his passion. A father has come to me concerned about his
daughter who is in prison and has a drug addiction. This person has been imprisoned before, cannot
break the drug addiction and is due to be released in the coming period. Without an intervention he is
worried and almost certain that she will relapse into her drug addiction, which will lead to criminal
behaviour, potential violence and her return to incarceration—the sort of cycle that leads to a 43 per
cent incarceration rate. He is at his wits’ end. He has done everything he can to try and help her.
One of the policies we advanced at the last election, in part because of his strong advocacy, was a
compulsory drug treatment order in certain circumstances even when the person before the court does
not consent to it—a compulsory drug treatment order, again, trying to address the causes of the
offending behaviour. And my constituent is even more concerned because he does not want his future
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grandchild to be the subject of drug addiction or the impact of drugs in the mother’s system. So these
are very, very important issues. It is important the Parliament discuss these and look at them in detail,
which can only really come through a parliamentary inquiry. That is why the opposition welcomes
this motion. We support it with our amendments, which I look forward to being debated in due course.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:06): I rise to speak to Ms Maxwell’s motion. It is
interesting following the opposition and the government both kind of touting that they have done better
than the other, and I would have to say that I do not think either of them have done well in addressing
the growing problems that our justice system is facing and preventing people entering into our justice
system. I think that is where we have absolutely tragically failed our community, our young people
and even, as Mr O’Donohue said, the parents of young people who are facing things like drug
addiction.
One of my advisers observed, when we were looking at the Justice Party and Ms Maxwell’s motion,
that the Venn diagram of this motion and Reason’s policy agenda is actually a circle. There is nothing
outside that circle. We may not be aligned on solutions in this motion—we may have different
perceptions about how we might solve this—but we are very aligned that these issues need to be
addressed and we welcome this inquiry. This inquiry allows what Reason always seeks, and that is
evidence-based solutions found in empirical scientific research. I have been fortunate to be the chair
of the committee to which this referral has been made.
I will limit my commentary, and I also will limit it to allow others to make their comments on this, but
we do need to think how we address our growing remand numbers and reduce our criminal reoffending
rates. I suspect that this inquiry will really provide us with the evidence that we need to address some
of those problems. As we have heard from the previous speakers, we know remand and recidivism
rates are too high. Being the fourth best in Australia does not even get you a medal. It certainly is not
something that we should be proud of, and I do not think either side has got anything to be proud of.
We have been talking about 44 and 43 per cent recidivism rates. Let us just remember, that is people
who are back in jail within two years. Our actual recidivism rates are more like 60 per cent. Most
people who go to jail are going back, so if we want to stop our jail populations growing, we need to
stop people going to jail. I hope that the solutions and answers to this are some of what we will find
during this inquiry if it is to be supported by the house.
We know that probably a large number—and I would say even the majority—of those who are
offending in Victoria have drug issues. But we also know that change is achievable. If you look at our
incarceration rates in Victoria, we are at 138 per 100 000 and growing. That number is escalating. But
then let us look at an example, the Netherlands. Their incarceration rate is 69 per 100 000 and
declining. I do not think the Dutch are that different to us, but the Dutch approach to crime and
preventing crime is different. They are closing their prisons down. They are not having to put in
containers to house prisoners. They are not having to build massive, massive new prisons in their
community; they are closing them down. In fact some of them are being used to help people in
homelessness. They are repurposing their prisons—something that is kind of a distant dream for us
here, but I hope that in this inquiry we will work out how to break that cycle.
I make note that yesterday the Sentencing Advisory Council brought out its third report on the
crossover kids. Some of the statistics that come out of that are not only startling but so tragic and so
sad. In looking at some of the figures, they tell us that 91 per cent of kids who enter into our justice
system or rub against our justice system are known by child protection—91 per cent. Seriously, we
can start seeing some solutions by looking at how we can help those children.
We also fail to consider the effects of childhood trauma. We know that 98 per cent of the children that
enter into our justice system have been victims of crime, whether that is sex abuse, whether that is
neglect, whether that is any other traumatic crime against them. This affects their development, but it
also means that we know who we probably need to be wrapping our services around. The minute child
protection has any contact with a child, that is when we should be working. We should know that if
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those children brush against our justice system, they will continue to come into our justice system. So
if we want to reduce the number of prisoners we have, we need to address it at the beginning.
We know there are probably five postcodes where most prisoners in Victoria were born. When we
were doing some juvenile justice inquiries in the last term we actually heard that there was a survey
done on the six-monthly check-ups of babies and children in the justice system and the majority of
them had not had their six-monthly baby check-ups. So there are some checks and balances that we
can address.
Listening to both the government and the opposition about what they are doing, as I said, I do not think
they have got anything to be proud of. We do not fund the services that stop people from entering into
our prison system. We do not fund the services that prevent people from entering into our prison
system.
Just last week there was a new study by the New South Wales Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research.
They have been introducing an innovative program around circle sentencing. This is a program that
they have trialled with Aboriginal people. They have found absolutely, without a doubt, lower rates of
imprisonment and recidivism than Aboriginal people who were sentenced in the more normal and
traditional way.
We know the over-representation of our Aboriginal brothers and sisters is tragic. We know that our
Aboriginal brothers and sisters are still dying in custody 20 years after the report about deaths in
custody. It is something that we should all feel some shame for—a lot of shame for. It is happening
today. This year we have seen that happen to people. We had a newly born baby die in the Dame
Phyllis Frost Centre this year. A baby dying—how, in what we would consider a modern state, can
we allow that to happen?
I am looking forward to this. I actually do not think that we need to amend this motion. I think this
motion is far reaching, and we will have the opportunity to consider all range of things, certainly some
of the issues that Mr O’Donohue has mentioned in his amendments. We will certainly be looking at
the cost, and we will certainly be looking at what happens in our justice system, what happens in our
prisons, the violence in our prisons—whether that is to the prisoners or to the staff. Those will all be
things that I have no doubt will be raised by people as they make submissions to this inquiry. I do hope
this inquiry is supported by the chamber, and I very much look forward to working with Ms Maxwell
on what I think will be an incredibly important body of work for this Parliament.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:16): I will deal with the Liberals’ amendments first. I
generally do not accept amendments to other people’s motions, so I will not be supporting them. But
should the Liberals want to put up their own discrete motion, with the issues that Mr O’Donohue
covered, I would love to support that. I am going to go straight to (3) and (4) of Ms Maxwell’s motion:
(3) an examination of how to ensure that judges and magistrates have appropriate knowledge and expertise
when sentencing and dealing with offenders, including an understanding of recidivism and the causes
of crime …

Probably one of the hugest problems we have is sentencing. The hugest issue I am seeing is repeat
offenders out there doing what they do because they got a light sentence. We all have different opinions
on law and order in this place, but in the end this should be about the victims and what we can do to
reduce crime—not to help the offenders but to help the victims, because it is the victims that pay for
this. They do not pay for it in money, but they might pay for it with their lives, be it with their actual
life, damage or just PTSD or however it comes out.
I see it time and time again. For the people that perpetrate these horrendous crimes it is not their first
rodeo. They have been through the system time and time again. Can they be rehabilitated? Who
knows—obviously not with what we have got going. But the point is: how many times do these people
have to go? I mean, for a murder, life should be life. There should be no minimum period if you
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wilfully murder someone. That is why we have manslaughter. The punishment for manslaughter is
not nearly as severe as it should be anyway.
I think this is the hugest issue, and I really do hope this does not end up being one of those whitewash
inquiries where the government forces its will upon the person that moved the motion and we get some
sort of wishy-washy thing. I think this is a really good opportunity to see what can be done, because
what we have got is not working.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:18): I rise to speak in support of Ms Maxwell’s
referral motion, and I thank Ms Maxwell for bringing forth a motion on such an important issue for
the consideration of the Legal and Social Issues Committee. The committee would hardly be worthy
of the name ‘legal and social issues’ without considering these matters, and I have to say that I would
be disappointed in my colleagues if they failed to support this motion, particularly the first two points:
(1) an analysis of factors influencing Victoria’s growing remand and prison populations;
(2) strategies to reduce rates of criminal recidivism …

These are two important areas that are of concern to those interested not just in justice policy but in
social and economic policy. It is hard to categorise the current situation as anything but a failure in all
these areas. Nationally our incarceration rate is at an all-time high of 217 prisoners per 100 000 adults.
Over the past 10 years incarceration rates have increased by 30 per cent. There are currently more than
43 000 people in Australian prisons, and 38 per cent of those in Victoria’s jails are on remand, up from
18 per cent in 2010. Fifty-eight per cent of prisoners have been in prison before, while 45 per cent of
prisoners will return to prison within two years of their release. Figures also show that the most serious
offence of up to 46 per cent of prisoners was a non-violent offence.
An Ombudsman’s report, Investigation into the Rehabilitation and Reintegration of Prisoners in
Victoria, was released in 2015 and made several recommendations regarding the justice system. The
first recommendation states that ‘a whole-of-government approach to reduce offending and recidivism
and to promote rehabilitation of offenders’ should be adopted. Numerous recommendations were
given to address recidivism rates and other issues we are still facing to this day. The situation has
hardly improved and the recommendations barely implemented.
Incarceration also has substantial financial costs for taxpayers, costing more than $4 billion annually
for operating expenses alone. Per prisoner this results in a cost in excess of $110 000 annually. At the
same time there are even more detrimental human and social costs associated with incarceration.
Incarceration has strong correlations with unemployment and family instability, which can lead to an
increase in risk factors regarding reoffending. If a person is unable to find a job or housing, rebuild
relationships with family and friends or access support services once released from prison, they may
find it difficult to break the cycle of recidivism.
America was in a similar position to Australia regarding their prison populations. Since then serious
reform efforts have taken place, starting with the First Step Act signed by the President of the US in
December 2018. The act emphasises the importance of reducing recidivism in tackling high and rising
incarceration. In Oklahoma on 4 November almost 500 prisoners were released as part of the largest
single-day release of prisoners in the nation’s history; 462 inmates were doing time for drug possession
or similar non-violent crimes and had their sentences commuted as a result of these reforms.
Australia has a lot to learn from these reforms. A report by the Institute of Public Affairs called First
Step Australia: 10 Ideas for Reducing Reoffending, released in February this year, outlines ways in
which Australia could adopt criminal justice reforms from the US as a way to tackle our incarceration
rates. Some of these recommendations include punishment reform for non-violent offenders and
greater access to in-prison education. Drug law reform in the space of drug decriminalisation is another
area of reform that would greatly reduce the prison population in Australia and is something I have
advocated for in my time in this place.
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Here I will bring back a statistic I mentioned earlier: about 46 per cent of prisoners within Victoria’s
prisons are incarcerated for non-violent offences. In late January this year the Queensland Productivity
Commission’s inquiry into imprisonment and recidivism report came out and made several
recommendations for reform. The inquiry aimed to examine ways to reduce the number of people
going into the state’s prison system. Two recommendations were made around drug law reform.
Recommendations 6 and 7 from that report point toward removing criminal sanctions for drug use and
possession and the possible legalisation and regulation of the supply of cannabis and MDMA.
Regarding specialist courts such as the Drug Court, it may be useful for the committee to look at these
issues as they involve complex issues as we attempt to rehabilitate people and allow them to
successfully reintegrate into society. If the committee recommends bold actions, it is appropriate to
consider all sides of the equation and ensure that the justice system is ready to implement new
approaches.
Coming after the inquiry into cannabis, there may be a useful recommendation on removing the
massive profits generated by organised crime in the illicit drug market. One way to reduce
incarceration rates is to remove things from the realm of organised crime. Things such as prescription
hydromorphone for people with chronic addiction issues would remove another criminal aspect of
illicit drug use. I support this referral. I have also considered Mr O’Donohue’s amendments, and if
they are accepted by the house, we will also support those.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (11:23): I stand today to make a contribution in relation to this
important debate, and I thank Ms Maxwell for bringing this important issue before the Council today.
I also thank Ms Maxwell for the constructive way in which she and her colleague Mr Grimley have
worked with the government ministers responsible for this policy area. I indicate that, as my colleague
Mr Erdogan has already indicated, the government will be supporting this referral motion to the Legal
and Social Issues Committee.
I note that Ms Maxwell’s motion does state ‘including, but not limited to’ a number of issues that this
inquiry will look into, so I do not believe that Mr O’Donohue’s amendments are particularly necessary.
If I know the members of that committee, they will be quite forensic about the way in which they look
into these very important matters.
I did want to indicate that the government will not be supporting Mr O’Donohue’s amendments but
will of course support the substantive motion, and I just wanted to touch on some of the contributions
made today in the chamber and make a few points.
According to the Report on Government Services 2020, the average cost per prisoner per day in
Victoria is $317.90, and this is a slight decrease from the year before. Throughout 2018 and 2019 there
has been a much greater focus on delivering efficiency in the correctional services space, which has
led to that slight decrease. There are really three main reasons why Victoria invests more per prisoner
compared to other jurisdictions: we do have a strong emphasis on rehabilitation, a higher than average
number of prisoners out of cell hours is also a contributing factor to that higher cost and of course there
are a high number of prisoners on remand.
In terms of rehabilitation, Victoria continues to invest in the wellbeing and rehabilitation of prisoners
through a range of different education- and employment-focused initiatives, and we have made
significant investment in that regard. After we came to office in 2014 we had a recidivism rate of
44.1 per cent in the 2014–15 year, which is clearly very high, unacceptable and not something that
you would want featuring in the system at all. In 2018–19, 91.6 per cent of eligible prisoners in
Victoria were engaged in some form of employment, the highest proportion in Australia, and in
addition 39.5 per cent of Victorian prisoners participated in education. That is the third highest, the
national average being 35.1 per cent.
In 2018–19 there was more than $123 million allocated to rehabilitation and integration programs
across the correctional system. In addition to education and employment programs, this included
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offending behaviour services and prosocial activities to strengthen family relationships, and I know
through my role as the chair of the Women’s Correctional Services Advisory Committee that during
this COVID period there have been some particularly good initiatives put in place to keep women
prisoners connected to family at a time when obviously there is not able to be any visitation in our
prison system. These are all important things which go to the sense that we are not giving up on these
people. We want to make sure that they have a pathway out of the situation that they are in.
The investment also includes drug and alcohol programs, and I know that Mr O’Donohue in his
contribution raised the very sad example of a constituent whose daughter was really struggling with
addiction. In this year’s budget the Andrews government allocated $11.7 million over four years to
continue to deliver forensic alcohol and drug services to offenders on court orders with alcohol and
drug dependency and assessment and treatment conditions. Specifically this includes the continued
delivery of KickStart, which is a 24-hour or 42-hour group program run by four service providers, and
its future gradual expansion. From October 2017 to December 2019, 94 programs have been delivered
and 539 offenders have completed the program. Of course there is always more to do—of course there
is—and what we are dealing with is people whose lives are particularly complex and whose needs are
particularly complex. But the government is committed to putting the services in place that will address
these issues.
In terms of out-of-cell hours in Victoria—and this is a contributing factor to the cost per prisoner in
Victoria—the average number of out-of-cell hours in 2018–19 was 11 hours per prisoner per day,
compared to the national average of 9.9 hours. The Victorian figure was the third highest in Australia
after the Northern Territory and Western Australia.
In terms of Mr O’Donohue’s amendment which goes to the serious assaults of prisoners and staff,
clearly the position of the government is that no assault in prison is acceptable, and all of the assaults
are referred to Victoria Police for investigation. There has been an increase in operational staff
numbers in prisons by more than 750 since 2014, and prisoner to operational staff ratios are now the
lowest in a decade, which is obviously very important when you are looking at staff health and safety
as well as prisoner wellbeing.
In 2016 we passed laws to ensure that prison officers are considered in the same way as other
emergency services workers when assaulted in the course of carrying out their job. Any prisoner
responsible for injuring a prison officer faces significant punishment, including extra time in prison.
If found guilty of a prison offence, a prisoner faces a range of penalties, including a fine or withdrawal
of privileges.
As I said at the outset, we do not believe that Mr O’Donohue’s amendments are necessary, and we
will not be supporting them. I have outlined some of the issues around the reason for the cost per
prisoner in Victoria and the measures that the government has already taken with respect to supporting
and protecting our staff in the correctional system. We will be looking forward to the work of the Legal
and Social Issues Committee as it inquires into these important issues, and we commend the
substantive motion to the house.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:32): I rise also in support of Ms Maxwell’s motion. She has
my thanks for the excellent work she has done in preparing it and also for bringing it before the house
today. I will certainly also be supporting Mr O’Donohue’s important amendments. The matters that
Ms Maxwell is bringing before the house today are not new. In fact they are more than 200 years old.
Ever since Jeremy Bentham famously sketched his panopticon back in 1786, we have had such hopes
that the prisons, that were then based upon his designs, would have not just the effect of punishing
offenders, which of course is an important aim of any judicial system, but also the effect of reforming
them. And yet, as indeed we all agree, that is not something that we are doing particularly well in
Victoria right now; indeed we are failing. The government has admitted, in particular through
Mr Erdogan’s refreshingly honest contribution, that it is failing. ‘The fourth best in Australia’, he said,
when it comes to recidivism. This is something that we all agree, pleasingly, that we should address.
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I will be brief because of the state of the time, but I would like to, one by one, make a short contribution
on each of the points in Ms Maxwell’s referral motion. The first point is regarding the most significant
problem of Victoria’s growing prison population and growing remand numbers. Now, I have listened
to not only this debate but also to some earlier contributions today by Dr Ratnam and by Mr Atkinson.
I agree with them wholeheartedly that too many Victorians find themselves in prison. I agree also with
the contribution of numerous members about the dreadful situation we find ourselves in regarding
very high incarceration rates for Indigenous Victorians, and the need to do something about that. I
listened carefully to the contribution of Ms Maxwell regarding her concerns about, in particular
recently, some very light sentences—what I would believe to be very light sentences for serious
offenders, such as sexual offenders and violent offenders. I think that is something that the committee
should inquire into. But it should also inquire into it in positive ways, proactive ways, to seek to stop
the seemingly ever-increasing numbers of people oftentimes from vulnerable and disadvantaged
backgrounds moving into our prison population.
Linked to that—coming to point (2)—is the significant and growing issue of recidivism. Again, as I
say, this has been a historic problem. Ever since prison became the key means of secondary
punishment across the Western world in the 19th century we have had high hopes that what would
happen in prison, initially through the impact of chaplains and systems of prisoner separation and
indeed even keeping prisoners in silence, would be to reform them. That has never been the case, and
so we must acknowledge that. Recidivism has always been a problem in people leaving prisons.
However, as Ms Maxwell stated, this is particularly pertinent here in Victoria today. As members of
the government have acknowledged, recidivism rates have been going up markedly recently. So again
this is something that the committee should look into.
Some time ago we used to talk about contamination. It is not a word that is used now regarding the
judicial system, and I think with good reason, but the idea was that young offenders and first-time
offenders would mix with older offenders and more hardened offenders to lead to what we see now,
which is huge rates of recidivism. So again I think this is something that we should look into.
I was disappointed by one element of the contribution of Mr Erdogan. I am always careful in my
comments about members opposite. I have particular respect for Mr Erdogan. He said at one point that
when it comes to recidivism it is a matter of funding. That is something we often hear from this
government. We hear confident, oftentimes, remarks about investment. Investment is good of course,
and in certain elements of our justice system investment is needed. We heard about some crumbling
infrastructure from Ms Maxwell. But more and more money clearly is not solving the problem of
increasing recidivism, so respectfully I would agree with Mr Erdogan: we need to look in more detail
at what is driving recidivism in our state. It was good to hear from Ms Stitt about a range of different
initiatives that the government is putting in place. I would simply say they are not working. So again,
I support this motion.
I will be very careful in the brief comments I make about clauses (3) and (4) regarding the judiciary
and the magistracy. I believe very strongly, and we on this side of the house believe very strongly, in
the broad principles of the separation of powers and also of course of judicial discretion. I want to very
carefully go through the points that Ms Maxwell raised here, but I believe she has expressed herself
with due caution and conservatism.
On clause (3), I think we do need to be clear that those making incredibly important decisions need to
be abreast of the now quite voluminous academic research regarding the causes of crime. We know
that some of the causes of crime are environmental—that is, based upon factors beyond the control of
individual offenders. We have heard about childhood trauma in particular from Ms Patten, and I agree
with her there. And yet not all the causes of crime are environmental. We need to do our homework.
I am pleased that Ms Maxwell has included that clause.
On clause (4), Mr O’Donohue in particular spoke about some recent matters. I was incredibly
disappointed by the interjections of those opposite regarding his very careful commentary regarding
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the Attorney-General and not the particular member of the judiciary who has been mentioned in the
press recently. Again, this matter raised by Ms Maxwell—the judicial appointment process, looking
into other jurisdictions, noting the particular skill set that is necessary for judges and for magistrates—
is something that we can inquire into carefully and appropriately while paying all due regard for the
principles of the separation of powers and of judicial discretion.
Noting that I will also be supporting Mr O’Donohue’s amendments, I certainly commend this motion
to the house.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (11:39): I would like to speak briefly to Ms Maxwell’s motion,
which is understandably very close to our party’s heart. This motion is rightly ambitious, and it ensures
that a holistic review of our justice system is undertaken. The motion can be broken down into three
components. The first is an examination of Victoria’s ballooning prison population. As we know, there
are a range of factors contributing to Victoria’s growing prisons, which in many cases are at capacity.
It is fundamentally in the public’s interest to have a deeper look into why this is occurring.
The second part of the motion considers strategies to reduce rates of recidivism and reoffending. As
Ms Maxwell notes, currently more than 50 per cent of people incarcerated in Victoria subsequently
reoffend. This number is even more considerable within the youth justice system. Additionally, 43 per
cent of all Victorian prisoners are back in custody within just two years of being released. While this
rate is comparable to other states and territories, the Victorian government prides itself on investing
more per capita on prisoner rehabilitation programs than any other jurisdiction. Despite this, there is
little evidence that this is working as effectively as possible. Ms Maxwell and I have been repetitive
in our attempts to name worthwhile rehabilitative courses in this Parliament. Our party is not simply
about locking up criminals forever where it is safe and economical to do so; we should be reintegrating
some lower end offenders into society.
Finally, the motion requires the Legal and Social Issues Committee to examine the criteria and
processes used for the appointment of magistrates and judges. There are very few government
departments or organisations that attract as little public scrutiny as Victoria’s legal system. While I
commend the Attorney-General on recent reforms which aim to modernise our court systems, Derryn
Hinch’s Justice Party believes that greater transparency is still needed. There has long been social
commentary surrounding the suitability and expertise for judicial assignments, and the public is wary
of a system that in some cases continues to operate outside the sphere of public expectation. The
parliamentary inquiry into the strengths and weaknesses of our legal system is therefore not only
essential; it is urgently required.
I understand that there is no silver bullet, there is no single fix, to address the structural issues which
sometimes exist in our key institutions, and that is the point of this motion—to establish a wideranging
inquiry so that we as lawmakers can determine how best to address any deficiencies which exist within
our legal system. While I note that parliamentary committees are key in ensuring effective scrutiny of
lawmakers, it is not our intention that this referral become a forum for criticism of Victorian judges
and magistrates. The intention of this motion is simple: to consider what aspects of our institutions
could be improved. I commend Ms Maxwell on this motion and hope it passes. By the sounds of it, it
will, which is great. I look forward to overseeing the needed debate it will foster in the Legal and
Social Issues Committee.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:42): I just want to briefly say I will support the Derryn
Hinch’s Justice Party motion today as a former member.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (11:42): I would first and foremost like to thank everybody
for their support today and for the contributions that they have made in the chamber. It has been very
heartening to hear different perspectives, different ideas for the capacity of what this referral will have
within the committee. Just to touch on a couple of brief points that I would like to make emphasis on,
this inquiry I am hoping will provide a very holistic approach, and as my colleague Mr Grimley noted,
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there are many people who believe that Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party is solely about locking them up
and throwing away the key. I must admit that for serious violent and sexual crimes, particularly
recidivism in those crimes, absolutely I think offenders who cannot be rehabilitated need to be
incarcerated to ensure that community safety is the priority.
I am also hoping that this referral will pay homage and respect to victims, particularly those who have
lost loved ones, who have suffered terribly traumatic experiences from offenders. At the other end of
the scale, though, we need to be looking at early intervention. We need to be preventing people from
committing these crimes. We need to be looking at why people are offending. I know Ms Patten talked
about child protection and said that we need to ensure that there is money going into child protection.
I would like to say that I believe that early intervention starts from a child in the womb. That is where
we need to be focusing to ensure that there is bonding and attachment. They are some of the aspects
that I would like this committee to review to ensure that we are following parents right through that
process—that beautiful maternal journey—of when a woman gives birth to her child.
We need to ensure that we encompass the needs of that family—not just the mother, the entire
family—because they are the steps that we need to be taking to distract people from offending. We
need to ensure that those families’ children who are suffering at the hands of violent perpetrators are
looked after and are supported and that changes are made through implementation of programs way
back then, long before people reach this judicial system. So I say thank you to everyone who has
supported this motion. It is something that is very near and dear to my heart, and let us hope that the
recommendations that are achieved from this will not only be supported by the government but may
also lead to other, further, inquiries where we identify gaps that the justice system needs to look at
further.
House divided on amendments:

Ayes, 11
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms

Davis, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 26
Barton, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Kieu, Dr

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

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

Amendments negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (11:53): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 317, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
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BARLEY TARIFFS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:54): I am pleased to move:
That this house opposes the unjustified special tariffs imposed on Victorian barley by the Chinese Communist
Party government and calls for these unjustified tariffs to be removed immediately.

It is a very clear and straightforward motion. Whatever you think about agreements with China,
whatever you think about arrangements on a whole series of different levels, whoever you want to
point the finger at for the responsibility of where things may sit at the moment in many of our trade
relationships with China—a communist Chinese government in particular—and whatever your view
on that, one thing I think this chamber can agree on is that an 80.5 per cent special tariff imposed on
our barley producers will have a very significant effect.
And no-one in this chamber would think that it is a good idea to have this tariff on barley in this way.
The motion calls for a clear declaration that we are opposed, as an upper house, to this tariff—that we
are against this tariff, we think it is wrong, we think it is discriminatory and we think it has been
targeted, for whatever reason. But it is not the right thing. We call in this motion for it to be removed
immediately, and I think everyone in this chamber thinks it should be removed immediately. I do not
believe there is a person in this chamber who would say that our hardworking farmers, particularly in
the north-west of the state, should face a heavy tariff of this type that makes it harder for them to sell
their barley into China or indeed into anywhere else.
I want to put some figures on the record here. I think it is worth getting these figures very clear for
people because there has been talk around that in fact Victoria does not have much barley that goes
into China and the Victorian market is not affected, but that is quite—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Well, let me go through and explain that, but it is quite untrue. I just want to put on
record some of the new ABS figures that have just been released—a new batch of figures—from the
agricultural commodities data last week. They contain some figures. In terms of agricultural businesses
that grow barley in Victoria, there are 3376 of them, so there is a significant number of firms and
families that are impacted. The area used for growing barley is 892 809 hectares, and the barley
produced in 2018–19—again, these are very recent figures—was 1.317 million tonnes. That is a very
significant contribution. So that 1.3 million tonnes of barley that is produced in Victoria is a significant
part of the production nationally. Indeed there is 8.8 million tonnes nationally of which 1.3 million
tonnes is produced in Victoria. So nobody should be saying this is not a significant industry for
Victoria and that there is not significant production in Victoria.
If you look at the regions that are impacted, the largest and most significant portion of that
1.317 million tonnes on these most recent figures—more than 1 million tonnes of that—comes from
the north-west, with 1 006 272 tonnes of production out of the north-west region. So three-quarters of
Victorian barley, just over 1 million tonnes, is grown in that north-west region. But there are other
regions: Geelong, just under 80 000, at 79 340; Bendigo, 75 965; the Ballarat region, 55 511; and the
Latrobe Gippsland region, 5431 tonnes. Nobody should be saying these are unimportant. In
Shepparton there were 57 958 tonnes, and in Warrnambool, in the south-west, in that 2018–19 period
55 026 tonnes of barley were produced. These are very significant, and I should also point out that
nobody should say these are not exported out of Victoria. In 2016–17 there were 122 million tonnes
exported.
A member interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Some have made comments about these facts, and I am going to deal with that in a
moment. Indeed in 2018–19 there were $53 million of exports out of Victoria—very significant, very
important. About a quarter of Australian barley across the board is used for malting, and the remainder
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is used for feed. Domestic demand for malting barley is around 1 million tonnes per year. Domestic
demand for feed barley is around 2 million tonnes per year. Of the order of 60 per cent of Australian
barley—that is nationally—is exported annually, and Australia comprises more than 30 per cent of the
world’s malting barley trade and 20 per cent of the world’s feed barley trade. So we are very significant
as a player nationally, and Victoria is not insignificant in the amount of barley that we produce,
principally in the north-west but across all regions—down into the south-west into Gippsland and right
across this state.
I am indebted to a recent article in the Weekly Times, which I think makes a number of useful points:
GrainGrowers chairman Brett Hosking said there had been a lot of claims in the media that the Chinese tariffs
would not affect Victorian grain growers, which he said was nonsense.
‘The price of all grain comes back to export parity, so the tariffs have the same impact on us as it will on West
Australian and Queensland growers’ …

he said. And:
‘When it (the tariff) came in we saw wild drops in prices, up to $70 a tonne, but we estimate that when it
stabilises we’re facing a $40/t drop’.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
CHINA TRADE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:00): My question is for the
Minister for Agriculture. Minister, is the government aware of any likely further Victorian agricultural
exports that may be subject to Chinese government trade boycotts or have Chinese government tariffs
imposed on them, and if so, what industries are in the gun?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:01): I thank Mr Davis for his question. Of course
since the COVID pandemic the agriculture ministers from all of the states and territories, including
the federal government, have got together on an almost fortnightly basis to have conversations about
impacts on the agricultural sector with relation to COVID. Obviously the agenda becomes broader to
discuss issues that are affecting us, and it is a good opportunity to share ideas and share concerns. At
this point in time, barley has been discussed as a concern, but no other specific commodities have been
identified as at risk. But those conversations are continuing with the federal minister, who we are
expressing all of our concerns to. We will keep a cool head and make sure that all of our Australian
commodities are protected and indeed look for market access wherever that is in the world.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:02): I thank the minister for
her response. She did not actually answer what industries may be in the gun; she might want to address
this—
A member interjected.
Mr DAVIS: But aside from ministerial council, what action will you take to ensure there are no
boycotts or tariffs imposed by the communist government in China on the importation of Victorian
dairy or wine?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:02): I thank Mr Davis for his question. I can
assure you that I have a lot of communication with the wine industry, the dairy industry and the wool
industry, and I can tell you the message from industry is, ‘Victorian government, please keep up your
good relations with China, because our jobs and our market access rely on it’.
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BELT AND ROAD INITIATIVE
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:03): My question is to the Minister for Regional
Development, Ms Symes. Minister, could you indicate whether any current or past project
administered under the auspices of the regional development portfolio, or indeed any other project of
which you are aware for that matter in regional Victoria, has been fully or part funded as a result of
the government’s Belt and Road agreement with China, and if so, could you explain which ones?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:03): I thank Ms Maxwell for her question and
her ongoing interest in regional development and agriculture in her electorate. Of course all of our
export markets are of crucial importance across country Victoria, and I am very proud of the work our
government does in promoting and facilitating export opportunities, particularly for regional
businesses. Of course this is what Regional Development Victoria do. They are all about supporting
country communities, country businesses, access—
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Ms SYMES: Can I answer the question that was asked, not yours?
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I am sure Ms Maxwell wants to hear the answer as well.
Ms SYMES: Building on from my answer, Ms Maxwell, to your question, the relationship with
China has been beneficial in relation to helping facilitate businesses to access markets. There are trade
delegations and the like. I have got some examples. You have got De Bortoli Wines. De Bortoli Wines
in the Yarra Valley have increased their exports to China from $200 000 in 2014 to $3.5 million today;
the China export is very important to this business. We have also assisted Freedom Foods—a company
in your electorate, Ms Maxwell, that exports milk products to China through the Shepparton-based
company Pactum Dairy—to sign a deal to export milk products to China in 2019 that was worth
millions of dollars in exports and obviously flow-on benefits to that community.
As I have said, Regional Development Victoria supports many businesses to access markets and create
jobs. However, I am not aware of any grants or initiatives in any of my portfolios that have specifically
been related to the Belt and Road MOU. This agreement, the Belt and Road Initiative, is all about
creating opportunities for Victorian businesses and local jobs—opportunities that will be more
important than ever as we rebuild from this pandemic. Our export markets, for example, have
increased by 62 per cent in the last five years from Victoria into China, so we would like to continue
to have those relationships with China. Our farmers and producers are relying on that. However, in
relation to the member’s specific question about the Belt and Road being directly related to funding
projects and things, that is not something I am aware of.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:06): Thank you, Minister, for that answer. Minister, can
you then guarantee that no future project in regional Victoria will be funded under the Belt and Road
agreement, and if not, why are you not able to give that guarantee?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:06): Ms Maxwell, the Belt and Road agreement
is not like a funding pool or a grants program or the like; it is an MOU to facilitate relationships
between government—
Members interjecting.
Ms SYMES: The Belt and Road Initiative as it relates to my portfolio is about trade development
and market access with the shared objective of enhancing two-way trade for mutual benefit for Victoria
and China.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:07): I rise to update the
house on the investment our government is making to find, isolate and slow the spread of coronavirus
across our state. The government has already invested $37 million to increase surveillance, allowing
for more targeted case identification, contact tracing, isolation advice and confirmation of individuals
who are no longer infectious. This $37 million boost has given the contact tracing team, which is now
more than 1000 strong—the disease detectives—the ability to undertake contact tracing and to slow
the spread of this virus.
The Premier and I recently announced a further $20 million investment in our COVID-19 public
health response to do a number of things, including establish an outbreak management team and rapid
response squads to ensure appropriate testing, contact tracing and deep cleaning is carried out as soon
as an outbreak is identified. These squads have already been making visits across our state in response
to outbreaks and are also undertaking proactive visits to high-risk facilities, businesses and industries,
and they will work with local services on infection control and prevention.
In addition, mobile testing units will continue to operate and are being deployed to communities that
show a spike in cases to ensure we can stop the virus from spreading further. We are undertaking
ongoing testing also of sewage to track the virus in the community and provide early signposts of
localised outbreaks. These investments have been working alongside the testing blitz that we
undertook in the month of May that enabled more than 398 000 tests to be analysed. I want to
commend the 526 000 Victorians who have already undertaken a COVID-19 test to date. That is the
highest per capita testing rate in the country and one of the highest testing rates in the world.
As we begin to settle into a new normal, our message to the Victorian community remains: stay safe;
take this virus seriously. The virus is still with us in our state, in our nation, and it is important that we
all take collective efforts to keep each other safe.
LATROBE REGIONAL HOSPITAL
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:09): My question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, as reported in the Herald Sun in recent days and following the tragic death of a baby in
March 2019 at the Latrobe Valley hospital, Safer Care Victoria has uncovered, and I quote:
… potential holes in the staffing levels and abilities of senior medical staff at the Traralgon hospital’s
obstetrics unit …

So I ask: did the Latrobe Valley hospital employ a registrar, as required by all level 5 maternity units
under your government’s rules?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:10): I firstly want to
express my great sadness and sympathy to the family who have lost their child in such tragic
circumstances. I want to express my sympathy to the family for the tragic and sad loss of their little
baby.
What has occurred there of course is now subject to a coronial inquest, so I am limited, because of the
coronial inquest, in going into the details of the specific case. But what I can say is that Safer Care
Victoria have undertaken a review into this matter, and both Safer Care Victoria and my department
have been working very closely with Latrobe Regional Hospital to ensure that any lessons that need
to be learned from this tragedy are brought to light and are acted on in full. Safer Care Victoria is in
the process of completing a review into the tragic death of this child. They have already been working
with the health service around some of the recommendations that are likely to be made in that final
review. The advice that I do have is that consultants from Monash Health are now providing advice
and support to the Latrobe Regional Hospital. Consultants are beyond a registrar—
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Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President—Minister, I am well aware of what a consultant is as
opposed to a registrar, probably more so than you—my question was very specific: was there a
registrar, as required for this hospital, a level 5 maternity unit, as per your government’s requirements,
at this time? That was the question; please answer it.
The PRESIDENT: I believe the minister has got a minute left, and she was getting to the crux of
that question.
Ms MIKAKOS: The point that I am making to the member is that the review is in the process of
being finalised, and I understand it will be finalised soon. Steps are already being taken by the health
service to respond to some of the issues that have been identified. As I explained, Monash Health—
senior obstetricians there, senior consultants there—are already providing supervisory and consulting
support to Latrobe Regional Hospital.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I know the minister has been avoiding this question.
She has 30 seconds to answer it. It is pretty simple: was there a registrar on, as required, during this
time?
The PRESIDENT: The point of order was made before. I think the minister has completed her
answer. On Ms Crozier’s point of order, I will determine whether questions have been answered or
not towards the end and will require a written statement.
Ms MIKAKOS: Just on the member’s point of order, President, in response to that, as I explained
right at the outset, this matter is subject to a coronial inquest at the moment, and it is important that we
do not pre-empt that process in terms of what has occurred in relation to the tragic death of this child.
What I am speaking to is what steps the hospital, working with Safer Care Victoria, has taken in
response to the review that is not yet complete. I have already indicated to the member some of those
steps that are happening already.
Ms Crozier: On the point of order, President, I understand; that was clearly laid out. We know
what is happening. I know what the minister’s answer was saying in relation to what is now happening.
My question was very specific. She needs to answer this question.
The PRESIDENT: Ms Crozier, I think you have made that point of order three times. I have taken
it into account, and I will definitely reflect on that at the end of question time when I request written
responses from different ministers. I call on you for a supplementary now.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:15): Thank you, President, and I will say again that
clearly the minister did not answer my specific question, so I hope you do look upon that favourably.
My supplementary to the minister is: Minister, are any other hospitals in Victoria flouting their safety
rules in similar circumstances in relation to employing a registrar, as required under your guidelines?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:15): The member has
firstly made an assertion that somehow some rules have been flouted. I reject that assertion, because
it is important, as I explained, that we enable a coronial inquest to be completed and enable Safer Care
Victoria to complete its review. They are already undertaking the work with Latrobe Regional
Hospital, as one would expect, and taking these issues very, very seriously. The member has taken a
tragic death that has occurred, that has a process underway now, to somehow cast aspersions on every
hospital in Victoria. What I would say to the member is that we have had tragic cases come to light in
the past—ones that were not able to come to light—that came to light as a result of what occurred at
Djerriwarrh. Safer Care Victoria was established to act on these types of issues, and we take them
very, very seriously. (Time expired)
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URBAN PLANNING
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question without notice is to the Minister for
Health, with a slightly different focus. Minister, I refer to the property industry clicking its fingers with
calls for more fast-tracking of development and cutting red tape and the government’s obedient
compliance with the announcement last week of fast-tracking for the CBD towers of 68 storeys,
41 storeys, 21 storeys and 20 storeys, as well as calling in from VCAT a $250 million development at
Station Street, Caulfield, for even more high-rise office space. Was the health minister or the chief
health officer consulted concerning either the risk of spreading coronavirus or the exposure to future
pandemics which these high-density residential and office buildings may well generate?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:18): That is a very long
bow there. The answer is no.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:18): Thank you, Minister, for that very brief answer—a
rather revealing one, if I may say so.
Ms Mikakos: It was a bit of a stretch to my portfolio.
Mr HAYES: Well, it is good to be on top of these things. Before further answering the call from
developers to build more and more high-rise, high-density CBD offices, is the minister or the
government examining the evidence concerning the role of population density in enabling the spread
of coronavirus in cities such as Wuhan, New York, London et cetera? And considering the well-spaced
living conditions which were planned for new cities around the turn of the 20th century, mainly as a
response to pandemics back then, does the government think that high-density developments are safe
and healthy choices for people to live in or work in in the future?
The PRESIDENT: I kind of feel like it is asking for an opinion, but I will let the minister answer
as she chooses.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:19): I thank the member
for his question. Obviously urbanised environments do present some additional health challenges on
a number of levels, and I will take it away from just focusing on coronavirus to looking at it in a
broader way. Obviously when you have people in close proximity to each other, for all types of
infectious diseases there is a greater propensity for disease to spread more easily. We have seen that
with influenza year on year. What I could remark upon is the fact that we are now tracking at about a
third of flu cases compared to this time last year because of all the measures that people have taken in
recent weeks—staying at home, following all those stay-at-home directions, washing our hands more
and being more conscious of limiting our mobility and our movements if we are experiencing cold or
flu-like symptoms.
So there are, I think, hopefully some lessons to be learned there in terms of changed human behaviour
that I hope will stay with us into the long term. Obviously urbanised environments create more
challenges in terms of people’s ability to engage in physical and recreational pursuits as well, but I am
not aware of any specific link to urbanised environments and coronavirus. (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: AGRICULTURE WORKFORCE PLAN
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:20): Obviously COVID-19 has caused massive
disruption and harm to the Victorian community in a time when the nation has had to take drastic
action for the health and safety of its citizens. The impact has been particularly detrimental to several
industries, and as a result people have lost their jobs. My focus of course has been on supporting
country businesses and country workers. We are delivering projects across regional Victoria that will
both maintain and deliver more jobs to help our communities recover from this. That is why today I

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1682

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 3 June 2020

have announced funding from the $50 million Agriculture Workforce Plan to go towards the creation
of 83 new jobs at five catchment management authorities (CMAs) across Victoria. These new jobs
will focus on projects that provide benefits to Victorian farmers and the wider agricultural industry
over the next six months.
The focus on agricultural benefits is particularly important given the challenging impacts of recent
bushfires and poor seasonal conditions over recent years. Workers in the new positions will be
involved in projects that address areas of concern to farmers and country people, such as fruit fly
control in the Goulburn Broken CMA and supporting bushfire recovery work. In the Mallee CMA a
project will be delivered that will aid weed and pest animal control, while Wimmera and Glenelg
Hopkins will help farmers with land management measures such as revegetation and weed control.
Port Phillip and Westernport CMA have proposed an agricultural education program about excursions
to farms and bringing farmers and producers into the classroom to talk about animals, innovative
farming and food.
Successful job applicants will be matched with these positions through the Working for Victoria
platform, which is the government’s initiative to help jobseekers find work and employers find
workers throughout the coronavirus pandemic. The $50 million Agriculture Workforce Plan is also
supporting eligible agricultural and food processors to job match in case management, business
adaptation grants and training. I would encourage all jobseekers who are interested in these positions
or any of this support to visit the Agriculture Workforce Plan, and I would also invite any country
members in the chamber today to particularly promote the program to some displaced workers,
because there are some really good jobs that have some really good benefits for country areas.
LA TROBE UNIVERSITY
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:22): My question is to the Minister for
Higher Education and Minister for Training and Skills. In the last year La Trobe University has nearly
tripled its borrowings to $138 million. Section 45 of the La Trobe University Act 2009 requires the
level of borrowings to be approved by the Treasurer in consultation with you as minister. Did you
support La Trobe tripling its borrowings, and if so, on what basis?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:23): I do thank the member for his question and for a question on higher education. I
do note that it is not on VET, but nonetheless, given the current situation that universities find
themselves in, it is an important matter to raise, particularly today. The member would be aware that
this government made an unprecedented announcement only weeks ago. I and the Treasurer made an
announcement that provided a $110 million payroll tax deferral for the university sector. We also made
the announcement that we would establish a higher education state government investment fund, and
that fund will be used to ensure that there are partnerships for the utilisation of the capabilities and the
capacities that the higher education sector has to work with the government for it to be able to deliver
a range of priorities. We have always seen the higher education sector as a sector that provides an
enormous amount of value to the Victorian economy, and that is one of the reasons why we have
undertaken such a historic investment in the sector.
It is unfortunate that the commonwealth has only been able to provide a certain amount at this
particular point in time, but we do look forward—
Mr Rich-Phillips: On a point of order, President, the minister has used half her time for this answer
now and has not come to the question at all. The question was very specific. It did not relate to what
the government has announced for the future or COVID or anything like that. It related to the
government’s approval of the increase in borrowings by La Trobe University last year and the
minister’s involvement in that approval of borrowings and the reasons for which those borrowings
were approved.
The PRESIDENT: I think the minister was giving some background. I will call her to the question.
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Ms TIERNEY: The point I was making is that we are looking forward to the commonwealth
stepping up further to make further contributions in relation to the sector.
In terms of the question that the member asked, the fact of the matter is that, in terms of universities
that are seeking borrowings over a certain amount, they do require authorisation in respect to me and
indeed the Treasurer, and there are discussions that obviously occur. Some of them are quite lengthy,
to say the least. The borrowings vary, and indeed in terms of the actual details I would need to seek
advice in terms of whether the details—
Members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY: The situation is that universities, when they wish to borrow, do seek authorisation
and approval from me and the Treasurer. We seek advice from those that understand the complexities
and indeed the asset bases of particular universities, and then we provide the advice in respect to each
and every request that is before us.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:26): I thank the minister for that response.
It was not at all clear: ‘We seek advice, and we provide the advice to someone’. Criteria would have
come before the minister as to the request for the tripling of debt by La Trobe, so the substantive
question was on what basis did she approve that. My supplementary question, therefore, is: we have
seen the financial position of La Trobe deteriorate substantially in the 2019 year, even before any of
the COVID events, so what assurance does the minister have that La Trobe can repay the obligations
for the debt that she approved, given that deterioration in its financial position?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:27): I do not have that level of detail before me in the chamber at the moment, but I
would refer the member to a media release that La Trobe have put out this morning that does clarify
their financial situation and indeed outlines why they believe that there are certain facts in the media
today that are not accurate.
FIREARM AND AMMUNITION SALES
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:28): My question is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, via Minister Tierney. During the recent pandemic the government temporarily
stopped the sale of legal firearms and ammunition to law-abiding recreational shooters using the
pretext of stockpiling and domestic violence concern. There was some reference made to some
statistics, which upon even a cursory analysis, did not support the reasoning given. Repeated requests
for more data have been met with evasion and eventually silence. So my question is: will the
government release all of the relevant data used to justify the temporary ban on the sale of firearms
and ammunition?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:29): I thank Mr Bourman for the question, which is a question for the police minister,
and I will request a response from her office.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:29): I thank the minister for her answer. The most
offensive reference was the statement that domestic violence issues were a concern. This was repeated
during the recent Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry, stating that a firearm was a
domestic violence indicator, carefully leaving out whether they were referring to legal or illegal
firearms. Will the minister also release the data used to substantiate the claim that firearms owners,
split into legal and illegal owners, are at a higher risk of family violence?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:29): Again, I will seek a response from the responsible minister.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: UNIVERSITY FUNDING
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:30): The fact of the matter is that we have started traversing this. As I mentioned
previously in response to a question by Mr Rich-Phillips, the Treasurer and I made an announcement
on 19 May in respect of universities and assistance that will hopefully mitigate the loss of jobs in the
university sector. We know that universities have been particularly hard hit as a result of the pandemic,
and that is why we announced the $110 million payroll tax deferral. The deferral was to provide
immediate relief to the university sector, which is going through a particularly hard time during this
crisis, particularly given the decline in the number of international students.
As I mentioned, we have also established a state investment fund for higher education that will be
about applied research and about capital works, but it will also be about research and industry
partnerships in the sector. It is a really exciting opportunity to have a genuine partnership between the
state government and the higher education sector that will align state priorities with the ability to build
on the significant capacity that higher education has in this wonderful state.
As most members in this chamber know, the federal government is responsible for the funding of
universities. It is the federal government that has the responsibility for the funding of universities, and
while it has provided some support through domestic student funding and some short courses, the fact
of the matter is that there clearly needs to be a lot more done. We are looking forward to working with
the commonwealth to ensure that there is long-term sustainability of the sector and indeed Victorian
universities. Among other things that I think the commonwealth should be doing is looking at
providing loans and grants to institutions, as well as access to the JobKeeper program, which currently
is being denied. We know that jobs are on the line in our universities, and additional support from the
commonwealth is critical to keep university staff at work.
PIG SERVICES CENTRE
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:32): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister, last
week you announced that you were redirecting the funds from your failed jobseekers fund to business
adaptation grants to assist businesses to operate with social distancing and other COVID-safe
measures. Minister, are you providing the Pig Services Centre with the necessary support they require
so they can open and continue to provide the crucial vaccine service the pork industry requires?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:33): There is a fair bit in this, Ms Bath. Last
week I expanded the Agriculture Workforce Plan to cover adaptation grants for businesses to be able
to adapt to social distancing and increased hygiene. Indeed a lot of people in the agricultural sector
have housing requirements that do not really conform to the way that we need to operate now. So
different companies will be accessing grants to make those adaptations to deal with the coronavirus
pandemic now, but indeed a lot of those practices are going to be beneficial going forward.
I am not quite sure how you have looped in JobSeeker—that is, JobKeeper. That is not me; that is the
federal government. But what we do have is a platform to place displaced workers in the agricultural
sector. Businesses that are finding it difficult to find a workforce can access the Victorian
government’s support in that. It has not had the take-up that it has needed, which is actually a good
thing, not a failure, because what that means is that people are accessing the federal program to keep
their people in jobs, or indeed they are accessing local employment opportunities by themselves,
finding people for those jobs. It has been a very successful program in the fact that it has not had to
expend all its funds, and now we have been able to direct them to other things that industry has told
us are important. We are meeting with industry on a weekly basis. We have an agricultural stakeholder
reference group, and these are the things they have asked for: help to deal with changes in their
workforce to make sure that they can support their workers to be safe and that they can continue the
continuity of their businesses and have plans for the like if the worst should happen.
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In relation to the Pig Services Centre, this is an issue that I have responded to numerous times. I cannot
be clearer: this is a temporary closure. It, as a result of the COVID pandemic, had to be closed
temporarily to reduce face-to-face contact to protect the staff and their wellbeing. They continue to
fulfil orders that they have had in place from now until December. We are working very hard with that
group about getting them back to work, and I will have more to say about that very shortly.
In relation to support for the pig industry, there has been no disruption to the supply of vaccines.
Anybody who was accessing vaccine services through the Pig Services Centre that has not been able
to continue with the existing orders has been redirected to a private company in Bendigo as well called
ACE, who have been fulfilling any of the orders or any of the concerns that we have not been able to
do as a department. However, I can categorically say and I can assure you—this is about the 50th time
I have said it—that the Pig Services Centre will reopen. I will let you know when that will be. It will
be soon.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:35): Thank you, Minister. Minister, what assurances will you
provide that this service will not close at all and will continue in perpetuity so that Pig Services will
be able to provide vaccines into the future? Will you categorically state that?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:36): Ms Bath, yes, I can categorically say that—
again. I already have. I have been asked about this again and again and again, and I cannot be clearer.
The problem is the fact that you keep asking. The fact that you keep spreading misinformation in the
community is causing people to have to keep asking me whether it is going to remain open in
perpetuity. While I am minister, it will remain open. I would appreciate support from the National
Party of the pig industry to confirm with them my commitment, because I have told them, I have told
you and I cannot do any more than that.
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:37): My question is for the Minister for Small Business.
What is this government doing to make sure that businesses in Wodonga and other border towns can
compete with their New South Wales equivalents on an equal footing? I live in a border town. I have
been able to watch two different approaches to the COVID-19 lockdown over the past few months.
At every step of the journey Victorian action has been harsher, more extreme and far more arbitrary
than New South Wales’s, but it is far from clear that the additional harshness has been any more
effective. Moving into the later stages of lockdown, the trends have continued and New South Wales
has begun to unlock small business and people, while Victoria has instead chosen continued
restrictions and the divisive class warfare of ‘dob in a boss’. I look across the Murray River, and I see
businesses with obvious competitive advantages over our Victorian businesses because of better
government. If this government continues to treat the regions like Melbourne, you will devastate water
economies even more than you already have.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:38): I am tempted to say I will take that as a statement, but I think there was a
question in there somewhere. Just on the small business component of it, this government has invested
$3.2 billion of investment support in the small business sector and another $2.7 billion in
infrastructure. When you are doing infrastructure, the multiplier effect of infrastructure to the economy
is massive, because when you are talking about small business—98 per cent of all businesses are small
businesses—the multiplier effect of this infrastructure is fantastic for small businesses. Let us not
forget that when we do infrastructure we put local content requirements on infrastructure so that jobs
and business do not go to low-cost economies overseas but stay right here in Victoria where Victorian
businesses and Victorian jobs are maximised.
When we are talking about our health response to this global pandemic, let us not forget that we have
had a national cabinet process. That has been a remarkable process. Congratulations to the Prime
Minister and to all the premiers and the first ministers, because with some of the things that they have
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managed to pull off the degree of difficulty would have been huge. Everyone has shown a lot of
goodwill, put aside party politics and actually delivered for the people of Australia. Why? Because
they had to.
With respect to the national cabinet process, there were principles nutted out on when things should
be closed and when we start to open things up again. It was agreed that all states move according to
their own set of circumstances, and those sets of circumstances obviously were driven by the numbers
affected by the pandemic in their own communities.
When we make decisions, the Premier has made it abundantly clear that he will be guided by the chief
health officer, and we are opening the economy back up according to the advice of the chief health
officer. But, again, every state is unique. There are some states that have almost eradicated this thing.
We are not there yet. I think the national approach is not to eradicate; it is to suppress. This is the new
normal. One thing we will not be doing—one thing that is really bad for the economy—is to stop and
start. We are not going to do that. We will be happy with taking a conservative approach.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:41): Thank you, Minister. I am not sure that you actually
answered my question as such.
Mr Somyurek interjected.
Mr QUILTY: The question was right at the start. I have severe concerns about the long-term
effects of this lockdown, and we need to return to normal as soon as possible. We need less COVID-19
theatre and more unlocking the chains of small business. In the meantime I do not understand why we
in the regions face the same restrictions as Melbourne. It seems obvious to everyone that rural areas
are less at risk of COVID-19 transmission than densely packed urban ones. People in places like
Mildura, Swan Hill, Echuca and Corryong simply do not catch public transport or pack into shopping
centres the way that people in Melbourne do. It has been months since there have been detected
coronavirus cases in northern Victoria. What are you doing to set low-risk regional businesses free
from the arbitrary restrictions imposed on Melbourne?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:42): If I could just answer that, at this stage we have not gone to the smallest
administrative unit to control this thing. I have been speaking to all the regional councils on a weekly
or biweekly time frame, and the business community as well from regional areas, and what I am
getting back is that originally there was a lot of apprehension about city folk going to regional areas.
They were very hostile to people from metropolitan regions going into those areas. We did have
instances of that—Melburnians going up there to buy their toilet paper. That was not welcomed at all.
We need to take a measured approach and a consistent approach. I have got to say, if I lived in the
United States—let us not talk about the United States. If I lived in the UK, Italy or Spain, all those
countries— (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: ROAD MAINTENANCE
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:43): As Minister Somyurek was just saying, our government is
leading Victoria’s economic recovery as we gradually emerge from COVID-19 restrictions, as
members are well aware. Most recently we announced a $2.7 billion building works package to
support projects and jobs right across Victoria. In total this package will create 3700 direct jobs,
support thousands more across Victoria’s supply chains and pump extra dollars back into the economy,
and I want to take the opportunity today to update the house on the part of this package that is road
maintenance.
Road maintenance is a key part of this recovery plan, and that is because we can put Victorians to
work quickly and efficiently on upgrades right across the state—upgrades that will enhance the
productivity of our freight sector and produce safer, smoother roads for locals and visitors alike. All
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up, these projects in road maintenance will create over 150 new jobs and also secure many others by
creating a pipeline of work for the many local contractors that carry out these vital road improvements.
As part of this stimulus package, Victoria’s road network will get $124 million for maintenance,
including $26 million for resurfacing. More than $20 million will be invested in bushfire-affected
areas to provide additional road improvements and local jobs and support freight and future tourism;
$10 million will be invested to strengthen bridges; $32 million will support an increased maintenance
program, such as hazardous vegetation removal; and $32.8 million will be provided to help prevent
landslips in regional communities, with rock netting and rockfall catch fences installed along roads.
The first projects will be underway in the next six to eight weeks, with nearly all scheduled to be
underway by the end of this calendar year.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:45): As far as today’s questions go, can I thank Minister Tierney, who will
get Mr Bourman written responses in line with the standing orders from the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Can I also thank her for getting written responses to the questions Mr RichPhillips asked in line with the standing orders. Also can I ask Minister Mikakos if she could get a
written response in line with the standing orders for Ms Crozier’s substantive question.
Ms Mikakos: On a point of order, President, I want to raise a point of order because I may have
inadvertently referred to the name of a family in the course of that reply that I gave to Ms Crozier’s
question. I have in front of me the departmental advice that I relied on that does name this family. I
believe that my department, as did I, had assumed that the family had been named in media reports.
Because I am uncertain as to whether that in fact did occur, I would like to sincerely apologise to that
family and seek to have that family’s name redacted from Hansard, because the last thing that I would
wish to do is to add any distress to this family at this challenging time for them.
Obviously the coronial inquest will be public at a later point in time, but given that I am unable to
verify whether the family was named publicly in the course of a number of media reports, I think it
would be best that it be redacted from Hansard. I apologise to the house and to the family.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you for the apology, Minister. As far as the redaction from Hansard
goes, we will look into that. It may be a problem, but I will get back to you in person.
Rulings by the Chair
QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
The PRESIDENT (12:48): I have received a written request from Mr Davis seeking reinstatement
of a number of questions on notice directed to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. I have
reviewed the responses, and I order that questions on notice 1135, 1136, 1140 and 1141 be reinstated
in full; question on notice 1134, parts (1) and (2), be reinstated; question on notice 1137, parts (1), (2)
and (4), be reinstated; question on notice 1138, parts (2), (4) and (5), be reinstated; and question on
notice 1139, parts (2), (4) and (5), be reinstated.
Mr Davis: Thank you, President. On a point of order, and separate from those questions entirely,
there are a number of questions that are significantly overdue from the Minister for Roads, in the first
instance, for the Minister for Public Transport and from the Minister for Roads for the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. I emailed the minister last week in fact. These are questions on notice 1858,
1837 to 1825, 1785 to 1770, and 1605 to 1477. Questions on notice 1124 to 1121, 1074 to 1059, 1027,
1023 to 1020, 1018, 659 to 655, and 640 to 638 were reinstated indeed by the President. Those are the
ones for the Minister for Public Transport. To the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, questions on
notice 2043 to 1196—it might be the other way around—1142 and 1037, and question on notice 1838,
are reinstated on the notice paper by the President. All of these questions are more than the—
Ms Pulford interjected.
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Mr Davis: Yes, to you.
Ms Pulford: No, but are there any for my portfolio?
Mr Davis: No, I am going on the ones that are over the 30-day period, and I am happy to provide
those numbers to the minister, although she does have an email there. Maybe I will just keep going
rather than doing this in separate tranches, President, if that is all right.
The PRESIDENT: I think the minister was going to respond.
Ms Pulford: We will take up your offer for that set of numbers, if you do not mind handing those
over, and I will follow those matters up with my colleagues.
Mr Davis: Okay. And for the Leader of the Government and Minister for Regional Development,
there are questions on notice 1103, 1042 and 1081, reinstated on the notice paper by the President.
Again, I wrote to the minister last week, so she should have that email there. And as the Special
Minister of State is no longer here and you are the new leader in his position, for the Treasurer there
is question on notice 1015, reinstated on the notice paper by the President.
Ms Symes: What were the numbers to me? Was it for me or me acting?
Mr Davis: For the Treasurer, 1015, and for regional development directly. There are also questions
for the Premier which have been reinstated by the President at one point. For example, 1081 is to the
Minister for Regional Development for the Premier, and it relates to the Premier’s trips to China,
seeking details of ministerial visits—reinstated by the President on 4 March 2020. This is going back
a long way; 12 November this originally went on, and there is still no satisfactory answer. There is
1082 as well. And I make the point that this—
Ms Pulford: There were about a million at the end of 2014, by the way.
Mr Davis: We had a lot less. The world record was in 2010 when we came into government—the
number that had been left by Martin Pakula and others in this chamber. I have still got the monumental
phone book, the Labor Party phone book from then, and I will bring it into the chamber tomorrow for
your edification.
Ms Pulford: Come on, a leopard doesn’t change its spots, Mr Davis.
Mr Davis: I am provoked—
The PRESIDENT: Could I remind you that interjections are unruly, and you should ignore them,
please.
Ms Pulford: I apologise to the house. That was cheeky.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I would also like to bring to attention a series of
questions on notice that are well overdue, and I have written to Minister Mikakos in relation to
reinstated questions 89, 285, 409 and 717; questions 1635 to 1645; questions 1718 to 1735 inclusive;
1749; 1755; 1904 to 1911 inclusive; 1923; 1935 to 1938 inclusive; 1940 to 1950 inclusive; 1953;
1956; 1959; 1964 to 1975 inclusive; 1977; 2080 to 2091 inclusive; and 2094 to 2166 inclusive.
I have an unanswered question in relation to the Minister for Housing that the Minister for Regional
Development was to follow up on—question number 2121—and also a question to the Premier via
the Minister for Regional Development in relation to question 2092.
The PRESIDENT: We are just talking to the clerks. There may be some checking that the clerks
would like to do at their end for some of these numbers. Did you want to respond, Minister? I think
the minister will take that on board.
Ms Lovell: On a point of order, President, I also wish to raise that I have a number of questions—
that is, questions 2057 through to 2074—for which it is more than 30 days since they were placed, and
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they are now overdue. These were questions to the Minister for Higher Education in her capacity
representing the Minister for Education, and I have written to the minister requesting those answers.
The PRESIDENT: That will be passed on to the minister.
Mrs McArthur: On a point of order, President, I would also would like to raise some matters of
questions on notice that are unanswered and overdue. Nine for the Minister for Planning—
Ms Symes: I am actively chasing those ones up.
Mrs McArthur: Ninety-three days they are overdue. For the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, 41 days. These questions are numbered 1839, 1840, 1842 and 1844 and questions 2148 to
2152. Also, I did ask the Minister for Agriculture for an explanation on the Minister for Planning’s
behalf as to why questions 1839, 1840, 1842 and 1844 have not been answered. And I asked the
Minister for Training and Skills for an explanation as to why the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services has not answered the questions. I have also written to those ministers.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Mrs McArthur. That will be addressed.
Mr Rich-Phillips: On a point of order, President, I also have some questions to raise. In the first
instance, questions directly for Minister Pulford: questions 1632 and 1633, which were listed on
4 February in relation to the roads portfolio. I have written to the minister in relation to those. In
relation to Ms Pulford representing the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, questions 474, 477 and
480. These were first listed on the notice paper in May 2019. President, you ordered their reinstatement
on 10 September due to unsatisfactory answers. You again ordered their reinstatement on 5 February
due to unsatisfactory answers. And now some four months later no answers have been provided, so I
would ask Minister Pulford, particularly in respect to her own questions, to clarify the reason for that.
Separately, for Minister Tierney representing the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, there
are questions 2051 to 2055, which were placed on notice on 23 April and were due back during the
recess we have been in under the standing order we have. They have not been answered, and I also
seek a response as to why they have not been fulfilled.
Ms Pulford: On the point of order, President, I will follow up those responses that I am responsible
for and also those two that Mr Rich-Phillips said were to me with my office today.
Constituency questions
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:58): My question is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. I have had one of the licensed firearms dealers from my area contact me and say
that they have about 200 permits to acquire in and they are getting them cleared at the rate of about six
a day. I have no doubt that there are a lot of other dealers in the same situation, so my question to the
minister is: what is she doing to fix this up?
Sitting suspended 12.58 pm until 2.04 pm.
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (14:04): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Health. In my Western Victoria electorate we have been extremely compliant under the coronavirus
lock-up. Just like those inside the tram tracks, we in the country sneeze into our elbows, wash our
hands, use sanitiser, download the COVIDSafe app and reluctantly remain under house arrest to flatten
the curve and to ensure our hospitals are not overwhelmed by the thousands of predicted COVID
cases. Due to all this and only having 44 cases from the Surf Coast to the South Australian border,
there are no active cases at the moment. So we have got low population density and no tram tracks,
which means that my constituents naturally socially distance.
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Minister, my question is: has the government considered relaxing restrictions by rural local
government area, and within a local government area, earlier than the rest of the state so our country
businesses can be saved and we can all get on with living?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (14:05): My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Local Government and Minister for Small Business, the Honourable Adem Somyurek.
My question relates to the minister’s portfolio responsibility for small business. As a result of the
recent COVID-19 health crisis, the measures that have been put in place due to public health concerns
have left a lot of businesses struggling to cope. Most small businesses have reported a significant drop
in revenue. Some have been able to quickly adapt to the changed circumstances, but for others
adaptation options are limited. Even businesses which are in high demand and can continue to offer
their traditional services are feeling the effects. In these difficult times any support for businesses can
be significant. My question to the minister is: can the minister outline the relief and support measures
that have been put in place for commercial tenancies that would be beneficial for the businesses and
investors in my area of Western Metropolitan Region?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (14:06): My constituency question is for the Attorney-General
and relates to sentencing trends for sexual crimes. In order to get the best out of our legal system and
greater trust from the broader community, transparency is essential. Many members of my electorate
of Western Victoria have spoken to me about the sentences given to sexual offenders in their various
forms, particularly the disgusting crime of raping children. Regular reviews of sentencing for sex
offenders, including the comparison between the sentences handed down by courts versus the actual
sentences served, should be undertaken at the very least for the purposes of scrutiny. The Sentencing
Advisory Council has published informative reports, for example, on the sentencing trends for
penetration of a child between 12 and 16, but in the case of many studies these reports can be outdated
or can use old data. Further, it is my understanding that there is no requirement on the Sentencing
Advisory Council to regularly review certain offences and trends. My question is: can the minister
explain what mechanisms are in place to assess and review the sentences handed down by courts in
comparison to the actual time served by perpetrators for sexual crimes?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:07): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence in the other place. We have been in relative isolation now for months,
and that has sparked concerns across the community in particular about the wellbeing of vulnerable
women and children at risk of family violence. For many vulnerable women and children in particular,
the opportunity to get out of the house, whether it is simply to go shopping, perhaps to go to work,
even to carry out domestic duties, can be an incredibly important opportunity to reach out for help and
support. I was interested on a Zoom call recently with senior departmental officials who were briefing
a standing committee of this place that they were very open that the current mechanisms put in place
by the government are not working to enable vulnerable Victorians, predominantly women and
children, to reach out and access the support that they need. In my electorate in particular there are
numerous outstanding organisations that right now require additional support from the department. I
am thinking particularly today about Eastern Domestic Violence Service. So my question is: what has
the minister done to support the victims of family violence who cannot access support due to being in
isolation, and what is the plan to deal with the potential increase of reporting once restrictions are
further eased?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (14:08): My constituency question today is for the AttorneyGeneral, and it relates to the $17.5 million in funding provided to the Victorian legal assistance sector

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 3 June 2020

Legislative Council

1691

in response to COVID-19. Community legal centres across Melbourne’s western suburbs do very
important work to support those in need of legal advice and representation who otherwise would not
be able to access the justice system in a supported way. I would like to know which of the services
across my electorate will be receiving funding and how much they will receive.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:09): My question is for the Minister for Creative
Industries. Over the past few months live music venues in my electorate and across Victoria have been
struggling. A recent example I heard was from Maurice, the owner of the Grace Darling Hotel in
Collingwood. He said that his business and other live music venues already operate on incredibly thin
margins and that, if the government does not step in with a rescue package, it ‘may be the final nail in
the coffin for many venues, including the Grace’. Victoria’s live music industry brings in $1.7 billion
and creates 42 000 jobs for our economy, and the value it brings to our culture and communities is
beyond measure. It is now up to the government to hear the community’s calls and ensure Victoria’s
live music scene does not disappear. Minister, will you support the live music industry with a
$50 million rescue package to ensure iconic music venues like the Grace Darling in my electorate are
able to survive the COVID-19 crisis?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:10): My constituency question this afternoon is for the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place. It relates to the Strzelecki Community
Alliance. SCA are a group of Gippsland-based community members with over 1000 residents, and
they are greatly concerned about the proposed wind farm and wind turbines in the Delburn region.
This Delburn region extends along the HVP pine plantation, and each one of those potentially 33 to
35 wind turbines is 250 metres tall. Now, their concern includes proximity to dwellings, loss of
property value, noise pollution and fire danger, and they feel these gigantic towers will certainly be
detrimental to their homes and their lives. This group understands that the minister is soon to visit the
area and wants to know whether the minister will meet with representatives of the Strzelecki
Community Alliance at the same time or on the same day that she is meeting with OSMI, who is the
proponent.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Just a reminder for members that it is a 60-second
statement. I know it is a bit tough for some people, because they are behind a pillar. It is a bit hard to
see how you are going, but just try and keep it under the limit.
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:11): My question is for the Attorney-General, Jill
Hennessy, MP, in the other place. It relates to a recent announcement of $17.5 million additional
funding for frontline legal assistance for community legal centres in Victoria. The Eastern Community
Legal Centre in my region works with communities and community members living in Boroondara,
Knox, Manningham, Maroondah, Whitehorse and Yarra Ranges. They do an amazing job for many
of my local constituents by providing information, advice and assistance across a range of legal and
related issues. My question to the minister is in regard to this recent announcement, and I specifically
would like to know if the minister could advise what funding support will be provided to the Eastern
Community Legal Centre arising from this recent announcement to continue to assist them in doing
the excellent work that they do across my region.
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (14:12): My question is to the Premier and relates to at least
two recent items of correspondence to him from Jenny O’Connor, the mayor of Indigo shire in my
electorate. These take up the need for Indigo to receive reclassification as a directly impacted area
following the bushfires that caused particularly severe impacts there and in the adjoining Towong and
Alpine shires in late 2019 and early 2020. This would allow many urgently in-need businesses to
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finally access the federal government’s bushfire recovery small business grant program. I ask the
Premier if he could indicate when a response will be provided to the shire. I would also be grateful if
he is in a position to confirm whether there will be a positive response to the request for the
classification change, and if not, why not.
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:13): My constituency question is to the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure and relates to the omission of sound barriers in the design of the
second-stage Monash Freeway upgrade that incorporates the duplication or expansion of O’Shea
Road, Berwick, from a single lane to three lanes in each direction from the Beaconsfield exchange to
Soldiers Road, Berwick. Residents of the Affinity Estate, which adjoins O’Shea Road, have expressed
their concern regarding the impact the extra lanes will have on noise levels, pollution, traffic volumes
and safety issues around their properties. During the community consultation process residents were
advised that the design would incorporate four lanes; however, that has now been increased to six
lanes without consultation. They were also shown artist’s impressions which had sound barriers
included. VicRoads have advised they are not going to install sound barriers, so I ask the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure to take into consideration the residents’ concerns and to ensure that sound
barriers are built as were shown in the artist’s impressions of this project.
Motions
BARLEY TARIFFS
Debate resumed.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:15): This motion states:
That this house opposes the unjustified special tariffs imposed on Victorian barley by the Chinese Communist
Party government and calls for these unjustified tariffs to be removed immediately.

Before the break and before question time I was talking about the significance of barley to the
Victorian economy: the number of agricultural businesses, 3376—and this is very recent data; the
1.3 million tonnes of barley produced in 2018–19; and the significance of certain areas of the state, the
north-west of the state in particular but also Shepparton, Warrnambool, the south-west, Gippsland,
Bendigo, Geelong, Ballarat and the Latrobe region too. The north-west produces than a million tonnes
of barley a year. We talked about the significance of the tariffs on the overall market in Australia and
the impact that that would have.
I was quoting from the Weekly Times and the comments of Mr Brett Hosking, the GrainGrowers
chairman. He made the point that there had been a lot of claims that the Chinese tariffs would not
affect Victorian growers, but he said that that was nonsense. He made it very, very clear that Victorian
growers were going to be impacted quite severely by these tariffs. He talked about the impact on the
overall market, the drop in the tonnage rate. He said:
… good quality malting barley that was destined for China would now have to either go to the Middle East
as feed grain for livestock or into the domestic market, where it would suppress prices.
He said the direct impact on what was expected to be a 12 million tonne harvest—

so that is a very significant harvest this year—
was a loss of $500 million on barley.

That is the national figure. He also said that downward pressure on wheat and other grains would lead
to very significant losses there too. So the impact of the 80 per cent tariff on Australian barley and the
ban on imports from four Australian abattoirs is I think very significant, and we need to send a clear
message from this chamber that we think it is wrong and that it should be removed.
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I am not trying to complicate this matter with the broad trade issues that may be there internationally
with the United States and China and with the whole EU set of issues. There are many, many
interrelated issues, there is no question about that, so one should not believe that these are all in
isolation. Nonetheless, I think there is a very clear role today for us to say that we do not agree, we
oppose this tariff and we think it should be removed.
We heard in question time yesterday that the government is ‘disappointed’ that the tariff has been
imposed, and I think that is a very mild way of describing the impact on many of our growers. I know
for a fact that some of our members of Parliament have spoken to growers across their electorates and
there has been a very clear message that they want us to fight for their ability to export barley and to
get it into the markets overseas. It is of course true that there are alternate markets, and Victoria, and
Australia indeed, should be fighting for all of those alternate markets. No-one should imagine for a
moment that that is not a very important objective, and no-one should imagine that Victorian
governments should not be in there working hard on trade matters to actually get the very best outcome
for our state.
Certainly with respect to China, when we were in government between 2010 and 2014 there were two
very large super trade missions. Ted Baillieu pioneered that super trade mission concept. Indeed the
first of them was the largest trade mission into China ever from anywhere, and it was certainly the
largest trade mission coming out of Australia ever to anywhere. Those missions were very successful,
building links and building the ability to have individual networks and networks to provincial
governments, and I will come back and say something about that in a minute. They were very, very
successful, and I for one welcome ministers and MPs indeed building links with other countries,
because it can be very fruitful in terms of the trade connections and the individual connections that can
be built from a factory here and a supplier there and MPs, ministers and departments can play very
significant roles in stitching up those sorts of links that can operate very much to the benefit of our
exporters.
Victoria has a proud and significant history. My friend and, indeed, sometime lunchtime companion
the Honourable Dick Hamer, a former Premier of this state, was the pioneer who actually signed the
first of the sister state relationships on the basis of trade and education and cultural exchange and
person-to-person exchanges, including through the parliaments. I was honoured to go to China on one
of those joint cross-party missions. It was led by the then President of the Legislative Council—
someone that Mrs McArthur would be very familiar with, Bruce Chamberlain. Those missions were
very, very significant to the work that is done. They have continued under different governments of
different political persuasions over many years in Victoria, and they are welcome and they are very
much part of the series of links. Our universities have been very much a part of that as well.
There are, I think, real controversies about the Belt and Road Initiative. This motion is not
fundamentally about that, but I would be remiss not to mention it and say that we have taken the view
as an opposition that this particular set of deals is not well thought through by the government. The
national government believes that. We certainly believe that, and we have indicated that in government
we would step back from that agreement. So that is a very clear policy position, a policy distinction
with the government, and we have thought about that carefully. We have judged that against a series
of tests and Victoria’s interests. So it is a matter of record and it is a matter of fact that that is what we
would do.
But leaving that aside, this motion is actually much narrower than those broad trade considerations. It
is much narrower than the debates that are there about the form of engagement that might occur with
China. It is a simple, straightforward motion that lays out the need for us to send a clear signal that we
are opposed to these tariffs and to send a clear signal that we want those tariffs removed. People will
have a range of different views as to how that is best achieved. They will have a range of different
views about the interventions that will be required and the mix of national government activity and
state government activity. I am happy to have those debates, but that is not the actual debate today.
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The debate today is: do we agree with those tariffs, do we oppose those tariffs and do we believe they
should be removed?
It is actually in that sense quite a narrow motion, and I look forward to the chamber debating it and
coming at it with clean eyes and with the hope that we can send a clear and powerful signal on behalf
of an important sector. As I laid out earlier on, it is not a trivial sector. It is a sector that we need to
support. It is a sector that is very efficient coming out of Australia. There are not industry supports, as
some other countries have, for agricultural sectors. Our agricultural sectors have very little in the way
of these sorts of supports. So they are efficient, and the tariff, I think, will have a very significant
impact on them. As I have laid out, the GrainGrowers have been very clear on that. The Victorian
Farmers Federation and others have got very clear views about the impact of these tariffs. I therefore
ask for the chamber’s support to oppose the tariffs and send a clear signal and to support the removals
and signal that we think they should be removed.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (14:24): I rise today to speak to motion 310 on the notice paper in
relation to tariffs on Victorian barley exports to China. It is always interesting to follow Mr Davis in
the order of speakers on an opposition motion, because on the one hand Mr Davis has spent a
considerable amount of time in the chamber today detailing the volume of the harvest—the footprint
which covers just under 900 000 hectares in the state of Victoria—and he has talked extensively about
the communities which rely upon export opportunities, such as those which have existed with China,
and he has then gone on to talk about the relatively narrow casting of the motion which appears on the
notice paper.
What he then does, in a convenient half twist, is to say that despite the fact that this is a very narrowly
cast motion it is important to mention the Belt and Road Initiative within the circumstance and the
backdrop of this particular discussion. He goes on to talk about the opposition’s position, which it has,
according to Mr Davis, formulated in response to the recent public discourse on this matter an
opposition to. The view, according to Mr Davis, of the opposition is that this set of deals is not well
thought through and that the opposition has thought about the Belt and Road Initiative carefully and,
to quote Mr Davis, ‘judged it against a series of tests’.
It is all very well and good to listen on face value to what Mr Davis has to say about that series of tests
and about what this set of deals might actually represent to the Victorian opposition by way of an
opportunity to make a pledge to wind back and rescind any such initiative if elected in 2022. What
this represents at its highest is a cheap opportunity taken yet again by the opposition to diminish the
work and the effort that has been put into maximising opportunities for our primary producers, for our
regional communities, for commodities markets all the way around the state, from barley to wheat, to
wool, to wine, to rice, to dairy, to beef and to lamb. What we hear in what Mr Davis has said today on
behalf of his opposition colleagues goes very squarely to an opportunity seized upon by the opposition
to define itself in relation to the Belt and Road Initiative, despite the fact that Mr Davis is all too quick
to say that this is a very narrowcast motion and we should just focus on barley.
Barley exports are important, and the upcoming season from December to about April, with sowing
season to take place in around May, is going to be something that we need to take great care to protect
and to enhance. And the way in which we take care of our commodities and export markets is to build
relationships, networks and frameworks with other countries and jurisdictions not just in our region
but around the world.
What the Victorian government has done over an extended period of time that goes right the way back
to 2016 in relation to exports to China is work to enhance those relationships, market opportunities
and export chances to their very best capacity. And despite anything that Mr Davis or his colleagues
may say about the Belt and Road Initiative, the issue of tariffs as they relate to barley sits very squarely
within the commonwealth jurisdiction. This is something that the Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development, Ms Symes, has in this chamber over the last two sitting days
discussed extensively as it relates to a multijurisdictional effort with her counterparts in Canberra and
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in other state and territories to have a united front around the importance of advocating effectively for
these markets, not just for barley but for the other commodities I mentioned earlier, and to making
sure that wherever possible all efforts are made to reduce any hindrance that might otherwise apply to
markets into the future.
And this is where Mr Davis’s contribution earlier today, despite the fact that he indicates very clearly
that no-one in this chamber would agree with the imposition of tariffs on barley—and if Mr Davis and
I have to agree with something in relation to each other, it might as well be this. I think that is absolutely
true. It is uncontroversial to state in this place that tariffs on barley cause significant damage to our
economic prospects in this sector, and the prospect of any other challenges or tariffs by way of sanction
would do similar to our primary production, agriculture and export industries.
What we see, however, is a divergence of views from that point because the work that has been
undertaken by the Andrews government since being re-elected in 2014 has focused very squarely on
maximising export opportunities. There have been a series of efforts made not just through outbound
trade missions but to bring delegations to Australia to experience firsthand primary production and to
see the world-class quality of the product that we bring to plates, to factories and to tables all over the
globe. And we have also managed to significantly enhance the quantum of our export values by
reducing red tape for exporters and also by facilitating good working relationships with destination
jurisdictions such as China.
We need to make sure that we continue to work at having the most effective bipartisan government
relations to maximise export growth into the future. China has for many, many years been the largest
source market not just for commodities like barley but also for international tourism and education—
again, another subject and two sectors and industries which have been devastated as a result of travel
restrictions, border closures and pandemic responses. We need to make sure that Australia is not left
behind in claiming and preserving market share wherever possible. And that is in fact part of the effort
and the rationale that has underpinned the Premier’s ongoing efforts as they relate to Chinese export
markets since he was elected in 2014.
The China strategy which Victoria has developed has been enormously successful in this regard, and
when we look to see what the impact of tariffs will be at a local level, we can see that it is jobs. When
we look to see what the impact of relationships are and trade policy is at a local level, it is jobs. And
what we see here is that this Victorian government—in fact any Victorian government—has an
enormously strong role to play in creating opportunities for work and creating a pipeline of demand
for commodities and for service-based industries, such as tourism and education, and that we have an
obligation to continue to explore any and all possibilities as they relate to enhancement of those market
opportunities.
So what we as a government will continue to do, notwithstanding the imposition of tariffs which will
create an enormous amount of hardship for Victorian barley growers and for their families and for
communities up to the Millewa and in other parts of the state, is to work to explore and examine
alternative markets. That is where India, as the minister indicated yesterday, is the subject of extensive
work around malt barley, the growth that exists there and the work to refine and develop guidelines
for the export of malt barley to that jurisdiction, as well as to look at preserving and enhancing
relationships, wherever possible through commonwealth channels, through trade and industry
partnerships and through a range of different portfolio efforts and advocacies to make sure that we are
putting our best foot forward for export and for trade relationship development.
China will continue, despite anything that Mr Davis says and despite anything that the current Leader
of the Opposition says, to be a strong partner in trade for Victoria. It is a matter of fact that this will
continue. The question will be to what extent does an alternative—coalition—government in Victoria
want to develop and explore opportunities for jobs growth, for economic growth, for greater market
share and for a facilitated framework under the publicly available framework agreement, which comes
off the back of the memorandum of understanding within the broader remit of the Belt and Road
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Initiative, to make sure that we are exploring every single opportunity that will benefit families in the
Millewa, families in Gippsland, families in western Victoria and those families who rely upon a worldclass product making it to world stages in volume and quantum, which large-scale market players such
as China can offer.
There is a lot of white noise—that is a curious phrase, but I actually think it is rather apt—going on in
relation to the Belt and Road Initiative. In fact I have had correspondence in just the last couple of days
asking me what my affiliation is to the Chinese Communist Party. That is from constituents in
Gippsland who have known that I have been an elected member of Parliament since 2014, but funnily
enough all of a sudden, because my surname is Shing and because I have Chinese-Australian heritage,
that seems to be a legitimate question to ask. I see Mr Davis nodding his head. Right, thank you,
Mr Davis. I will just put that on the record: Mr Davis is saying that that is very bad.
Mr Davis: No, I don’t imagine you have any link to the Chinese Communist Party at all.
Ms SHING: And yet Mr Davis poses the question, and welcome back to McCarthyism.
Mr Davis: No, I’m actually being very clear. On the contrary.
Ms SHING: Welcome back to an era when we can all of a sudden make a convenient argument
around the nationality or heritage of people in order to question government decision-making, in order
to find a subtext and an opportunity for rank political purposes. What I would say, to put it formally
on the record, my own opinion, is that this is only going to continue as long as the narrative and the
misunderstanding and the misinformation about the Belt and Road Initiative continues.
I got a very clear sense from question time today and from earlier business of the chamber this week
that the majority of people do not in fact even understand what the Belt and Road Initiative is or what
it does. I got a very clear understanding that many people think that it is a funding agreement, that it is
in fact something which can be shored through to government decisions in a way that might invite a
conclusion around influence. Well, let us just be clear about what the Belt and Road Initiative actually
is. It is not actually a belt or a road. It is in fact a mechanism to create and sustain relationships through
trade, through development of industries and sectors in a growing global economy that will open up
chances for economies to benefit from each other through enhanced trade policy and cooperation.
Anybody who thinks that the Belt and Road Initiative is in fact about funding decisions being taken at
a state government level, anyone who thinks—as Mr Davis or his colleagues might have thought—
that the Belt and Road Initiative is in fact about dollars being passed from one jurisdiction to another
without the exchange at fair market value for commodities such as barley, that this is in fact something
which will result in decisions being taken in a way that might unreasonably favour one jurisdiction
internationally over another, has severely misunderstood the nature of the framework agreement, the
nature of the predecessor agreements entered into by federal governments and the nature of the
memorandum of understanding.
We have publicly available documents. We have a very clear framework that sets out a pathway to
maximising Victoria’s prospects economically, agriculturally, horticulturally and socially. We are in
a global environment which enables us to do these things and also demands that we, on behalf of the
Victorian communities that we represent now and the children and grandchildren of those Victorian
communities, have the best possible opportunities to succeed and to flourish and to share the product
that we create through our intellectual property, through our commodities, through our communities
now and into the future.
So with those words I indicate that of course the government is opposed to barley tariffs. But to do
anything more than state that position, as Mr Davis did when he got to his feet, would be to invite a
tawdry, lowest-common-denominator approach to a debate which has at its heart a very nasty
underbelly indeed.
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Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (14:40): This motion is of significant importance, and it is
quite simple, as Mr Davis has said. It reads:
That this house opposes the unjustified special tariffs imposed on Victorian barley by the Chinese Communist
Party government and calls for these unjustified tariffs to be removed immediately.

It is not because its passing would magically remove these unjust tariffs or that the communist
government of China would comply with the demands of the Victorian Parliament; it is important
because of our farmers, and that is who we have to stand up for in this. It is important that all
parliamentarians demonstrate to their constituents that they side with Victoria and our farmers and not
with a dictatorial communist regime.
The culprits behind these punitive tariffs have demonstrated just how evil and reckless they are in
recent months. China expelled journalists monitoring the outbreak of the virus. They lied about
statistics. They kept it under wraps for months. They blamed our allies in the United States. They
negligently failed to control the outbreak that ultimately left 127 000 Victorians unemployed and
damaged our economy 140 times more than the bushfires. Then, when the federal Morrison
government rightfully called for an international inquiry into the origins of the virus, these same
culprits imposed an 80 per cent tariff on our barley farmers.
In typical Andrews fashion the Treasurer decided to parrot the Chinese Communist Party talking
points and sided with China when speaking about the tariffs, saying that they were a consequence ‘of
the way that the federal government have conducted themselves’. In other words, this tariff apparently
had nothing to do with a belligerent communist dictatorship hell-bent on avoiding proper scrutiny over
the virus that emanated from Wuhan, bringing lives to an end, putting millions on the unemployment
scrap heap and leaving businesses bankrupt and national economies in generational debt. In particular,
Labor MPs in Western Victoria must denounce Tim Pallas’s decision to side with the Chinese
Communist Party. They must stand up for Australian barley farmers by voting for this motion.
Victorian barley production in 2019–20 was 2.5 million tonnes, with forecasts that the 2020–21
Victorian barley crop will cover 930 000 hectares. Forty-nine per cent of the nation’s barley is
currently exported to China. A significant proportion of Victoria’s barley production takes place in
western Victoria, predominantly in the Mallee and Wimmera regions, much of which is exported
through the Geelong port.
Labor members must make it clear to their constituents whether they support the interests, like the
Treasurer, of farmers or whether they support the Chinese Communist Party. Many of these members
represent constituencies that are supported by Victorian barley production, which provides massive
benefit to the local state and national economies. I note their federal counterpart Senator Kitching has
rejected the remarks made by the Treasurer.
The Victorian Labor Party appears time and time again to back the interests of this communist regime,
demonstrated in their unwavering support, against Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade protocols,
for the development deal which allegedly is a $1.5 trillion Belt and Road Initiative. But if this
relationship is so good between the Premier and the Chinese communist dictatorship, then
Mr Andrews should surely be able to use his influence to have this 80 per cent tariff removed from
our barley farmers. If he cannot do that, then what is the benefit of this relationship? Do we have to
put up with those inside the tram tracks and the offices of Tiananmen Square actually saying what is
going to happen to our hardworking barley farmers?
Our farmers across rural Victoria continue to feed the rest of the regions and metropolitan Melbourne
despite the obstacles constantly put before them. Every day they defy the elements, fire, drought, weed
and pest invasion, market vagaries, and now an 80 per cent tariff applied by the major importer of our
barley. On top of that they are burdened with poor infrastructure, red and green tape, regulations that
are costly and time-consuming and unproductive, and taxation by all three levels of government. Their
industry is frequently called for to be ended because of those people who do not believe there should
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be any animal meat and fibre production as well. But here we have got a situation of barley being a
wonderful plant-based diet. I am sure all those who are non-meat eaters would be appalled at the
thought that we cannot be exporting our barley to all those other plant-based eaters in China. I am sure
there are lots there.
Their industry is vitally important to this state, and we need to support the barley farmers and we need
to use every effort possible to ensure that this tariff is removed. Farmers are the backbone of many
rural communities. They are the first to put their hands up for a neighbour, close or distant, at a time
of need. They deserve our backing. I am a passionate supporter of free and fair trade, and I would hope
that Mr Andrews can ensure that at the first opportunity he can put into action this Belt and Road
Initiative, which Ms Shing has told us is enormously successful, and have this tariff removed. Our
farmers deserve our support and our backing, as do these barley farmers especially, so I have much
pleasure in supporting Mr Davis’s motion.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (14:48): I had not intended speaking on this particular motion.
I want to put on record that I support Mr Davis’s motion because I support the barley farmers of
western Victoria, but I want to put on record for that reason and that reason alone that I absolutely
100 per cent condemn the comments that have been coming from the opposition benches this
afternoon. Never in my 56 years have I heard such a load of jingoistic claptrap—borderline racism—
and this chamber and the people of Victoria deserve better than that.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (14:48): I am pleased to rise and speak on this motion, and as
always it is hard to follow Mr Meddick in this place because he comes with such passion and speaks
from the heart. I feel almost like we all need to have a moment’s silence and just let that sink in,
because that was very well said, Mr Meddick, again. Once again I take this opportunity to say it is a
terrific thing that people with your sense of purpose are in this place to debate issues such as these. I
think at all of these moments it is wonderful that we are here able to debate issues such as these in a
free and fair way. We might not always agree, but we should take these opportunities to say that in
this place, where we have all been elected, we can do just that.
This is a very significant issue that is affecting our farmers right across Victoria and indeed right across
Australia. I stand with Mr Meddick, I stand with Mr Davis, I stand with Ms Shing that we absolutely
express our displeasure and indeed our horror at the tariffs that have been imposed recently on our
barley farmers, noting that that has been part of an 18-month-long process that the federal government
has been dealing with with China. I know that there have been a lot of attempts to tie it to more recent
events, but the truth of the matter is that this is a process that has been going on for 18 months and
Victoria is joining very strongly with the commonwealth government to condemn those tariffs and to
support the commonwealth as it prepares to take China to the World Trade Organization regarding
these tariffs. Those are important steps that this country is taking in standing up for our farmers.
I have to say—and I think the Premier used this word yesterday—that there is some confusion. I think
a lot of us here feel more than a little confused about just what the opposition is actually trying to say.
On the one hand they are demanding that these tariffs be removed by the Victorian government, which
is an interesting exposition of our global matching heavyweight titles. They are demanding that the
tariffs be removed and at the same time they are listing a whole range of things that they dislike so
profoundly about China that it almost sounds like we should not be trading with China at all if you
take their things to the logical conclusion. Again, it is highly, highly confusing. If you follow
Mrs McArthur’s process, you would get to the point where you would say, ‘Well, we probably
shouldn’t be trading anywhere outside our own borders’, and of course that is not what we are about.
Mr Davis: That’s certainly not what she thinks. She’s a farmer.
Ms GARRETT: Absolutely, and I support the farmers. What I am saying is there is a confusing
message coming from the opposition—a conflation of issues and a list of horrors that are said to be on
the part of China while at the same time demanding that we continue to trade. I think we should be
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trading with China. We should be trading with Japan, we should be trading with Canada and we should
be trading with the USA—all major partners of Australia and major partners of Victoria.
That is why this government has taken such a proactive stance right across our trading partners. I think
we have an unprecedented amount of international offices operating right throughout the world—
22 offices, staffed with highly skilled and experienced people. I have had the privilege, when I was a
minister, of attending a number of those trade offices overseas. The work they are doing to make sure
that Victoria’s interests are being met and being advanced is extraordinary, absolutely extraordinary,
and there is not an opportunity that Victoria is missing because of that.
We stand here and we feel so deeply for our barley growers and what they are facing now, but we
want to give them the full assurance and the comfort that we, along with the Australian government
and other governments, are doing everything we can to reverse this position and also to find new and
innovative markets for our many high-profile and well-loved producers. Australia has a reputation,
but Victoria in particular, if we can be parochial—and why can’t we, given it is the Victorian
Parliament; we must be parochial—has quite a unique and outstanding reputation probably only
shared, I think, by New Zealand in some of the ways that people see our produce: so clean, beautiful,
often quite cutting-edge technologies, wonderful tastes, a gourmet food bowl that is such a jewel in
the crown of Australia’s food production, and so much of it is here.
I think it is very fitting that the minister is here to hear this debate, because she has done an absolute
power of work trying to help our agricultural and food production sectors get through what have been
the most testing few months in living memory. If we just look at my area and Ms Shing’s area in
eastern Victoria, we were just recovering from the horror bushfire season that began earlier than one
can remember, really, and smashed so many parts on top of the drought which had crippled many parts
of Victoria, in particular in eastern Victoria.
I was with the Premier and the minister, Minister Symes, when we were visiting farms just crippled
by drought. It looked like a moonscape, it was so dry, and we were hearing those stories. Then we
were hit by the fires, which just ripped through towns and farmland, and we lost lives. The recovery
from that is going to be a long-term process. Then on top of all that we got hit with COVID-19. The
hope, the great hope, for Eastern Victoria was that we would be able to get some tourism back and get
the place moving again, and of course COVID shut all of that down. It has been an incredibly difficult
time. For the tariffs to then hit the barley farmers, there is no getting around it; it is very hard. But what
do we do? Do we put our head in the sand? No, we do not. We keep fighting at every step and with
every breath for new markets, for innovative ways to sell our produce, and we stand up when we need
to stand up, and that is what this government has done and will continue to do.
I also want to pay tribute, while I am on my feet, to Minister Symes, who has worked really hard to
support those farmers through the COVID crisis with the many schemes that the government has come
up with and administered. She made the point in question time today that her regular meetings with
the agricultural industry—making sure we are responsive to their needs—are precisely what should
be done and precisely what is being done.
I want to finish on the comments made by Ms Shing, and I think it is really important. Words are
weapons, and we have a responsibility in these debates to have genuine policy debate. All debates can
have negative consequences if they are not managed appropriately. I am really sorry that she has had
to go through that personally. But she is not alone; I know lots of people have had to. It really is on us
as leaders in the community to make sure that a genuine and good, free-flowing, democratic discussion
does not descend into something else. We join I think everybody in the chamber to say that in fact we
condemn tariffs on our hardworking barley farmers. But we on this side of the house will continue to
do everything we possibly can to ensure jobs and growth in this state.
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Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:58): I am pleased to contribute some words this afternoon on this
motion and show that The Nationals have support for this motion. Very much at the heart of what we
stand for and believe in is supporting farmers and supporting our rural and regional people, industries
and export markets. The motion goes to the effect:
That this house opposes the unjustified special tariffs imposed on Victorian barley by the Chinese Communist
Party government and calls for these unjustified tariffs to be removed immediately.

Let us just break this down into some of the science around that, some of the parts. The first part is the
crop, barley as a crop. We know that our Australian and Victorian farmers lead the world in a whole
raft of things—in innovation, in technologies, in determination, in overcoming adversity. We know
our farmers do the hard yards, and Victorian barley growers are indeed some of the best producers and
the least subsidised—as are all Australian barley growers—in the world. So when they make the
product, they make it and they need to go to market in the best possible sense. It is premium quality.
And Australia is one of the top barley exporters in the world. I think there is a little bit of to-ing and
fro-ing between us and France on occasion, but we are certainly up there in the top three. In terms of
the 2019–20 harvest, barley production is estimated to have increased by 127 per cent and to be in the
vicinity of 2.5 million tonnes. So that is a great outcome. We are producing really well, and it also
shows a 35 per cent increase above a 10-year average. But what that also says is that we have got a lot
to lose.
I cannot go past acknowledging my fantastic lower house colleague the member for Lowan, who is
not here because she is a brand-new mother. I will leave her to make any formal announcements to
the wide world, but we are very proud of her. She is a very passionate member, and she supports those
members in the Western District and the Wimmera and her farmers.
But there is pain in relation to this 80 per cent tariff that our farmers are feeling. The National Farmers
Federation’s Tony Mahar only recently said in a media release:
This is a massive blow to Australian grain growers, who are right now nearing the end of their winter planting.
China is Australia’s largest barley market, almost 50% of our barely worth about $917 million is exported to
China each year—

from across Australia. Let us look more regionally and more locally. The Weekly Times only today
came out and quoted Brett Hosking, who is the GrainGrowers chairman and a gentleman I have had
the pleasure of meeting a couple of times at least. He is not from Gippsland, but he is a fantastic
advocate for GrainGrowers. Mr Hosking said:
… good quality malting barley that was destined for China would now have to either go to the Middle East
as feed grain for livestock or into the domestic market, where it would suppress prices—

meaning that it would go to markets that would not return maximum benefit for our farmers. He said:
… the direct impact on what was expected to be a 12 million tonne harvest was—

in Victoria—
a loss of $500 million on barley.

Mr Hosking said:
Add to that the downward pressure on wheat and sorghum … we’re expecting a $1 billion loss.

This is a hard burden to bear for our Victorian farmers—a $1 billion loss—and the reason, which is
certainly contained within this motion, is that China is creating a punitive tariff on Australian barley
of 80 per cent.
The discussion is that China is hitting back in relation to the Prime Minister’s very normal and
reasonable stance in questioning where the coronavirus had originated and how it became this
shocking worldwide catastrophe. Those are very reasonable questions to ask, and indeed he was
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supported by almost 120 nations and the World Health Assembly in saying, ‘We need to investigate
this further’. But the Chinese Communist Party government has punitively put on an 80 per cent tariff.
If we turn to the Belt and Road Initiative—and I will not spend much time on it but just pull out a
couple of key points—Belt and Road claims that trade, development and market access, especially for
agricultural products, will be promoted, but there are great concerns. Some are flipping out and saying,
‘No, no, it won’t happen; there won’t be anything else other than barley’, but there are concerns from
the market in terms of dairy, wine, seafood and fruit, so there are still concerns from our Victorian
farmers.
I would like to pick up on a point that the Minister for Agriculture raised yesterday and the Premier
has raised in the past—and indeed Minister Symes raised it again today in question time. Yesterday
she said that China’s imposition of a very significant tariff on Australian barley was ‘a disappointing
decision’. Well, if I ever have the blessed opportunity to be a minister, I would be a little stronger than
just saying ‘disappointing decision’. I would be incredibly frustrated by that. The other point I make
is that the minister also said, ‘Indeed in the last five years exports to China from Victoria have
increased by 62 per cent’. Now, this is a magical figure, because the Premier has bragged about this
in the past. He has used this figure. So I went and did some assessments, and I looked at a Department
of Foreign Affairs and Trade report. I want to bust this myth about a 62 per cent increase in exports.
The Australia’s Trade by State and Territory 2018–19 report reveals the merchandise exports into
China over a five-year trend. So these are exports, merchandise. New South Wales had a 9.6 per cent
increase. Victoria had a 9.7 per cent increase. Queensland was doing well with 22 per cent. South
Australia had a reduction—a loss—of 2.3 per cent. WA had a 6.5 per cent increase, Tasmania a 16 per
cent increase and the Northern Territory an 11.8 per cent increase. Now, of course, no other states have
the Belt and Road Initiative, but all we can surmise—all we can get—from a five-year trend is a 9.7 per
cent increase in exports into China. This is from the foreign affairs and trade report. So it is not the
purported 62 per cent. I would like the government to show me where that comes from and how this
can be so very different to that issued in Australia’s foreign affairs and trade report.
Indeed we can look at some other things, which is quite useful, I think, because the government has
often talked about our other exports, and they are very important in terms of education and the like.
‘Services trade’ is not broken down by destination, country or Australian state but by all services. So
they are lumping them all together. We see also that Victoria is the maximum amount of 11.5 per cent,
New South Wales is 10 per cent, South Australia is 9 per cent and Tasmania is doing well at 17 per
cent. To say that there is this huge increase under Daniel Andrews’s watch is just not factual.
Now, let me just go to our trade history and some really positive things that have come from previous
governments, such as the Peter Ryan and Ted Baillieu government in 2010–2014. It shows the
importance of having connections across the world and specifically to China and of the very good
relationships that we formed during that time. At the time the Honourable Peter Walsh was ag minister,
and he organised 10 trade missions, including two super trade missions, into China between 2010 and
2014 to directly connect hundreds of Victorian businesses with the Chinese market. They were
responsible for taking a cumulative 1000 organisations and businesses over to China over that fouryear period. It opened up new Victorian government business offices, as they are called now. It
launched a new international chamber of commerce which could act as a hub for bilateral international
chambers and business associations, attracting really positive China-Australia business councils and
organising that to relocate from Sydney into Melbourne as an anchor tenant. And it established the
new Hamer Scholarship program in 2012 to provide an opportunity for 50 Victorians per year to
undertake intensive Chinese language study in China. I know Mr Davis spoke about his connections
with the former Premier, Mr Hamer. It is important that this government back our farmers. It is sad
that they have not, and I and The Nationals fully support this motion today.
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Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:09): I will be brief. The Liberal Democrats will support this
motion, but I want to speak directly to people who are worried about the CCP tariffs—the Chinese
Communist Party tariffs: do not be. Australia has the best farmers in the world. We generate some of
the highest quality food in the world. We have among the most internationally competitive agricultural
industries. We produce very high quality food and fibre at very competitive prices, and our farmers
know that too. We are so good at agriculture because we took the courageous step of ending
protectionism earlier than other countries. Farmers know this. Forget the city stereotypes about farmers
being uneducated hicks. Australian farmers run complex businesses at the cutting edge of science.
They are at the cutting edge because they have been honed by decades at the grindstone of competition.
Every time in history that authoritarian regimes have picked a fight with competitive free markets, the
markets have scored brutal wins. This will be no exception.
The Liberal Democrats oppose tariffs wherever they exist, because they hurt everyone involved but
most especially they hurt consumers in the country that imposes the tariffs. The CCP, in setting a high
tariff on Australian barley, has just kicked an own goal. All they have done is make Australian barley
80 per cent more expensive in China. They have not made it worse quality and they have not made it
more expensive to produce; they have just made it more expensive for Chinese businesses to access
the best quality ingredients. In the short term this is a painful inconvenience for the Australian
agricultural industry. In the long term it just does not matter. After our barley farmers have decided if
they want to keep growing the best barley in the world to sell at great prices or if they want to select a
new crop, the rest of the world is just going to keep buying our stuff. They will keep lining up for it.
When all the dust settles the main effect of this is that the beer in China will be of worse quality and
sold at higher prices. That is a shame for ordinary Chinese people who do not mind a brew, but not for
Australian farmers, who will still be the best in the world at what they do.
The CCP apparently does not understand Australians and how we react to bullying. I suspect moves
like this will simply strengthen the resolve of ordinary Australians and undercut CCP attempts to win
hearts and minds. And every time the CCP attempts to punish their perceived enemies in this way,
they throw another drag onto their own economy, reducing their own economic efficiency, just as we
do when we impose regulations and restrictions on our own businesspeople and impede their ability
to trade freely. There is a lesson in that for this government as they approach the monumental task of
repairing the damage of the coronavirus lockdown.
Now, I have been reading the Belt and Road Initiative documents, and the BRI deal, based on what
has been revealed, is not terrible. It contains nothing but generally nice sentiments and it commits
neither Victorian nor China to anything. If the government can use their influence of the BRI
negotiations to reverse the CCP tariff on Australian farms, then I may even have to admit that signing
up to the BRI was a good thing on balance. I will never be a supporter of the CCP, but I look forward
to the day when we have fully free trading with China and trade is not impacted by state clustering or
international politics. At least then the people of China will be free to enjoy quality beer brewed with
first-rate Australian barley, even if they will not be free to criticise their own government.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (15:12): It has been an interesting discussion today. I
actually had hoped that things would become clearer for me as various members of the opposition
were speaking to this topic, but unfortunately they have not. In fact I became more confused trying to
understand what exactly the point is that they are trying to make. Of course we do not support the tariff
on our barley, so we are in agreement there. Like Ms Shing, I can say that we can find a moment of
agreement, and that is always a joy, isn’t it? It is always a joy.
Ms Shing: An unexpected joy sometimes.
Ms TAYLOR: That is right, an unexpected joy. So that is fine, good. But then we have got these
interesting tangents—‘Belt and Road! Belt and Road! Communists! Doing deals with communists!
How terrible!’. And then we are meant to draw conclusions from that. You have got to be very
careful—and I think that is what Mr Meddick was talking about before—about the kinds of signals
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this sends when you say, ‘Belt and Road, Belt and Road, you know, Belt and Road’. What do you
expect the broader community to draw from that? I am not mocking it. I am just saying that there is
risk and there is responsibility in the way you craft an argument to suit a particular line of a promotional
or marketing strategy for your party, because you have said, ‘We are going to withdraw Belt and
Road’. Is that going to fix everything? Is that the magic? Why didn’t we know that?
Ms Shing: If you think it has done nothing, why would you want to withdraw it?
Ms TAYLOR: That is right, exactly. We will just not go with the Belt and Road and then—what?
What does that exactly do? I think it is also a gross oversimplification of what the whole trading
mechanism is all about. But I know you are trying to craft a niche little argument there because you
can create an inference and maybe worry people about trading with communists, but at the end of the
day you have to think about the ramifications—or I would think you would want to consider the
serious ramifications—and the impact on not only Chinese citizens but also Australians of Chinese
ancestry and what that then does for them in this country.
It is enough to deal with racism as it is, but you just add another layer, and I do not know whether that
is actually what you really want to do. I would like to think that we are at a level of discourse that is
higher and better than that, but unfortunately I fear, I genuinely fear, that the inference that is being
drawn through these interesting conversations—
Ms Shing: The bats in Kew.
Ms TAYLOR: The bats in Kew, exactly. What is it exactly that you are seeking to achieve from
it? I think I have basically covered some of the aspects that Mrs McArthur was talking about, about
this danger of trading with communists. Then Mr Davis and everyone was getting hung up on this
word ‘disappointed’, saying it is not strong enough. We do not support the tariffs, okay? Let us not get
hung up on ‘disappointed’. I am not sure, again, what inferences you are trying to create. Do you think
we do not care?
Ms Shing: Not angry enough.
Ms TAYLOR: Not angry enough, that is right. We will have tears. At the end of the day is it the
emotion around that particular term or is it the actions we are putting in place to correct this issue?
We know that we are actually working with the commonwealth government to help overcome these
tariffs. I think also we need to be careful about looking at the various roles that the commonwealth
plays and that the state plays in this, because we know that at the commonwealth level when we are
looking at tariffs, it is within the jurisdiction of the commonwealth government to impose or not
impose tariffs. At the state level, our job when we are looking at trade—and it is a very complex and
delicate mechanism for creating job opportunities and the like into the future—is to facilitate job
opportunities for Victorians, and that is exactly what these extensive trade agreements have facilitated.
There were questions also from Ms Bath about whether they have achieved anything or not, our trade
arrangements, whether it be with China or others. Obviously we are not only trading with China; we
also have to work extremely hard for all our exporters, whether they are exporting to China or whether
they are exporting to Europe and the like. We work across the board because we want to maximise
every opportunity for Victorians. I mean, is the opposition saying that we should not trade with China?
That is the way I am reading it. I do not know how else we are supposed to read it. ‘Don’t do Belt and
Road’—
Ms Shing: Belt and Road, bad.
Ms TAYLOR: Belt and Road, bad. All the other trade is okay, because it is different. But we do
not know exactly why it is different. That has not actually been explained anywhere—
Ms Shing: Conveniently different is what it is.
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Ms TAYLOR: Conveniently different. Fundamentally we know that the framework agreement,
which essentially underpins Belt and Road, provides mechanisms for ongoing cooperation and
engagement under the Belt and Road MOU. The agreement provides further detail on principles for
cooperation, a coordination and engagement mechanism between Victoria and China—oh my God,
that is sinister. How sinister is this? Let’s ramp it up and let’s really create terrible, terrible
ramifications for Victorians. Specific areas for Belt and Road cooperation, okay; and a future road
map for cooperation on specific initiatives. Yes, okay, let’s all fall over.
The framework agreement is not legally binding, nor does it bind Victoria to any specific project or
initiative, and it has been released publicly. That was stated before. Ms Shing, I think you might have
mentioned that. So all this cloak and dagger and this sinister inference is about what exactly? You are
allowed these trading arrangements but not those. ‘Don’t trade with communists’. ‘Oh, but our barley
exports to China are really important’. It is a very confused message, and unfortunately, as I have said
from the start, my concern is that with the way that this argument is being prosecuted by the opposition
innocent people will be harmed in the process.
What I mean by that—and let me explain it—is that there is the potential for racist overtones. You can
have ramifications and negative consequences, as have already been alluded to by Ms Shing. It is good
and healthy to have robust discussions about trade and our trading partners and what is good for
Victoria, yes, but let us just have some sensitivity regarding our trading relationships and not run a
convenient sort of one-liner for the media to create a little niche campaign to tap into people’s
suspicions and fears. I have found it personally quite disturbing. I do not really understand why one
would want to conduct an argument in that manner. I am not sure that it really is the best way to
prosecute the argument—I am just putting that out there.
I just want to say as well that there is no way, in any way, shape or form, that we are trying to understate
the seriousness of the issue of the tariffs on barley. Nobody is denying that. I know at the beginning,
Mr Davis, because you were so focused on the word and the semantics of ‘disappointment’; I do not
know if you were trying to create an inference that we are not taking this seriously. We take it very,
very seriously. In fact that is why we make such a concerted effort across the board to maximise our
trading relationships. We know how high risk it is for farmers and how hard they have to work, not
only because of the delicacies of trade but because they have to counter issues such as COVID-19 and
such as drought. We know that some of the farmers who are sowing seeds currently are just coming
out of drought. I cannot imagine how stressful it must be; I have not been a farmer myself. They are
living from season to season. Nobody underestimates that for a second.
I know that at this very point in time our government is working very hard with the commonwealth
government—with the commonwealth government, just repeating that—to facilitate other trade
markets for our very high quality barley. I should also point out that the Indonesia-Australia
Comprehensive Economic Partnership Agreement will come into force on 5 July this year, which will
offer new tariff access opportunities, particularly for Victoria’s grains, meat, dairy and horticulture
exporters. India’s recent announcement regarding changes to import protocols for malt barley will also
pave the way for exports to diversify into new markets. Global Victoria, Victoria’s trade facilitation
agency, is also working with industry to stabilise exports to the region in light of the broader impacts
of COVID-19.
Now, there was another point that I wanted to make, coming back to what our government has
achieved in terms of developing these very complex and important trading relationships. Let us look
at this, and I know Ms Shing alluded to this before: Victoria’s China strategy, which was launched in
2016, outlining targets around trade, investment, students and visitors. By the end of 2019—let us just
look at some of these figures—two of these key targets had already been exceeded. There was a trade
target of Victoria’s exports valuing $11.5 billion by 2025, and Victoria achieved $10.5 billion in 2019.
Is that okay? Does that make the grade? I do not know. I am thinking that is a positive, so let us run
with that. An investment target of Victoria representing 20 per cent of Chinese investment in Australia
was exceeded, at 27 per cent of investment, in 2018. That seems a positive to me as well.
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Let us look at student enrolment. A target of student enrolment in postgraduate studies of 14 500 was
exceeded, with 25 500 enrolments in 2019, with international student enrolments increasing from
48 994 to 87 875. Doing the maths, I am thinking we are in a pretty strong position there; I am pretty
confident with those numbers. A visitors target of $3.4 billion in overnight travel expenditure was
achieved in 2019—this was under our government—with Chinese tourist numbers increasing from
361 100 to, wait for it, 666 600. That is a positive too.
I think we have done pretty well, and I will not take the glory for that because it actually preceded me
coming into government. But I will give credit to those within government who have worked very,
very hard to achieve those very, very important outcomes for Victorians, because at the end of the day
what we are really talking about is jobs for Victorians. Farming is obviously a job. We support our
farmers. We back them the whole way, and that is why we go to such a considered effort to maintain
those very delicate trading links across the world, China being one of the most prominent. But we have
many, many trading links, and we should be continually looking for trading opportunities for
Victorians.
We will just get a bit of perspective because we are talking about farmers here in this context. In 2018–
19 our top food and fibre exports to China were: animal fibre including wool and yarn products,
$1.43 billion; meat including sheep, beef and offal, $687 million; horticultural goods including fruit
and nuts, $566 million; and dairy, including milk and cream, cheese and whey products, and butter,
$472 million. China has for many years also been the largest source market—and this is what I was
alluding to before—for international education and tourism, and that is why I was at pains to point out
just how significant this market is. So maybe—I am just putting it out there—you might like to
reconsider, but you probably will not, this strategy of ‘Nudge, nudge, wink, wink, Belt and Road, Belt
and Road, sinister; trading with communists. Oh, my goodness, this is terrible for Victoria’. And we
will just sort of gloss over all these billions and billions of dollars of trading investment and jobs for
Victorians. We will just gloss over that and we will create this sinister perception of any connection
with China. I think it is actually very sad, and I do not really understand why the opposition feels it is
a necessary path to follow. However, it is not my decision, it is theirs, and they can own it and the
ramifications that come with following that line when we are talking about international trade.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:27): I will make a very brief contribution. I
have been sitting here listening to the debate, both here and in my office. And, from what I can tell, on
the government side of the debate they seem to be very supportive of free trade and to not like tariffs,
and they want to work with the federal government to try and engage and get rid of these tariffs, and
that is great. I cannot really disagree with that. That is a good thing. But then on the coalition side of
the debate they are sort of saying that the Belt and Road Initiative—although its intent is apparently
free trade, it has not really helped us in this case. When push has come to shove the tariffs have still
come, even though we have got this MOU in place. I cannot really disagree with them either. So I sort
of find myself in this unusual position where I am agreeing with both sides of the debate. But, that
said, we do not like tariffs. As my colleague Mr Quilty has stated, we want free trade and we are
disappointed that the tariffs have come into effect, and we hope that they will be removed after some
consultations with the foreign government. But thank you very much.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:29): Now, listening to debate on this motion, if you
look at the actual motion itself, on condemning China, or any other country for that matter, for placing
80 per cent tariffs on Australian barley or any product, every sensible person will say, ‘Absolutely,
that’s something we should not accept or tolerate’.
The tariff war finished in the 1990s. In the 1980s and the 90s the whole world came together and
started talking about liberalisation of trade and abolition of tariffs, and Australia was leading the way.
In fact the Labor government led by Bob Hawke and Paul Keating was the one which actually opened
up the economy. Listening to debate from the opposition, I wish they had put this motion without
getting into the politics—without using that, looked at it with a bipartisan approach and basically just
focused on that particular issue itself without talking about the Belt and Road Initiative. An MOU was
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signed before the last state election. It is no different to Western Australia and various other
jurisdictions, and it is not a legally binding agreement. In fact Victoria is getting a lot of benefit out of
that cooperation. In fact Victoria’s sister province has now for about 30 years—
Mr Davis: Forty.
Mr MELHEM: What is it, 40 years? Thank you, Mr Davis. So our relationship with China goes
back. But no, we have to spoil this, we have to go down the gutter and play politics and turn it into a
race issue—
A member interjected.
Mr MELHEM: I am sorry, but it is. It is a race issue. I am not enjoying standing up and saying
this, but what comes to mind is Pauline Hanson. I think John Howard had the guts and the conviction
to kick her out of the party when she started making such remarks.
I did not see the opposition jumping up and down when not long ago America—Mr Trump—imposed
tariffs on Australian steel and Australian aluminium. I have got to say the federal government did the
right thing. They stood up, they took it up to Trump and they said, ‘We’re supposed to be friends and
allies—don’t put tariffs on us’, and, credit to them, he reversed that decision. That issue has been
subject to a review now. I totally oppose it. I think no tariffs. We have to fight this. We have to stand
up and say to the Chinese government and to any government which wants to impose tariffs, ‘We
oppose it, and we’re not going to work with you’. We have got to go and argue our case, but let us not
turn it into politics.
The comments Ms Shing made were absolutely right. Chinese immigrants came to Australia definitely
before I came to Australia; they were among the early settlers. They are proud people. The opposition
is playing this game. There is a COVID-19 investigation, and yes, I will support that. There should be
an independent investigation about the origin, what went right and what went wrong with COVID-19
and how we can avoid that; no-one can say no to that. But to turn it again into a political issue with
Chinese Australians getting attacked on the street, getting verballed and feeling like they are secondclass citizens, to me that is not the country I know. We should refrain from using that as a political
issue, but unfortunately the conservative side of politics always likes to take this colonial type of
approach. It is disgusting really. I think you basically just did yourself a disservice by politicising this
issue.
They talk about, ‘The Premier signed a secret agreement with the Chinese government about the
Australian agreements’. Well, let me tell you, I was supposed to speak on another motion that
Mr Davis put and I went and googled ‘MOU between Victoria and China’. And guess what? It is there.
I printed it. I have got a copy if you want a copy of it, Mr Davis. I am happy to give you a copy. It is
signed by the Premier. You are nodding, Mr Davis. For the record, he is acknowledging he has got a
copy of it, so it is not a secret. There is no secret deal. I congratulate the Premier for standing up for
Victorian jobs and for Victorian businesses to make sure that Victorian companies can invest and grow
their jobs here and export to China, and obviously everything is two-way traffic. Do I condemn China
imposing an 80 per cent tariff on our barley? Of course. I do not support that, and I hope they see the
light and they drop it. I expect the Prime Minister and the trade minister actually can do better than
what they have done so far, working with the Premier of Western Australia, which is another state that
has a lot of work and a lot of business with China, and basically sort out this problem.
Now, even friends have arguments from time to time. We call China a partner, yet the only thing I
have heard from the opposition is, ‘Oh, the Communist Party, they’re the enemy’. Well, let me tell
you, as far as I am concerned China is not the enemy. Do I agree with their system of governance?
No, I do not. I like democracy. But that is their system. I am not going to tell them how to suck eggs
and how to run their country. But we should not be attacking them simply because we do not like their
politics, while on the other hand we want their business. Well, make up your mind. You do not want
to do business and do trade with them, or you want to have a total boycott. If that is what you want,
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then let us close the border and say, ‘Okay, we’re not going to do any dealing with China’. Should we
have a blue with China about the 80 per cent tariff? Bloody oath we should, but with a bit of respect.
Have a bit of respect and a bit of dignity and stop using it as a political football.
I think the opposition, if they have got half a bit of intelligence, will actually support what the Premier
has done in terms of the MOU and strengthening the working relationship and trade between Victoria
and China. We have seen a lot of benefit coming out of that. I did hear some debate about, ‘Maybe we
should use our influence to say to the Chinese partners they should lift the tariff’, and I agree. But you
cannot attack them on one hand and then ask for help on the other. You have got to make your mind
up. So while I support that there should not be any tariff on any barley from any country, including
China, definitely I do not support the intent brought by the opposition to this house in relation to an
attack on China and the Chinese people, because I think it is unfair and uncalled for.
Motion agreed to.
WILD HORSE CONTROL
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15:38): I move:
That this house calls on the Andrews Labor government to cease its plan for the broadscale shooting of
brumbies in Victorian national parks.

I quote:
There was movement at the station, for the word had passed around
That the colt from old Regret had got away,
And had joined the wild bush horses—he was worth a thousand pound,
So all the cracks had gathered to the fray.

There would not be a single Australian who would not instantly recognise those few lines by Banjo
Paterson. And like a verse from another of AB Paterson’s masterpieces, Waltzing Matilda, or a few
lines from Dorothea Mackellar’s My Country or the chorus from Bruce Woodley’s I Am Australian,
these few words stir a feeling of pride and patriotism in the heart of every Australian. And who can
ever forget the sight of that lone stockman riding into a darkened stadium? The spotlight follows him
at a gallop to the centre of an arena in front of 110 000 people and a viewing audience of more than
3.5 billion from across the globe.
He stops. The horse, perhaps appropriately named Ammo, rears on command and the rider cracks his
stockwhip. Some 120 others on horseback, wearing Akubras and Driza-Bones, join him to open the
2000 Sydney Olympic Games as the theme music from the movie The Man from Snowy River echoes
around the world. It is an image of Australia that we chose to portray as a vision of our country to the
world as we opened the Sydney Olympic Games. It is our history; it is our culture. And yet it is the
same history and culture that the Andrews Labor government seeks to cleanse from our story in a high
plains bloodbath.
There are many members in this chamber who will have differing views on whether brumbies should
remain in our national parks, but that is not what this motion seeks to debate. This motion is not about
whether you support retaining brumbies in the national parks or whether you support removing them.
It is not an environmental motion. This motion simply focuses on preserving the lives and the breed
of the Australian brumby.
The brumbies that roam free in our bush environments are the only remaining genetically true
brumbies, which were mustered and driven to the Wodonga Waler sales up until 1919, and are of the
same bloodline that served as our equine soldiers as part of the remount for the First Australian
Imperial Force’s mounted infantry, the Light Horse. Legislation in New South Wales protects the
brumby on cultural and heritage grounds, and that makes a great deal of sense. The brumbies are a
unique breed, and we should be preserving their species, not aiming to destroy it by shooting every
last remaining brumby.
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In commencing a broadscale shoot of brumbies in Victorian national parks this government has once
again broken its word. In 2018 the government and Parks Victoria published their feral horse strategic
action plan 2018–2021. Under the heading ‘Shooting (free ranging horses)’ on page 22, the strategy
says:
… community consultation has revealed a polarized perception of the technique with limited public support.

It goes on to say:
To date, ground or aerial shooting has not been used to remove free-ranging feral horses by public land
managers in Victoria due to public perceptions and preference for passive techniques such as trapping.

Further—remember, this is under the heading ‘Shooting (free ranging horses)’—it says shooting:
Will not be used to control free-ranging feral horses.

It then commits:
In year three of this plan an evaluation of the success or otherwise of trapping and other capture methods will
commence. If results demonstrate that the use of additional techniques may be required to achieve adequate
protection of the environment from feral horses, further public consultation and dialogue will be undertaken
on techniques such as shooting of free-range animals.

Just to repeat, it says that if it is necessary to have further protection, further public consultation and
dialogue will be undertaken on techniques such as shooting of free-range animals.
People feel they have been lied to with a plan that says these horses would be rehomed, mustered and
trapped and that shooting would only happen if all else fails and that it would only happen after
consultation and engagement. But here we are: the Andrews government and Parks Victoria want to
shoot brumbies and, bang, they just start shooting, without the promised consultation and before the
evaluation promised to be undertaken in year 3 of the plan has even taken place.
We on this side of the house recognise that exotic species need to be managed. We recognise that
control systems need to be put in place. But this night-time thermal imaging slaughter is no-one’s idea
of a solution to this issue. This is a government that, having presented its plan to the wider community
to muster, rehome and relocate these wild horses, now chooses to shoot them en masse to eradicate
their very existence and to cleanse our history, and this side of the house is calling for this to stop.
Our wish is echoed by hundreds and thousands of Victorians who have signed petitions, responded to
social media and are calling for reason.
Our immediate wish is the cessation of any shooting of brumbies. Our long-term wish is that we work
together to enshrine the legacy that is carried by these horses for generations to come.
My wish is for a truly independent assessment of brumby populations, particularly in the light of the
summer inferno that destroyed so much of their habitat and their numbers. Following the fires, Lewis
Benedetti, a horse wrangler and brumby breaker, came across the remains of three horses huddled
together in an ashen reminder of the ferocity of the summer bushfires. It is estimated that about a
billion animals died in last summer’s bushfires, and we know some of those animals were brumbies.
Any reasonable authority has to admit that any estimates of populations of animals, particularly in
country that was most affected by the fires, are no longer relevant.
For any consensus on the future of controls of the brumby we would argue that an independent body
must be engaged to review the numbers and the science behind these decisions. Another wish is for
genuine consultation. Parks Victoria have been exposed for a failure to consult, a failure to understand
the impact of the exponential growth of deer in the High Country, a failure to understand the High
Country ecology and mismanaging this country as part of their ‘lock up and throw away the key’
mantra. Those who live, love and breathe the land where brumbies roam also know the country and
the activities that damage that land. They will tell you that it is the deer and pig populations that are
out of control. They will tell you it is the deer who are the real threat. It is the deer who are turning the
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moss beds into wallows. It is the deer who are posing a threat to motorists. It is the deer who are
removing the bark from the snow gums—not the brumbies, the deer.
Parks Victoria rhetoric is that by removing these horses the land will return to its native state. It is a
fallacy that ignores other exotic species, not just deer but pigs, foxes, rabbits and wild dogs. And in
fact a constituent wrote to a colleague of mine, Bill Tilley, pointing out that the other things that are
not native and are up there are deer, pigs, cats, dogs, foxes, rabbits, goats, hares, mice, rats, European
wasps, honey bees, earwigs, blackbirds, starlings, sparrows, myna birds, trout, carp, snails, slugs,
blackberries, briar thistles, broom, willow, dock, St John’s wort, huts, treated pine poles, rubber mats
on walking tracks, signs, bitumen roads, dirt roads, man-made dams, aqueducts, powerlines, bike
tracks, cement, plastic culverts, steel gates, white man, four-wheel drives and bikes. It is a fallacy to
suggest that Parks Victoria can walk away from this country and leave the management to Mother
Nature.
However, as I said, this motion we have before us today is not actually about the environment, nor is
it about whether brumbies should remain in the national parks or be preserved in other areas. So I ask
all members of this chamber to put aside their personal views on whether brumbies should remain in
national parks, because that is not what the motion calls for, and I ask you to vote purely on the animal
welfare and preservation merits of this motion, which aims to protect a breed of horse from being
eradicated. The motion is simple. It is about stopping the broadscale shooting of brumbies so that we
can all work together to find a solution that includes protecting the bloodline and the breed of horse
that is the Australian brumby. And to do this we need a truly independent review of brumby numbers
and genuine consultation with the community.
I urge all members of the chamber who care about animal welfare and the preservation of animal
breeds to support this motion. And to all those members who profess to be anti duck shooting, it would
be so hypocritical of you not to support this motion. You could not possibly keep a straight face and
say you are anti duck shooting but you are pro horse shooting. Make no mistake, those who vote
against this motion will be supporting the mass slaughter and eradication of a breed of horse and in
particular a breed of horse that has contributed so much to establishing the foundation of our country
and our identity as Australians.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (15:49): I am pleased to make some comments in this debate on this
motion that has been introduced for our consideration this afternoon by Ms Lovell. I might pick up
where Ms Lovell finished off with some general comments about animal welfare. I am incredibly
proud of the work of our government in animal welfare over now five and a half years. There have
been significant achievements and some really great work undertaken in partnership with the many
community organisations and volunteer organisations that work to support greater animal welfare
outcomes for creatures great and small but also with industry. If I can reflect for a moment on the time
that I spent as agriculture minister, working with farmers across different commodity groups, many in
animal industries, I was always struck by the deep support from our animal industries for high animal
welfare standards.
Whether it is in my current fisheries role, where we promote both in the commercial and in the
recreational sector best practice in terms of handling and caring for fish, whether for food or as a
recreational endeavour, having good standards is something that I think is supported by so many
people—almost everyone in the Victorian community.
But in terms of some of our achievements to date, our government was very pleased to be able to
create Animal Welfare Victoria, to have a dedicated group within our bureaucracy to support animal
welfare policy, research and programs. We have some truly fabulous people that are dedicated to a
strong and effective partnership with those community organisations and with industry, but also I am
very conscious of the high level of community interest and the importance of social licence for some
of the recreational pursuits that involve animals as well.
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We have provided a massive boost to funding for the RSPCA’s inspectorate and reformed the Animal
Welfare Advisory Committee (AWAC) so that we have a skills-based committee rather than a
representative group, and that is not to diminish the work of the people who were on that representative
group that served Minister Walsh and Minister Helper before me.
In 2015 when we were considering this there was a really marked increase in the number of complaints
about animal welfare issues based on historical trends and a heightened level of awareness and interest
in the community about animal welfare issues, and it seemed appropriate to shift that committee’s
work and focus and to recruit from a very large number of people interested in being involved in
animal welfare issues to a skills-based approach. AWAC have been able to provide great support to
me, and I assume they continue to provide great support to Minister Symes.
We are committed to recognising the fairly obvious biological fact that is sentience. I might say that
members opposite carried on like a two-bob watch about that, not so much lately, but at the time it
was like the world was going to end to recognise that animals can experience things like pain and fear.
We worked very closely with the greyhound racing industry through an extraordinary period of
transformation and change following the live-baiting scandal, something that very nearly brought that
industry to its knees. It brought it further than to its knees in New South Wales with a very different
approach to the one we took. But our approach has always been that there are deeply held views and
often divergent views in this area.
Having an evidence basis to support the way forward and an opportunity for all of those views to be
aired on the way through is the way to proceed, and we have great outcomes for greyhound racing.
And on a personal note—because I know I have on the record over the years mentioned Molly and
Fergus, now dearly departed furry friends—given my work with the greyhound racing industry, the
inevitable, it would seem now, conclusion to that involved the adoption of a new family member just
10 weeks ago, which coincided beautifully with when we all started working from home, a very
adorable girl, Patch. She was bred to race; she had a racing number. She came from the Greyhound
Adoption Program, which rehomes greyhounds without a home. She never raced, and I cannot help
but wonder when I take her for a walk if that is because she cannot walk in a straight line. But she is
gorgeous, and we love her. I have got to have the animal equity on the record here.
We changed the rental laws so that more people could take an animal into their home. We supported
grants programs and continue to support the very many rescue groups who do such a wonderful job
across all matter of species, including of course organisations and community groups that assist in the
rehoming of horses. And we made puppy farming illegal in Victoria. I have just taken a stroll down
memory lane there in terms of some of our animal welfare work, but Ms Lovell did get me started
when she was talking about this as an animal welfare issue, and of course it is an issue of great interest
to so many people in the community.
Now, the issue that we are here to talk about today specifically relates to feral horses in two Victorian
national parks, the Alpine National Park and the Barmah National Park, and I feel like I did not prepare
very well when I did not come in and start with a poem. It is always a nice addition to the parliamentary
debate, Ms Lovell. I was catapulted straight back into probably year 8 or year 9 at school and the
extraordinary imagery created by one of the greatest talents.
So this will be a wideranging debate, as any animal welfare debate always is, but of course we are also
contemplating very important environmental issues and historical icons in this. And so it is
challenging. That is why there has been a very considered approach that the government has taken,
and I have just outlined the government’s work in this area.
As you all know, our government is deeply committed to protecting our natural environment and also
to enabling more people to enjoy our beautiful national parks and state forests. Of course there are
wonderful emotional and mental health benefits to getting out and about in the great outdoors, and
there are also some very significant economic benefits as well. Camping and recreation in Victoria’s
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state and national parks is worth more than $2 billion a year to our economy and supports more than
20 000 jobs around the state. It is perhaps appropriate to take a moment to thank the staff in the
agencies and organisations—perhaps most notably Parks Victoria, but I do not want to leave anybody
out—who have worked on the closure and reopening of these very important and special places as we
have all had to limit our movements and activities in response to coronavirus.
The government has indeed committed more than $100 million to deliver better forests, parks,
campgrounds, tracks and outdoor facilities in Victoria’s state and national parks. I see that Acting
President Bourman has just turned into the President, but I know that Mr Bourman, as he makes his
way out of the chamber, has a longstanding interest also in access issues and in people’s ability to
enjoy our beautiful outdoor spaces.
We are building more than 30 new campgrounds and upgrading 30 others, upgrading four-wheel drive
tracks across the state. There are grants to local councils and committees of management to build,
maintain and revegetate camp sites in natural bush settings and provide a boost to conservation and
volunteer programs. We are building and upgrading paths and hiking tracks, including the Great
Dividing Trail, Stevensons Falls in the Otways and the Keppel Lookout Trail in Marysville. We are
also creating the Yallock-Bullock Marine and Coastal Park on Victoria’s magnificent Bass Coast.
We are keen for access to these beautiful public places to be affordable for all Victorians. We recognise
the role that visits to them play in boosting regional tourism and local economic activity, given the
absolute horror that has been 2020, the fires throughout last summer and now the impact of coronavirus
on all local economies but perhaps particularly on those for whom the tourism and hospitality sectors
are such an important part of their lifeblood. Of course horseriding in state forests and areas of national
parks is something that our government supports. Indeed, facilities to improve horseriding are also
part of the improvements to be delivered by the outdoors package that my colleague Minister
D’Ambrosio is responsible for delivering.
Controlling the impact of feral horses in the Barmah National Park and the Victorian Alps is an
important issue and a challenging one. The impact is serious. It is long lasting. Critical habitat is
destroyed by what has been an increasing horse population in these areas. The impact destroys critical
habitat for many threatened species, damaging waterways and degrading fragile vegetation. Ms Lovell
talked about the animal welfare of these horses. We also have to have a mind to the animal welfare of
the other species that live in this fragile environment.
The importance of the remaining ecosystems is also critical, especially in the Alpine National Park
after the devastating bushfires. The ecosystems found in this landscape make up less than 1 per cent
of the continent, with plants and animals found nowhere else on earth.
Ms Lovell: It’s not about whether they stay in the parks or not—
Ms PULFORD: Yes, yes, I know that. But I have a little bit more time, so I am going to talk about
this, as I would like.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms PULFORD: Your contribution was about the importance of animal welfare, so in responding
to that I talked briefly about the work that our government has done in animal welfare, which is about
a million times greater than the work of any coalition government on animal welfare in the history of
the state.
As I was saying, though, the importance of the remaining ecosystems, particularly in this context
where we have had such significant fire, particularly in the Alpine National Park, is critical. With
bushfires across eastern Victoria, as members will recall—we saw broadcasts around the world—a
quarter of the Alpine National Park was burnt. The fires placed the future of threatened native wildlife
and alpine plants in real jeopardy, again as all members know. Yet at the same time that we have this
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extraordinary landscape to manage that has faced unprecedented challenges and indeed unprecedented
destruction, the number of horses in the area has continued to rise.
A 2019 aerial survey that CSIRO have independently assessed and validated reported that the number
of horses in the area is now in the order of 5000. That has more than doubled since 2014. Aerial and
ground observations have also reported groups of up to 80 horses at a time on treeless plains across
the Alpine National Park, with damage from grazing and trampling.
There are consequences to not taking action. Sadly without controlling the horse numbers in the Alpine
National Park, each day that passes increases the risk that the little remaining dense vegetation at
ground level will be lost. This is not a debate that we are having in a context where there is a stable
population for these horses. Given the bushfires and with the multiple pressures of a warming and
drying climate and increased fire frequency the risk of species extinctions is of course very real. The
maintenance of these unburnt refuges in the best environmental condition possible is what makes this
landscape more resilient to other climate-related threats.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms PULFORD: Ms Lovell has suggested that capturing and rehoming horses alone would solve
the problem or be a more desirable outcome. The removal of horses is often required from remote,
inaccessible areas. Animal welfare experts do not consider the extended transport of horses from
remote locations over rough terrain to be a safe or humane means of removal. This would mean that
in some locations horses could be trapped but they would be unable to be removed humanely and
would need to be shot at the trap site. I think it is really important to note that targeted on-ground
shooting—not wholesale shooting, the likes of which Ms Lovell talked about, but targeted on-ground
shooting—is something that is supported by the RSPCA. Their position is, and I quote:
Based on the evidence of the impact feral horses are having in the Victorian Alps and the relative humaneness
of ground shooting RSPCA Victoria supports lethal ground control, using professional shooters with
appropriate independent audits, in conjunction with non-lethal control measures.

I think that when we are considering the animal welfare question at hand here, that is something that
we need to take note of.
The level of interest in rehoming is not as high as I think we would all like it to be, and that is also
relevant. During a 2009 expression of interest process Parks Victoria received three EOIs for the Alps
and the Barmah National Park, which would represent the removal of only 10 horses. It is sometimes
difficult to find an equal and perfect match between animals of all species needing a home with willing
and available homes, and so that is a challenge as well.
Controlling pest animals in the Alps, again, is something that is relevant to this debate. In the last five
years the government has made a major investment to address pest animals. In the Alps there have
been alpine deer control trials with aerial and on-ground shooting by contractors. I note and thank also
the volunteer groups who contribute to the on-ground shooting as well as feral pig control and some
weed control.
Importantly too in response to the bushfires, pest control is currently targeting deer, pigs, goats and
other feral animals across fire-affected areas. More than 1400 deer have been culled this year, together
with other pest species, including pigs, goats, feral cattle and foxes. So Parks Victoria will resume
trapping and rehoming feral horses and, where suitable, rehoming applicants will be identified and
matches will be made. But aerial shooting is not planned for feral horse control in Victorian parks. I
am reminded also of the wild dog-baiting debates we have had in this chamber over the years and the
study in contrasts that this position from the coalition is when compared to that.
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There are a number of organisations that have expressed their support for shooting free-ranging horses.
The Ecological Society of Australia is recommending that an immediate cull of feral horses, deer and,
in some areas, pigs in alpine areas be undertaken:
The ongoing and extensive fires in Victoria’s Alpine National Park, the adjoining Kosciusko National Park
in New South Wales and surrounding forests, mean reducing the impacts of these feral animals is now
absolutely urgent.

The RSPCA’s position I indicated earlier in the debate. The Invasive Species Council’s position:
We thank the ongoing dedication and professionalism of Parks Victoria staff for protecting Victoria’s national
parks from one of the most damaging feral herbivores to invade the Alpine National Park since the rabbit
plague.
…
Horse numbers in both the Victorian and NSW Alps have more than doubled in the past five years.
Horse control needs to commence urgently …

Professor Jamie Pittock from the Australian National University has stated that:
The horses are trampling the alpine bogs, destroying the habitat of threatened plants and animals such as the
broad-toothed rat and alpine she-oak lizard and damaging Indigenous sites.
…
There’s now been two court rulings in Parks Victoria’s favour—

then he poses a question—
when will they be able to get on with their job of protecting the park?

The Australian Veterinary Association are also very active participants in animal welfare debates
around this country, and they are strong and effective advocates for high animal welfare standards.
They have said that:
The management of feral horses … is considered necessary to achieve fauna and flora conservation goals as
well as economic goals … Where culling is indicated on scientific assessment of the relative merits, the most
humane methods must be employed.

We are committed to the most humane methods and to identifying where rehoming opportunities exist
and where shooting is the best option. I stress that in the context of a suite of other activities and actions
targeted, on-ground shooting by skilled people is an effective and appropriate means to control both
the numbers and therefore the consequent damage caused by feral horses in the Alpine National Park.
I would also just point out that there is a legal responsibility that Parks Victoria has, and that is to
reduce the abundance of feral horses in Victoria’s national parks, to protect natural and cultural values
and to meet obligations under section 17(2) of the National Parks Act 1975; section 4 of the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act 1988; sections 18 to 20 of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999, the commonwealth act; the international Ramsar wetlands convention, given
effect under chapter 5, part 15, division 2, subdivision F, section 335 of the EPBC act; and schedule 6
of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Regulations 2000.
Through a number of different instruments in state and commonwealth legislation as well as the
Ramsar wetlands convention, Parks Victoria are required to reduce the abundance of feral horses. I
am quite sure that they would be feeling very acutely this responsibility at a time when the
environmental damage has been so significant and at a time when the population of these horses has
more than doubled, and really in such a relatively short period of time.
The Barmah strategic action plan was released in early 2020 after extensive community engagement
and communication. This plan does include the use of trapping and ground shooting of free-ranging
horses to reduce numbers down to 100 over four years. Controlling animal populations is never a nice
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thing to talk about, but I hope that I have made something of a case to the house this afternoon about
what is at stake if we do not act.
There is an additional control method to passive trapping and rehoming that is laid out in the Protection
of the Alpine National Park: Feral Horse Strategic Action Plan 2018–2021. It is passive trapping
followed by rehoming the horses at the capture site to a suitably qualified and interested third party or
the use of euthanasia of the horses at the trap site. There have been, since the release of the action plan
in 2018, a number of issues that have delayed and prevented the effective control of horses. These
include, as I indicated, major bushfire impacts. The bushfires this summer are a very important,
relevant context in which we are having this debate. There has been such significant loss of unique
habitats and of threatened native wildlife, such damage done to this beautiful and special part of the
world. The remaining unburnt areas that are providing the only habitat for some of these threatened
species are being damaged significantly by pest animals, including horses, in their ever-increasing
numbers.
I thank Ms Lovell for bringing this matter to the house’s attention. It has been an opportunity for the
government to describe the context and the circumstances in which this plan exists. I understand that
there are deeply held views in the community. I am sure all members have had more than a few emails
about the population control issue, and I recognise the efforts of community advocates who have a
different view and who feel very deeply and passionately about this issue. Animal welfare issues are
often very challenging to navigate, but this issue cannot be seen in isolation from our legal
responsibilities to the environment and to the flora and fauna that has been so damaged and is being
further damaged each and every day by the presence of these greater numbers of horses.
I am confident that my colleague Minister D’Ambrosio has a good plan and a good way forward to
deal with this challenging issue that will both be responsive to the animal welfare issues and ensure
the most humane option in controlling the population. I hope that perhaps from this debate we have
flushed out some people who might be interested in making themselves available for rehoming, though
of course rehoming—
Members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD: Well, if you had listened, you would know that we are doing a range of things.
But rehoming is challenging. This is not like popping down to the RSPCA to find a cat to sit on your
lap of a cold winter’s evening. These are large animals and take a serious commitment. I know there
are always farmers and people representing farmers in this place and people with electorates with
animal industries in them. I think we need to always be cognisant of the realities of the situation, of
the practicalities. Of course we always apply best animal welfare practices to absolutely everything
that we do, but we do have an overpopulation problem. We do have a comprehensive, detailed plan
that has been carefully developed that will deal with that. With those comments, I look forward to
hearing the rest of the debate.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (16:20): Before I get started I would just like to say how happy
I am to hear of the opposition’s apparently new-found love of all animals, because I presume that that
love extends beyond the brumbies. I make mention of Ms Lovell’s comments on ducks—I assume
that that also now includes ducks. So I am happy to hear their position on that has changed. Might I
say, I greatly look forward to welcoming them and being arm in arm with them at the next Ban Live
Export protest post COVID.
Horses have a special place in a lot of Australians’ hearts, including mine. Whenever a horse suffers,
or any animal for that matter, I am concerned. Victoria does not just condemn horses to cruel deaths
in jumps racing, rodeos and slaughterhouses as wastage; here in our state the government allows them
to be slaughtered en masse simply because it is an easy option.
The party I represent, the Animal Justice Party, has long had a policy in opposition to brumby culling.
I do not plan on spending my speech disputing the argument about the environmental impacts of
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having certain animals in certain areas and the way it affects native animals and vegetation. What I
plan on speaking about is the responsibility we all have to animals that we put into situations that are
outside of their own control and our obligation to treat them with kindness, even if it is not always the
easiest or the most convenient option.
Since the now imminent brumby cull came to my attention last year I have been advocating for it to
be halted. There has been barely any effort from the government to trial non-lethal methods of control,
such as fertility control and rehoming. These options are indeed in the best interests of the areas they
live in and of the brumbies themselves, because life as a brumby can be tough and safely removing
them is a win-win.
Whilst adult brumbies do not have any natural predators, populations are threatened by drought, food
scarcity and parasites, with very few wild horses reaching their maximum lifespan of 20 years. Much
like the horses we keep as companions, brumbies are intelligent and social creatures with a strong
awareness of their surroundings, including potential threats. The current killing campaigns in some
states impose horrific suffering on these animals by implementing aerial shooting by helicopter or
poisoning on land. These methods often have extremely cruel outcomes not only for the animals
directly targeted but for those who may endure injuries during efforts to escape. Foals can become
separated from their mothers and, if dependent, may also endure prolonged suffering.
The evidence for a kinder alternative is clear. Humane methods such as fertility control have so far
been proven successful in small populations of brumbies on islands off the US. There is more work to
be done on implementation of viable programs in Australia, but what we know is that it is possible.
Not only does fertility control offer a humane alternative to lethal control, but it also may prove to be
more effective than aerial shooting. Targets from helicopters are often missed, leading to unsuccessful
culls which allow populations to re-establish, essentially being extremely cruel while not even meeting
the purpose for doing so. The government should not only end this ruthless killing spree but financially
support the groups helping brumbies. Rehoming groups struggle to cover the costs associated with
transport, feed, gelding and vet bills, but imagine what they could achieve with a government that was
working with them, not against them.
It is not often that I agree with the opposition on issues pertaining to animal welfare, as I stated earlier,
but I will be supporting this motion today. So often our immediate response to species control is
eradication. We forget how the problem began and in turn our responsibility for a solution. Almost
always we choose efficiency and ignore suffering. This is either intensified or relaxed depending on
our relationship to certain species. We all have a responsibility to protect and enrich our environment
without the use of violence, and this is the message we should consistently send. Put simply, we owe
it to the animals to work harder.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (16:25): I am pleased to rise this afternoon and speak in favour of the
brumbies. Due to the COVID seating arrangements in the house—I thank the staff of the Parliament
for doing a great job—I actually feel like I am speaking from the High Country up here myself.
A member interjected.
Ms BATH: And potentially I could even get on my high horse, yes indeed. But in terms of our
history, the Bath-Tatterson family history in Gippsland, I think we have been down the hill from the
High Country but certainly were in Gippsland in the late 1800s when mountain cattlemen and cattleloving families and stock families were up in the High Country breeding horses, travelling with cattle
and becoming farmers and clearing the land. And these horses were very much an essential part of
anyone living in the mountainous region. They used them for travel. They used them for moving stock.
They used them to clear land. In our family they used them to cut hay, but that is certainly further
down the hill.
But these brumbies are the descendants of these escaped horses or lost horses, and I take up
Ms Lovell’s comment about the Waler horse. The conversation goes that the bloodlines from those
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brumbies went through into the Waler horses, and there is nothing more sure to make many a good
Australian cry than to talk about World War I horses and the incredible burden and journey and guts
and determination with which they served their Light Horsemen into battle.
Certainly brumbies are part of our folklore. They are part of our history. They are part of our heritage.
At every mountain cattlemen’s annual muster that I have had the privilege of attending over the last
few years, and countless decades before, The Man from Snowy River was right on there in the poetry
corner and around camp fires. It holds reverence and it holds significance and it is important for our
culture and our history.
The Nationals will support this motion to call on the Andrews government to cease its plan for the
broadscale shooting of brumbies in the Victorian national parks. Indeed that document that was quoted
earlier, the Protection of the Alpine National Park: Feral Horse Strategic Action Plan 2018–2021,
over four years describes a whole raft of things. It describes how the horses will be managed and it
describes a three-year program that will involve the primary control techniques of passive trapping
and rehoming of feral horses as the main priority. We are just halfway through those three years, but
the government and Parks Victoria have abandoned that primary concern based in that action plan.
They have abandoned it. The plan was supposed to be around ‘capture and control, rehoming where
possible, and monitoring and research’. I am quoting out of that document. It is most disappointing
and heartbreaking that that has happened. Why have these reports? Why do the work on them? Why
have hundreds of people go in and do assessments on them—a whole raft of people have been
employed for decades at Parks Vic in relation to this—for many years then to abandon them? It just
absolutely floors me.
The document speaks about capture and rehoming. It rejects fertility control, and I am surprised by
that because in speaking with a number of people in relation to this motion I know that in the USA
mustang populations are being successfully managed in terms of the use of fertility control darts that
render the horse infertile for some couple of years. This should be considered, and I am not sure why
they have outright rejected it. It needs to be reviewed and it needs to come back on the table. We have
got Parks Victoria shooting animals and not implementing that fertility control. Quoting page 22 of
that same document, ‘Shooting’, it then says:
Will not be used to control free-ranging feral horses.

That is in the document. Three years later, apparently we are. It talks about the feral horse control. it
talks about consultation, but one thing I find with this government is what they do very, very well is
say they will consult, say they will engage properly and then do not, and we have seen it in a lot of
different cases, so many different cases.
Now, in speaking with some of my mountain cattleman friends they do talk about how there are
concerns that some of those breeds up there, some of the brumbies, are inbred and are genetically
weak—one of them called them ‘mongrel horses’—a section of them. Others are purebred and doing
really well. Naturally we want to maintain those that are purebred brumbies that are doing so well and
keep them, but we also need to reduce their population, and I do not discount that at all.
The comments that I have read and that I have seen in various articles and in speaking with many of
the supporters and the mountain cattlemen et cetera is that the environment is being damaged, but there
are a raft of introduced species. I know Ms Lovell went into great detail and I will not go into a level
of depth of the different species, but deer and pigs and feral cats cause huge damage to the landscape
and natural flora and fauna. Introduced species such as rabbits also compete with other native fauna.
And wild dogs cause horrendous attacks both on native animals and on our farming animals—our
sheep et cetera up in the High Country and cattle and calves. On these invasive species, I was up on
the Mitta Mitta a couple of years ago and saw how the broom and other weed species really do terrible
damage. They need to be addressed. We need to put funding into management of those weed species
and feral pests.
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Now, the topic of the conversation around populations has varied so greatly. I am not going to
comment about populations of species because I think there is just too much controversy in terms of
the numbers. But what I do know is that deer and pigs create the wallows and the mud erosions and
create that significant damage. In talking to some of my horse friends, some of my mountain cattlemen
friends, the horses hate boggy patches; they will avoid them when crossing rivers and they will only
go in one area in crossing a river where they absolutely have to. They hate sphagnum moss and they
do not like that coming under their feet. They are not the type to actually create that large-scale, wide
damage; it is pigs and deer that do that.
The other point I make in terms of the culling via shooting is that these animals are going to be left on
the ground, and there is nothing more a feral dog or a pig will want to do than to feed on the carcasses
of these brumbies. The government must take appropriate action and put ethical management in place
for our natural environment. Capturing and rehoming is the key. I was listening with interest to
Minister Pulford before when she spoke about how there had been virtually no interest in capturing
and rehoming, and then she quoted a document from 2009—now, we are talking 11 years ago—as the
best evidence that the government can put forward that there is not an interest in capturing and
rehoming. Indeed I have got a number of groups who I have been in touch with and who I have
researched in relation to capturing and rehoming.
One local group called the Benambra Buck Runners is advocating for the halting of shooting, and
there is a great chap by the name of Lewis Benedetti from Bairnsdale and he has been doing this for
many, many years. He is now 30. He caught his first wild horse at 17, and he has grown up. He
regularly looks after and trains and breaks in colts. He said he caught two colts last year and they were
as quiet as anything. It takes him about eight weeks, if they are not too old, to break in a brumby. And
when I asked him about what his thoughts were about the brumby cull: ‘I’m tearing up, and I actually
can’t commit anything that doesn’t sound like a swearword’.
The Australian Brumby Alliance has put on a huge pushback on a federal court case between the
Australian Brumby Alliance and Parks Victoria, and at the moment the federal courts have delivered
a judgement in favour of Parks, but I understand that the ABA is going to commit to continue that
fight.
The Victorian Brumby Association has taken more than 500 brumbies from the Alpine National Park
in Victoria and the Kosciuszko National Park and created a rehoming scenario and program for them.
Indeed the delightful and fantastic lower house member for Euroa, Steph Ryan, actually has a
stablemate to her ex-racehorse which is a brumby, and his name is Banjo. It has come from the
Kosciuszko brumbies, so there are certainly ways around this. The Australian Brumby Challenge also
highlights brumbies and the way that they can be rehomed. Other social media groups—Brumbies
Matter Incorporated, the Barmah Brumby Preservation Group, Saving Traditional Barmah, Save Our
Brumbies, Australian Brumbies United and Victorian Brumby Association—show the incredible
depth and passion that people have for these animals. The truth is that numbers do need to be managed;
they certainly do. But there before them in the document that they have overlooked is some of the
strategy around that capture and rehoming.
Before I conclude I would just like to mention a couple of comments from people, and these people
have responded to a survey. I will not say their names, but I will say where they are from. Someone
from Nathalia said that the cull of Australian brumbies is wrong and that it is based on inaccurate
figures and against all community wishes. They said, ‘Stop selling out Victorians. Stop the brumby
cull’. From Longwarry somebody said, ‘Start listening, Dan. People are talking’. Someone from Nhill
said that anyone who knows the bush can easily tell that it is pigs and deer that do the damage, that
horses do not debark trees or dig wallows and that a mare will only give birth to one foal a year, not
multiple, which has been stated by ‘some of your experts’. They said, ‘Mr Andrews, don’t allow
shooting of our heritage brumbies’. I could go on. Someone from Bairnsdale said, ‘Stop the cull’. I
will finish on that. I agree with this motion. The motion says, ‘Stop the cull’, and so does the person
from Bairnsdale. And so does this person from Gippsland South.
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Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (16:37): I rise to speak in support of this motion. I am not
going to reprosecute a whole lot of stuff, but I might make a minor correction to Ms Bath, actually:
deer will rub their antlers on a tree, but they do not actually eat the bark. That is how you track them
to hunt them. But getting back to the issue at hand, what we have, in my opinion, is that someone at
Parks Victoria—or whoever you want to say—has gone through the whole issue of trying to figure
out how to control the brumbies, come up with a plan they thought they could get through, done all
the consultation and then later, once it had all been done, suddenly decided they are going to go out
and shoot them. They specifically prohibited shooting, or said they were not going to shoot, and now
they are going to. Well, if they are going to do that, go back to square one—go back and do some
consultation. But at the moment do not be shooting the brumbies. It is not in your plan. Stick to your
own plan.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:38): I have only got a few words to say on this subject.
This has hit a core right across Australia, right through Victoria and right down into my electorate.
These brumbies are a part of Australian folklore, and certainly blokes of my vintage whose
grandfathers would have served in the First World War understand this. There is no debate as to
whether these animals need to be moved because of the environmental harm that is being done, but
we do not need to shoot them. This is a job for our stockmen and stockwomen. We need to track these
brumbies, round them up and give them new homes. We all understand that brumby horses are not
native to Australia; however, brumbies are part of Australian folklore and they deserve to be treated
humanely, so I therefore will be supporting this motion.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (16:39): I rise today to provide a different perspective on this
particular issue. It is one which I have in fact surprised myself about given that I have a great deal of
passion and concern for animal welfare and I pride myself on taking these sorts of matters very, very
seriously. I also have a great deal of emotional connection to the importance that we place, in actual
and symbolic terms, on fauna which have shaped our cultural identity and formed part of our history
and our storytelling, and brumbies are part of this discourse, part of this Australian canon. We have
heard poetry; we have heard plot references. We have heard about everything from ‘the colt from old
Regret’ on the one hand through to the Silver Brumby on the other. There is no doubt that within our
history of colonisation brumbies have played an important role in the canon of who we understand
ourselves to be as a colonised environment.
But we also have to look at this particular issue in the broader context of the environmental impacts
that brumbies have in alpine areas where they graze, where they gather, where they demonstrate
mobbing behaviour. We are talking about some incredibly fragile ecosystems, from the delicate moss
areas through to the bogs—the sorts of areas where seepages occur and tiny vertebrates and
invertebrates make their homes. We are talking about a vast level of biodiversity which has existed in
Australia for much, much longer than a colonised environment might otherwise consider to be of
primary importance. We are talking about ecosystems which as fragile as they are become almost
immediately vulnerable—terribly vulnerable—to the impact of introduced species.
We have heard from a range of speakers today arguments which seek to excuse the impact of brumbies
on these fragile ecosystems because of deer, because of pigs, because of wild dogs—I am not sure
where they figure but Ms Bath mentioned them anyway. What we do know, however, is that work
needs to continue across all feral and invasive species to manage the impact that they have on
numerous threatened and endangered species that can live nowhere else. We know that there are means
and mechanisms to take responsibility for the increase in brumby numbers, and the surveys that have
been conducted put these numbers at around 5000 in the Victorian Alps alone.
We also know that rehoming does not in fact yield the sorts of results, much as we wish it might not
be the case, or deal with the issue in the volume that we need it to in order to make a substantive
difference to brumby numbers. We know that in 2019 and 2020 there was a call for expressions of
interest for the purpose of rehoming brumbies in Victoria. From that process the numbers were
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whittled down from about 50 initial inquiries to about three expressions of interest, which then resulted
in a total of 10 horses being rehomed. That is the rehoming issue.
When we look to what is needed in order to rehome a brumby, it is not surprising that this is a
significant challenge. Horses that are not used to a domestic environment require fencing, require
retraining and require specialist and expert care in order to change their behaviours and the drives that
have enabled them to survive. We also know that the uptake of retired racehorses in picnic racing and
off-the-track programs is not enough to meet the demand that is imposed upon horse lovers as a result
of surplus in the industry.
So if we cannot get racehorses rehomed and placed in suitable domestic accommodation in the
numbers that we would like and we cannot get brumbies rehomed in the numbers that we would like,
with those figures of only 10 out of a total population of around 5000, then the next question that we
turn to is interrupting the breeding cycle, and this is something which is also put as a way in which to
control the numbers of brumby populations. In order to do this it is necessary to actually fire a dart
into a mare with a significant level of accuracy once every one or two years. This needs to be done
regularly or the mare will in fact come into heat and a foal will ordinarily be born.
We also know that every 10 years or so the brumby population in Victoria has, notwithstanding
interruption by significant and serious events such as drought and bushfire, been able to double. This
means that, when we talk about brumbies at between 400 and 500 kilos each, we talk about mobbing
behaviour and we talk about the fact that brumbies like to gather in groups—it is their nature as an
animal to want to be around other horses—this is in fact part of a significant level of damage that is
caused to waterways and to those bogs and seepages that I talked about earlier. For those people who
seek to attribute damage to deer, to pigs, to goats and to other invasive species, there is extensive
research that shows that horses, through weight distribution, through hoof movement, through the way
in which their mobbing behaviour occurs, will in fact cause a disproportionately greater level of
damage.
Notwithstanding that, we need to be tackling all of the contributors to this sort of ecological hazard in
order to manage the threats to species which include the corroboree frog, the tiny little frog which is
celebrated throughout Australian culture—again part of our canon, again part of our identity as
Australians and again at risk because of the presence of brumbies in our alpine environments; the
striped centipede; the alpine she-oak skink, which is endangered; the chameleon grasshopper; the
Guthega skink, which is also endangered; and the mountain katydid. These are just a few examples of
the sorts of fauna which are hazardously close to extinction as a result of invasive species, which
include brumbies.
It is a really hard thing to lean into the discomfort in this conversation that we are having in policy
terms. It is a hard thing to imagine culling the horses that we know and love, that we saw riding in the
most heroic of circumstances in The Man from Snowy River, that we imagine in the poetry of Banjo
Paterson, quoted by Ms Lovell earlier, scaling rockfaces, being daring, rearing up in opening
ceremonies and representing the heroism, the bravery and the courage of our first European settlers.
And yet we have to actually be better than to rely upon emotion in this argument, because it is not
emotion which will come to the rescue of these fragile, endangered and at-risk indigenous and native
species that rely upon a stable ecosystem in our alpine environments.
There has been so much work done to understand the impact of brumbies over the years. There has
been extensive discourse, discussion and consultation with communities about the way in which
brumbies move throughout our public land, and there have been repeated calls for assistance from
communities, from interest groups and from advocacy bodies to rehome and to discuss options for the
best and most humane treatment of these animals which are causing so much damage. I do not see this
level of engagement taking place for animals that are not as romanticised. I do not see this level of
debate occurring for the crown-of-thorns starfish or for the cane toad. I do not hear members of
Parliament talking about how all lives matter and how rabbits matter, and on that point I want to take
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extreme umbrage at the comparison made earlier between horses on the one hand and human tragedy
and trauma on the other.
We need to make sure that we go about this discussion, that we go about this debate and that we put
our positions and make our decisions based on evidence, and the evidence is that we have enjoyed,
revelled in and built a culture that romanticises the brumby—that in fact immortalises it in our identity.
But we also have a reality and a responsibility to do the right thing by endangered species.
The way in which shooting takes place, the aerial culls, also takes place for deer, for goats and for
other invasive species throughout Victoria. Shooting does in fact enable a stable platform within which
to get a clear kill shot, and in the event that aerial shooting does not result in an outright kill, there is a
protocol that requires the immediate dispatch of an animal—the humane slaughter of an animal—with
a close-range bullet as required. It is not an easy thing; it is an awful thing. It is as traumatic to kill a
horse in a wild environment as it is to kill any other animal whose face represents something of the
familiar, something of the loving, something of the sentient.
We do know, however, that without taking quick action the brumby population in Victoria will
continue to grow, the damage will continue exponentially to increase—
Ms Lovell: You don’t know what the numbers are. You haven’t done a count.
Ms SHING: I will take up that interjection from Ms Lovell. There is a survey that indicates very
clearly that in Victoria we have 5000 brumbies in our alpine areas.
Ms Lovell: Flawed science.
Ms SHING: I hear Ms Lovell talking about flawed science, and you know what? This is the last
refuge of somebody whose argument is based almost solely in the emotional. Ms Lovell has talked
extensively about animal welfare today. I never, ever thought that I would hear these sentiments come
from anyone on the opposition benches, let alone Ms Lovell.
I have been very interested to follow the claims made by those opposite that brumbies somehow
deserve special attention and special protection because we grew up hearing about them. Well, I
watched Watership Down when I was growing up, and I still understand that myxomatosis is a
necessary response to the huge problems which rabbits have caused as an introduced species in
Australia.
I loved the book Fantastic Mr Fox growing up. Roald Dahl is one of my favourite authors ever. That
does not actually make me decide, when I see a fox with a pelt that shows that the first frost has come
and that it is fat and has a litter somewhere to feed and to look after that then demands and necessitates
the creation of a larder of native species, that in fact that is an excusable, forgivable and permissible
thing.
On the one hand I understand the romanticism associated with animals ordinarily of European origin
in our discourse, but on the other hand I look at the devastation that they wreak. I have got to say that
I have seen the musical Cats, and I do not for one second think that when I see an enormous feral cat
capable of taking 22 native species in one evening for pure recreational kill purposes that cats
somehow deserve a free pass. It is a basic argument that is not based in evidence. It is does a disservice
to our responsibility as lawmakers, to the responsibility we hold to look out for those animals which
are not in fact represented in our canon of literature.
If we want to see things change, then let us make sure that we are telling stories about the corrobboree
frog and about the alpine skink. Let us make sure that we are understanding what it is that exists within
these universes of microflora that are so vast that every year we continue to discover new species. Let
us look to understand the impact of damage caused by brumbies, to make sure that over time we can
continue to improve on our public land management. (Time expired)
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Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (16:55): I rise in support of this motion moved by my
colleague Ms Lovell and supported by Ms Bath, which calls for an immediate halt to Parks Victoria’s
imminent shoot of brumbies in our national parks. It is an arrogant, ill-thought-out and potentially
inhumane strategy which has rightly provoked the fury of a huge number of Victorians. A truly
remarkable coalition has come together to oppose it. The variety of reasons that each group has really
illustrates just how misguided this shoot is on so many grounds. I have to say that the opposition to
this is not just in Victoria and not just in the High Country; it is all around Australia. And the world is
watching the government on this very issue.
The minister talked about a plan. There is only one plan, and that is to shoot the horses. Colleen
O’Brien from the Victorian Brumby Association said yesterday, at the COVID-compliant rally, that
their services were offered but rejected by Parks Victoria. They offered to rehome these animals.
But I want to stress this is not just a sentimental case about animal welfare or an argument that culling
animal populations can never be right. It is about an attack on the culture and identity of the people of
the High Country and our history as Australians. It is a decision based on flawed numbers, dishonest
consultation and an arrogant, we-know-best attitude from government bureaucracy. It is about an
inappropriate and unachievable environmental ideology which unquestionably demands pristine,
presettlement purity at the cost of any other consideration. It is a choice which fails to address the
biggest causes of environmental damage in the Alps. And, yes, finally it is about choosing, as first
resort, a shoot likely to be clumsy, cruel and impossible to implement while ignoring the opportunity
to manage the wild horse population, as happens in so many other countries around the world.
Brumbies first arrived in the Victorian Alps in the 1830s as pastoralists moved south from New South
Wales. We know that grazing began around Omeo in 1836, and it has slowly expanded to the higher
country. Huts were built for shelter and storage. The population expanded considerably from the 1850s
as people arrived to seek gold, and with them too came horses, the only form of transport and the only
help settlers had to work the land and build their livelihoods. The Clydesdales, thoroughbreds,
stockhorses and Timor ponies were working horses and family horses. They were an essential part of
the life and work of the settlers.
They have become in turn an essential part of the cultural heritage of this area, a link to our state’s
great pioneering past, a living feature of the rich landscape of the Australian Alps. They are captured
in literature too as the animals of the iconic Man from Snowy River and the Silver Brumby books.
People from all over the country will often visit our alpine region to, in the words of Banjo Paterson,
‘catch a glimpse of brown and black / Dim shadows on the grass’—a moment they remember for the
rest of their lives. They fought with us too. Thousands left Australia to serve in the Middle East in
World War I and never returned. They stood loyally by our ancestors on the battlefields—service
which we should surely honour today instead of shooting them.
How then have we gone in 20 years from this recognition to the plight that Victoria’s brumbies face
today? What has changed in two decades to alter our view of 200 years of history? My answer, you
may be unsurprised to hear, is the ideological attitude and managerial incompetence of Parks Victoria
and its government backers. Brumbies have become scapegoats for Parks Victoria’s inability to
manage the land they are responsible for and the targets of a mindset which considers recreating a
pristine presettlement landscape as a single and overriding object of land management. Yet their record
on land management is appalling.
Fuel loads have built up in forests and on roadsides, creating the perfect conditions for intense
bushfires. Parks Victoria have failed to eradicate the non-indigenous vegetation. Pigs and deer are
breeding in huge numbers, while wild dogs and cats are feeding off native animals. And this is a key
part of the argument in question here: the real environmental damage is done by feral animals,
including pigs, wild dogs and cats, but especially deer, which outnumber the brumbies by 100 to 1 at
least. Parks Victoria, so clearly incapable of managing these populations, should be encouraging
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professional, licensed and skilled hunters to deal with them, at no cost to the taxpayer, rather than
targeting wild horses.
Nor do I accept that these horses do not belong because they are not native. As a constituent wrote to
me, neither are deer, pigs, cats, dogs, foxes, rabbits, goats, hares, mice, rats, European wasps, honey
bees, earwigs, blackbirds, starlings, sparrows, myna birds, trout, carp, snails, slugs, blackberries,
briars, thistles, broom, willow dock, St John’s wort, ski resorts, treated pine poles, rubber mats on
walking tracks, signs, bitumen roads, dirt roads, man-made dams, aqueducts, powerlines, bike tracks,
cement and plastic culverts, steel gates and white men. That is what a constituent wrote to me. None
of those are native either.
We cannot now return to some presettlement utopia, nor should we. Instead I argue we should seek to
properly manage and protect our historic wild horse population as happens in Europe, the USA and
South America. The mustangs of the western United States and the Exmoor and New Forest ponies in
the UK—these populations—are recognised for their iconic status and cultural value, and managed. It
is ecologically possible, but my worry is Parks Victoria object to this approach on ideological grounds.
Horses represent everything this government does not like about our history.
Finally I come to the shoot itself—undesirable for the reasons I have outlined, unlikely to achieve its
objectives, as I have mentioned, and unnecessary given the alternatives which exist. Indeed who is
going to do the shooting? I am reliably informed there are no licensed semiautomatic shooters
available in Victoria. They would actually have to come from New Zealand; I hope they are compliant
with all our COVID quarantine restrictions. And how can night shooting, if this is the plan, be
compliant with existing national codes? This shoot absolutely has to stop. It is a shame that the minister
and Ms Shing took so long, because we need other people to speak, but it is very important that we
end this shoot because it is wrong for all of the reasons we have outlined.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:02): As one of the handful of former defence force
serving members, I spent 10 years in the army reserve. As everyone knows here, I was the mayor of
Maribyrnong and at that time in 2017 I was able to help, after virtually 30 years, a community group
called the Friends of Sandy and the Australian Light Horses Incorporated in Maribyrnong, around the
Maribyrnong defence force site, because the last horse, Sandy, was actually buried there. For 30 years
they wanted a lasting memorial. It actually took me running against Bill Shorten at the time to get the
attention of the Liberal Party and to get them to actually understand that there was a defence force site
sitting in Maribyrnong, fenced off for 20 years, needing $500 million to be rehabilitated. This group
had been there for 30 years, as had I for 20 years on council, pushing for a memorial and to actually
get the attention of the federal Libs.
Rightly they came down to Maribyrnong, put up a temporary memorial and promised that they would
spend $500 million to clean up the defence force site. They currently have gone quiet on the
Maribyrnong defence force site. I will bring this up at a later date, probably in an adjournment matter,
because the state government has also gone quiet. Apparently the feds wish to do something but state
Labor has gone quiet about it. I feel extremely passionate about this issue. I know others wish to speak.
I thank this state Liberal Party for bringing this up today. It is very close to my heart. You have hit a
raw nerve with me today, and I will support this motion.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (17:05): Being a lover of horses and having ridden all my
life, I understand the fight to save the brumbies and the emotional connections people have to these
majestic, mythical animals. Films such as The Man from Snowy River, The Silver Brumby and War
Horse have also established an affinity with these beautiful animals, who instil great pride in many
Australians. I believe there must be a balance, a middle ground, which will provide safety for our
native animals’ habitat and preservation of the environment so that all can coexist within the alpine
region.
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It is well documented that the brumbies are in fact not the only animals seen to cause damage to the
vegetation and environment. In comparison, deer in the region cause significant damage to native
animals’ habitat and are often a serious hazard to motorists, with increasing numbers of accidents over
recent years. Feral pigs are carriers of over 45 different parasites and diseases which may threaten
livestock, native wildlife and humans. Feral pigs cause extensive environmental degradation and are
of extreme concern to our farming communities.
There will always be feral animals in Victoria and throughout Australia, for that matter, which may
not be seen as ideal. However, we must do our utmost to ensure their numbers are not impacting on
our native species and the environment in which they live. Our parks should embrace both to a degree,
and if limited—and I emphasise the word ‘limited’—culling is required after all alternative avenues
have been considered and exhausted, then a decision would be required as to keeping the numbers of
these brumbies at a manageable number. Consideration should be given to rehoming these horses, and
due consultation with those who are prepared to assist in this task would be best practice and should
therefore be enforced. If culling is the final determination made by those decision-makers, then I
implore that this be done in the most humane way possible with the least amount of stress being
inflicted on these beautiful animals. Ultimately the culling of the brumbies should be delayed until
management strategies for other animals have been completed and publicly reported. Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party will be supporting this motion.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:08): I would like to thank everyone who contributed to the
motion. It is disappointing that the government still do not seem to get that this motion is not about the
environment but purely about the brumbies. It is about them. In the government’s action plan, they
said that in year 3, if there were further measures needed, they would go back and they would consult
and have a dialogue with the community before they did any further measures of control. It also
specifically ruled out shooting. So this is about a broken promise from this government, who did not
complete that consultation and that dialogue but have gone out and started to shoot brumbies without
going back to the community, as their strategy outlined they should and as they promised they would.
But as we all know, you cannot take this government at its word. It will break its promise every time.
Motion agreed to.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:09): I rise to speak on the state budget 2019–20, which raises
the budget for the education delivery in this state and also raises some funding towards the Shepparton
Education Plan, which is turning into a great disaster in Shepparton. From the beginning of the school
year we have had reports of people being very unhappy about the level of antisocial behaviour. I am
going to say that in a very cleansed way. I am not going to go into the type of behaviour that is going
on in that school, but people are very worried about the antisocial behaviour amongst the students and
the amount of time that the police and other emergency services have been called to the three
campuses.
We heard stories very early on in the piece of how the executive principal was very annoyed because
the children were not behaving as she expected them to behave, and then we started to hear some
rumours that the executive principal was seeking to place students, some of her more problematic
students, at some of the other campuses for alternative education delivery in Shepparton. But that soon
turned into, ‘They’re going to start to move students out of the Greater Shepparton secondary school
and start their own alternative campus’.
Well, this has now been confirmed. Leaked staff communiqués a few weeks ago identified that the
secret plan had finally been revealed to staff, and the executive principal announced that they would
have a rural annexe. Then the next week a communiqué said that two members of staff had been
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appointed to that and two more positions had been advertised. It still did not say the location, but we
have been able to confirm that the location is the Invergordon Primary School, which is 30 minutes
north of Shepparton.
After this secret plan was unveiled, the Herald Sun actually found online the risk analysis for this
school, accidentally uploaded as a school policy on the Greater Shepparton site. As soon as the Herald
Sun made inquiries of the department about that risk analysis, the risk analysis was removed from the
site, confirming that it was actually even more secret than we thought it was. But the principal of this
school went out and tried to say, ‘This was not a secret plan; we’ve been talking about this since last
year’. Well, last year we had a public meeting where parents asked what was going to happen with
students who were problematic at the school. It was an ideal opportunity for the principal to share her
vision with the people of Shepparton that she would ship these kids off to a primary school 30 minutes
north of Shepparton to put them out of sight and out of mind, and she failed to share that, because it
was a secret plan. In fact it had not even been shared with staff until May this year. This secret plan
has now been revealed. People can see it for what it is. They know that this is just a plan to move some
students out of the school, to keep them out of sight and out of mind, to try and stop the level of scrutiny
over the antisocial incidents that are happening at the schools in town.
It is actually reminiscent of an episode of The Simpsons. We know The Simpsons quite often predicts
the future. I remember an episode of The Simpsons where the district inspector was coming to visit, so
what did the principal do? The principal announced that there were free mountain bikes and named a
certain group of students: ‘These free mountain bikes are there to be picked up in the basement right
now. All of you students go off to the basement. Pick up your free mountain bike’, and what did the
principal do? He locked them in the basement so that they were not visible when the school inspector
came.
This is exactly what the principal at Greater Shepparton Secondary College is doing. She is shipping
these kids out to Invergordon, out of sight, out of mind, so people do not see what is actually happening
in this school. This is not going to deliver a better education. The principal stood up at the public
meeting and said that she had policies that would ensure that every student benefited from the new
infrastructure and from the broader education curriculum. Now she is excluding some children from
those opportunities. This is not going to raise the standard of education in Shepparton, and it is just
another failure of the government.
PARLIAMENTARY BUDGET OFFICE
Four-day work week trial
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:14): I welcome and am thankful for having the
opportunity to speak about a four-day work week trial. We know during COVID we have been doing
so many things differently, and for some of us that has been a struggle. I know for many people
working from home or not having work at all has been really, really, very difficult. But we have been
doing things that have been working, and we have learned how to work more flexibly. We have learned
that we can work at home. We have learned that we can work out a bit of a work-life balance, although
those with small children or school-age children would be probably struggling with what their new
work-life balance actually is.
Back in 2018 we looked at the research around more flexible working and in particular a four-day
work week. Now, this is not a new idea, but it is a good idea, and it is something that I think we should
look at adopting as we come out of COVID, as we have learned to do things differently and as we
have learned that there are other things in life than just work. Maybe some of us in this chamber have
not got that message, but many people in society have. They want to be able to walk their kids to
school in the morning and they want to be able to be home to kick the ball in the evenings, but work
generally precludes that. A four-day work week would enable that greater flexibility. As the
Parliamentary Budget Office has found, not only does it make for more flexible and better working
conditions for workers, but it is cheaper. It saves money.
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This is not something radical that just the social enterprises and the new ventures are doing. It is not
something that just the IT companies are doing. One of the first companies to really trial this seriously
was actually an insurance company, Perpetual Guardian. They trialled a four-day working week, and
they thought, ‘Let’s see how we go’. They found that 78 per cent of their employees said they were
better able to manage their work-life balance. There was a considerable drop in stress levels, and they
had their workers actually working less hours but being more productive.
I encourage people to go to the Parliamentary Budget Office website; there is some really interesting
work there. But on this we asked them to consider what a four-day work week trial would look like in
a discrete government department, because we know often governments can provide the levers for the
rest of society to pick up.
I met with the Treasurer yesterday about this, and he was somewhat surprised that we had chosen his
department. We said, ‘How about a four-day week in the Treasury department? This will save you,
Treasurer, I assure you, at least $3.8 million a year’. This is in actual fact without anyone really going
home with less money in their pay packet, but it has the flow-on effect that when someone is not
working five days a week they can organise their life more easily around work. It means they might
not all be starting at 9 o’clock in the morning. Mr Barton and I have a little fan club for Infrastructure
Victoria and in particular Michel. He said, ‘Fiona, infrastructure is not necessarily about building; it’s
just about management’. If 15 per cent of people did not start work at 9.00 am, we would not need
another tram, we may not need another road. It could considerably improve our congestion.
In the work that the Parliamentary Budget Office have done they have looked at all of this, and they
have said that a discrete trial in the Treasury department for 12 months would save the government
$3.8 million. I think we should be looking for any innovative way that we can save money but at the
same time improve people’s lives and I think offer some road maps and some information for
employers and the private sector.
AUDITOR-GENERAL
Managing Support and Safety Hubs
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:19): I am pleased to rise and speak to the Managing
Support and Safety Hubs report conducted by the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office. This report is
like previous reports that were undertaken by a very distinguished former deputy commissioner of
police, Tim Cartwright, when he was appointed as family violence reform implementation monitor.
He was also very concerned about and critical of the process of the government in implementing the
findings and recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
Now, as I have said on many occasions in this place, family violence is a terrible scourge on our
society. It affects just too many women especially, but also men and children, and it sees the
breakdown of families. The horrendous violence that occurs and the deaths of way too many women
across our country and across our state is just dreadful.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: The minister interjects, but I want to take up the point—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: I want to take up the point, President, that governments of all persuasions have
really worked to address family violence. Governments of all persuasions at all levels actually—local,
state and federal, Labor and Liberal—have worked on that. And this government, like other
governments, has worked on the previous work of governments. I was pleased with the work our
government did when we were in government in laying some groundwork—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
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Ms CROZIER: Minister Mikakos just cannot help herself but interject, but the issues around the
Auditor-General’s findings in the implementation process—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Minister! Ms Crozier, over to you.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, President. I know that it is a very sensitive issue to the minister, but
the Auditor-General’s findings are the concerns that I have, that the implementation and the
efficiencies in the family violence are huge—
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER: She carps on over there. The minister carps on over there, but this is an important
issue. The Auditor-General has made some very important findings about the hopeless nature of the
government in the implementation of Labor’s safety hubs in particular. The report found that:
A rushed implementation schedule and a lack of detailed project planning meant FSV—

Family Safety Victoria—
opened the first five hubs before they had all the infrastructure, processes or staff needed to meet demand. As
a result, some people have waited months to receive support.

Now these are the exact findings that Tim Cartwright was talking about years ago, and they just show
how hopeless the Andrews government is. They talk up big, yet they are useless at project
implementation—absolutely hopeless at implementation of projects. They absolutely do not know
how to do it, and we have seen it time and time again. But in such an important area as family violence,
where the talk was big, it was important. The minister through her interjections was saying that we did
not support it. What absolute garbage! She is just ridiculous. There was bipartisan support; that was
well known.
The concerns around the implementation were absolutely found out by Tim Cartwright. Also, in
relation to what he was saying, this was back in May 2018:
If urgent planning is not undertaken, implementation of the reform may fail to achieve the outcomes and
ambitions of the Royal Commission and the government’s own 10 Year Plan.

Now that is something that was reported back in 2018 in the 2017 report, and he was damning, as is
the Auditor-General—and they should be. There was a huge amount of investment and faith put in by
the Victorian community. Billions of dollars went into this implementation process of the
recommendations made by the royal commission. The government, as I said, talked up big. Again
their expectations are so high, and they let everybody down because they just are hopeless at
implementing projects.
Members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER: Well, on one of these issues, the Auditor-General says:
A rushed implementation schedule and a lack of detailed project planning meant FSV opened the first five
hubs before they had all the infrastructure, processes or staff needed to meet demand. As a result, some people
have waited months to receive support.

Now, I note that in the crime stats the total family violence-related offences have gone up by 45 per
cent— (Time expired)
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:25): I rise to speak on the government’s response to the
waste and recycling inquiry. I want to first thank the chair of the committee, Mr Melhem, and all the
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members of the committee, who in my opinion have done an extraordinary job in exposing the
problems that have existed within the industry. I also thank them for delivering a report that offers, in
my opinion, a very blunt but much-needed opportunity for reform. I also thank the secretariat, led by
Michael Baker—and what an amazing job they have done with such a large committee, broad terms
of reference and the logistics of bringing the whole thing together.
I spoke of the opportunities for reform, and I want to highlight two particular areas of concern and the
difference between the government’s responses to both. It became apparent that all the collection of
levies and the subsequent banking by Sustainability Victoria held significant areas of concern, with a
focus on the difficulty in accessing the funds and important questions as to why the fund was largely
going unspent when it was clear to all in the industry that there was a looming crisis that needed
decisive and large-scale investment. I note that the government accepts in full the findings and
recommendations of the committee in this area and has committed to the many changes needed to
combat this problem.
It is disappointing, however, that recommendation 3 is only supported in principle. This
recommendation was made and supported by the committee because of the amount of material,
including highly toxic chemicals, that is stored on sites and poses a danger to both emergency workers
and the community. It recommends the mandatory and immediate notification by a business of all
materials and quantities on site to the Environment Protection Authority Victoria and other authorities,
with this information stored and distributed to emergency services from a central database and
accessible to them across multiple devices.
This was supported by all emergency services when suggested to them in the committee as it was seen
as an essential measure of protection and advice for those on the front line. The government’s support
in principle on the grounds that they want to minimise any potential administrative burdens on these
businesses just is not good enough when weighed against the safety of these emergency services
workers and the community. I am sure they would welcome far stricter controls on the storage and
knowledge of dangerous materials. Aside from these criticisms, I believe this report and the
government’s response are largely on target, and I look forward to the announcement of the
implementation of the accepted measures.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:27): I rise this afternoon to discuss the budget of the previous
year now, which seems so long away and so distant, specifically in relation to tourism and the tourism
initiatives within that budget. We have not seen this as yet for a very good reason, due to the COVID
pandemic, but I note that the government has put some money on the table in terms of tourism—
indeed $150 million for cultural, tourism and sporting organisations. I want to highlight the huge,
significant and serious need that all of our tourism areas but particularly Gippsland and East Gippsland
have. They require a concerted effort, a concerted response, from the Victorian government and from
the people of Victoria to go into those areas, to go into our beautiful coastal areas—magnificent
scenery, wonderful people, good places to eat and stay—now that visitation is enabled and also up
into the High Country, which we have spoken about today, to get out, to book in and to stay overnight,
to have the experience and bring the empty esky. I know the fantastic people doing the Empty Esky
campaign, but there is a need to really coordinate that and get involved.
The government at the moment has put this money on the table, and it has provided some specific
areas—for example, Phillip Island Nature Parks and Puffing Billy—with some direct funding, but
there is no real evidence around targeted marketing for Gippsland or regional Victoria in general.
Now, people have been stuck at home over the last three months, and I think people are really ready
to get out and get into the country and see our regions. We also know that overseas travel will be, for
many months if not years, impossible, and I think this is a really important time for governments and
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citizens to get behind their regional tourism. We have seen that Gippsland East has been incredibly
smashed by a triple whammy with drought over many years, the shocking bushfires that decimated so
much of that region and now with coronavirus, so it is really important that we get involved and get
into it.
Indeed up until recently the Visit Victoria website was very, very conservative in its views and
commentary, and only today have they lifted them and changed their website to say that there are cafes
open and you can stay overnight. So I think they were a little bit tardy, but it is pleasing to see that at
least now they are encouraging people with the lifting of these stage restrictions.
In terms of government spending and government money in relation to some targeted areas, there are
certainly in East Gippsland some fantastic initiatives that have been started but need to be finished.
The other day I was down at Bullock Island out from Lakes Entrance, which has traditionally been
used for industry—the fishing industry and the like—and boats mooring. It is really ready for
rejuvenation on a large scale. I know that the state government put some money in and the federal
government has also been generous in putting money in, but there is a big master plan that needs to
come to fruition—in the vicinity of $22 million. I have seen the plans for the renewal of that whole
area, for the renewal of the wharves and the seawalls, and also the start and completion of the fantastic
cafe that will draw so many people to that area.
The other issue, the other one that is really fantastic and that is on the books, is the hot springs at
Metung. If anyone has ever been to the hot springs down on the Mornington Peninsula, they will have
had an absolute treat, and I guess a subset or a franchise of those hot springs down there is looking to
diversify and come up to Metung. The area is fantastic. It is going to have amazing sea views. But
they are asking the government to instil some money in there for infrastructure, and I think that is very
important for things that the general public will benefit from but also local people.
Lastly, also there is Cape Conran. It was devastated by the fires, but there are some very simple
measures for things that should be improved now. Parks Victoria should be able to replace a section
of a disabled ramp that is still covered up and still unable to be accessed six months after. There are
the wonderful walkways around the coast that are wood, concrete and screws and should be able to be
developed. These are the sorts of things that the government needs to put funding towards, and we
need to bring people back into our area.
AIRSOFT
Petition
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:32): I rise today to talk about the sport of Airsoft. Yesterday
I tabled a petition calling for the legalising of a sport that does not yet exist in Australia. It is a sport
played all around the world where young men and women can get out from behind their computers
and engage in hours of strenuous physical activity. Airsoft is a game that is very much like paintball
or laser tag. People run around and use toy guns to shoot one another with small biodegradable pellets.
It is very safe but physically demanding and fast paced. Most play it as a sporting activity similar to
paintball, but some play it with rules that are designed to imitate military operations where immersion
in the setting is emphasised. The Airsoft markers themselves are of a low enough power that they pose
no risk to anyone’s safety. They are so mechanically unlike firearms that you would be better off
starting from scratch if you wanted to illegally build a firearm than attempting to modify a marker into
one.
There is no Airsoft activity in Australia at the moment, yet nearly 1700 Victorians have signed this
petition. That it has that much support underpins the reason why Airsoft should be legalised, but there
is no reason for it to be illegal in the first place. That it is illegal at all is due to a quirk when the
Firearms Act 1996 was drafted, because Airsoft did not exist at the time. The definition of a firearm
in the act catches Airsoft markers accidentally because it is too broad. Since then Australian
jurisdictions have dutifully enforced this accidental ban, but the ban does not exist in other
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jurisdictions. Airsoft is legal in New Zealand, Canada and Great Britain along with almost all the rest
of the world. Australia is indeed a strange case where a harmless Airsoft marker is more heavily
regulated even than most firearms. This is crazy.
In time we will introduce amendments to the relevant legislation to legalise Airsoft. When we do, I
have no doubt that certain members of this place will shriek and howl about the poor children and the
risks of Airsoft markers being used in the commission of a crime. Pre-emptively, this is absurd, and it
is not an issue anywhere around the world where Airsoft is legal.
Generally those who support legalising Airsoft are younger, because they can picture themselves
maybe playing it. I will appeal to the older people here now: do you remember when you were young?
Do you remember when young boys would run around playing cops and robbers with toy guns? Do
you remember how the sky did not fall? Do you remember when our society was not hysterical? I
remember these things and have no objection to people who are younger and fitter than me playing
around, as long as they are not hurting anyone else. I would love to play Airsoft, although I do not
think I would be very good at it. In these post-coronavirus lockdown times it is more important than
ever that we do things to boost the economy. Airsoft in Victoria will be a new industry for the regions.
People will travel from the city, from interstate and even from other countries to play this game, as
people do for paintball at the moment.
I will take this opportunity to call out to all Airsoft fans in Victoria, to all those who dream of this sport
being allowed in Victoria: our fight has begun. Your work has brought this issue into the Parliament
today, and I will need your help to take it all the way. Over the coming months I will call on you to
join in the fight to legalise our sport, and I look forward to the day when we have our first Airsoft
matches, when I will be able to wear my Victorian Airsoft Association badge with pride.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:36): I am pleased to make a
contribution to this section of the debate, considering the state budget in particular and the outputs
relating to transport infrastructure. Last night we heard of another transport infrastructure debacle—a
further outcome with respect to the high-capacity metro trains. This is the Evolution Rail contract. It
is 18 months late now, and we have heard that it is going to be nearly two years or more late. There
have been enormous problems with this particular contract—welds, the quality of the work, electrical
problems with the trains, and they have not been able to get them running in any way or any form to
a standard that the community would expect. The state government signed this contract, and now I
gather that the contract is in disarray. Why on earth can’t they get any of these contracts right?
You can look everywhere, wherever there is a major contract, a major build. The Big Build, so-called,
is in big disarray, with big budget blowouts and big losses and a lack of outcomes. If you look at the
Level Crossing Removal Project, the state government will not reveal in this place or anywhere else
the cost of individual crossings—
Ms Taylor interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Well, we did do quite a bit towards them. You tore up the contract on one of the lines
and paid out $30 million for the intellectual capital. But leaving aside the multibillion-dollar outcome,
the lines in your electorate, in the southern region, are actually not delivering good performance. The
performance has actually deteriorated on the Cranbourne-Pakenham line. The performance has
deteriorated on other lines too. On the Frankston line the performance has deteriorated despite the
massive spend. So you have got to ask what the state government is getting for the amount that it is
spending. It is not actually getting the good outcomes that the community would expect. With a level
crossing removal the community expects the trains to work more smoothly. They expect less
cancellations and a better and more punctual service. They are actually getting a service where the
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punctuality has declined on the Frankston line, declined on the Belgrave line and declined on the
Lilydale line in your area in the eastern region.
I have got to say, right across the whole system the ministers in the transport portfolio—the public
transport minister and the transport infrastructure minister—are not delivering for Victorians. You
have got to ask what we are actually getting for the enormous amount that is being spent. We want
good outcomes with transport infrastructure. The Metro Tunnel is now massively over budget, likely
near $4 billion over budget, and it seems likely that before the end of June the state government is
going to sign a large cheque in partial settlement for the blowouts on that project, which have been
very much due to the minister’s input on station boxes and failures to properly scope the electricity on
the project. There are massive blowouts, and that is before we start on the issues around the exits and
the interface with the other parts of the network, where there are massive cost blowouts that are yet to
come to light fully.
Then when you also look at some of the other major projects—the West Gate Tunnel and the failure
to scope the West Gate Tunnel properly, to find a solution for the toxic spoil—I say the transport
infrastructure minister has botched every single project she has touched. One of the worst transport
infrastructure—
The PRESIDENT: Sorry, Mr Davis. The time for statements on reports has expired.
Members
MR TARLAMIS
Inaugural speech
The PRESIDENT: We all know we have changed the rules as far as people making landmark
speeches goes. We do not shake hands and hug anymore.
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:42): Now, I was rudely interrupted by the 2014
election. I think I can admit to you all it did not quite go as planned. Do not get me wrong; it was an
outstanding result which saw a Daniel Andrews Labor government win a historic victory after only
one term in opposition, but my plan actually included me being re-elected as well. But alas, why dwell
on the past? After all, I am a glass-half-full kind of person. You know what they say: when one door
closes, another one opens. And that is what happened to me.
But before I go any further I want to acknowledge the Wurundjeri and Boon Wurrung people of the
Kulin nation, the traditional custodians of the land on which we are meeting today, and I pay my
respects to their elders past, present and emerging.
I cannot adequately express just how great it is to be back in the Victorian Parliament, even though, as
you all would be aware, I was never really that far away during what I am calling my ‘gap years’. It
had been my greatest privilege and honour to have had the opportunity to serve my community in
Parliament, and now to be returning to the Victorian Parliament for a second time is indeed humbling.
It is not something that I take for granted and I know how fortunate I am.
So it is only appropriate that I reiterate the commitment I made in this very place when I was first
elected to Parliament back in 2010: that it is my hope and ambition that everything I do reflects well
upon the community I serve, that I grew up in and live in, and the party that has always supported me.
I do so because my resolve in this respect has not changed, nor has my belief from a very young age
that all people must have access to the rights and privileges of our society, irrespective of where they
live or who they are—values of justice, compassion, equality and socially progressive policies.
Victoria remains a diverse, welcoming and multicultural community. It is no easy task to create such
a community, and this is something that Labor fights for every day, as will I.
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The South Eastern Metropolitan Region that I represent is a large cultural melting pot and is socially,
culturally, linguistically and economically diverse. It takes in the bayside suburbs from Frankston to
Mentone, the multicultural diversity of the City of Greater Dandenong and the growth corridors
encompassing Cranbourne, Narre Warren North and Narre Warren South. It takes in the gastronomic
delights of a variety of cuisines in Springvale and Clayton, the leafy suburb of Mulgrave and
everything in between.
It is an electorate that includes all or parts of six local government areas: the cities of Greater
Dandenong, Casey, Kingston, Monash, Frankston and Knox. Having lived and grown up in this region
all my life, I have been fortunate to have witnessed firsthand the transformation these areas have gone
through over many years and in many respects. Having even been engaged in many of the
transformative projects and initiatives in various capacities means I am well placed to understand the
area. Representing such a diverse and unique electorate does not come without challenges. However,
they will fade into insignificance compared with the rewarding gains we can achieve by working
together to improve outcomes for our community.
As I mentioned earlier, my gap years opened up new doors for me. One of these opportunities was
taking up a role with my good friend Gavin Jennings, who held the challenging portfolios of Special
Minister of State (SMOS), Aboriginal affairs and priority precincts. And I will take this opportunity
to pay tribute to Gavin Jennings here today. Anyone who knows or has worked with Gavin, including
many in this place, would appreciate how passionate, hardworking, fair and generous he is and how
much of a loss he will be to this place. His integrity, intellect and efforts to reshape Victoria into the
progressive state that it is today is something that he and all of us can be proud to be part of. Gavin has
played a significant role in every government and opposition since he was elected at the 1999 state
election, driving many of the social reforms in the Victorian Parliament and carrying through many
challenging legislative reforms that have transformed this state, the most recent of these being the
establishment of the stolen generations redress scheme, which is a vital step on the path towards a First
Nations treaty and a central part of his legacy.
The exhaustive list of his work would take me far beyond my allocated time today, so let us just say:
if it was big, important and life changing, he was part of it. I think it is fair to say that not everyone
always appreciated or understood Gavin’s methods, but I can assure you he was trying to help you on
many occasions, even if you did not think so at the time.
In congratulating Gavin on his courage and contribution, I am aware of a fitting quote from Harper
Lee’s To Kill a Mockingbird, which is a favourite of Gavin’s, where Atticus Finch talks about courage:
It’s when you know you’re licked before you begin but you begin anyway and you see it through no matter
what. You rarely win, but sometimes you do.

While working for Gavin, as many of you would know, I spent quite a bit of time working with many
members of Parliament and their staff from all political persuasions, as well as those who are
instrumental in making Parliament run. Together we worked through many issues, and I like to think
we achieved some good things together, even if we did not always agree. I look forward to building
on those relationships in this role with the aim of always achieving better outcomes for the people of
Victoria.
My time working with Gavin was invaluable and I learned so much—so much so that I can honestly
say I return to this place better equipped now than I had been previously—and I thank him for the
opportunity, his support, his guidance and his encouragement. I do confess that I have one regret, and
that is that I did not get the opportunity to work side by side with him in this place in government, but
I will endeavour to acquit myself in a manner that would make him proud as he watches from afar,
enjoying the abundance of free time that he has more than earned and is entirely deserving of. And to
the SMOS office team, I will miss working with you all, but our friendships will endure.
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But as good as that experience was, by far the most significant door opening during my gap years can
be summed up with two words: Chau Huynh. That is right—my engagement and then wedding to my
amazing, talented and beautiful wife, who is with us here today. And I am going to be in big trouble
for embarrassing her because I promised her I would not do that. It does not take a genius to figure out
that I am the luckiest man in the world not only to have found Chau but to have convinced her to marry
me as well. They say falling in love is like being the first to discover the most beautiful thing in the
world, to find something so lovely that no-one else has ever noticed. I can honestly say that describes
exactly how I felt when I met Chau and my life changed forever. Chau has a huge personality and is
a bundle of energy, which is contagious with everyone she connects with, and she can light up the
darkest room. She is a caring person with a big heart, and it is in her nature to always want to help
others, which is another reason why we are so perfectly matched. Chau has had a profound impact on
my life and has made me a stronger and better person.
I would like to thank my mother-in-law and father-in-law, Mai and Phong, and Chau’s sister, Susie,
and her husband, Wade, for accepting me into their family and making me feel welcome from the first
time we met. Chau has already met many members of my Labor family, but today she gets to meet
my broader parliamentary family, which I think is only appropriate given I will be spending so much
time with all of you and away from her. You may have also noticed that I have been dressing a little
bit snazzier. Well, you can thank her for that as well, because she has pretty much made all of the shirts
and suits that I have been wearing, including the ones I am wearing today. I told you she is talented.
In case there was any doubt from what I have said, thank you, Chau, for all your support and all you
do for me. I am so proud of you, and I love you.
My family has been a huge influence on me and on my politics. My mother and father taught me from
an early age about responsibility, trust and the meaning of hard work—values I have always carried
with me. I grew up working in family businesses, gaining an appreciation of long hours and hard work.
My father was born in Greece, on the island of Lemnos. His family migrated to Uruguay when he was
still very young and settled in Australia 15 years later. My mother was born in Australia. It is fair to
say that I am proud of my heritage, and my work in this area stands testament to this, including that of
the Lemnos Gallipoli Commemorative Committee. I thank all those who have assisted me in those
endeavours.
I was born one of three children. My oldest brother, Kon, who was first diagnosed with cancer when
he was 15 years old, passed away after two years of intense chemotherapy and radiation treatment.
What I remember most about Kon is his strength, his courage, his determination and his desire to make
the situation easier for all those around him despite what he was personally enduring. The lessons I
took from Kon during this time about putting others before yourself, the importance of always fighting
the good fight and never giving up have always driven me in life and motivate me to this day. My
sister, Nola, and I are very close. She has always been there for me when I have needed her, and she
has always tolerated how annoying an older brother can be. She is an extremely intelligent and capable
individual who will go far in life, and I thank her for her support. She is an amazing role model for my
nephews, Reid and Henry, who have inherited her intelligence. I expect they are both too smart to
follow their uncle into a career in politics, but you never know, and it is never too early to start.
Being a member of Parliament affords me a greater opportunity to build on the work I have been doing
for the community over many years and an opportunity to do so much more. I would like to thank the
Australian Labor Party, whose core values of justice, compassion and equality and whose socially
progressive policies resonate with me, for the opportunity to represent it and for the support and
opportunities it has afforded to me during the 27 years that I have been a member. I have always strived
to put those core values into action, and this role will aid me in continuing to achieve this.
In my life I have made friendships with people who remain strong influences in my personal and
political life today—people like Alan Griffin and Gavin Jennings, who have mentored and taught me
so much. I consider them to be close friends. Without their guidance, support and friendship I would
not be here today. I have been blessed to have made so many friends on my journey through life so
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far, all of whom have left lasting impressions. Some of them include Daniel Andrews, Ray De Witt,
Aliriza Akal, Graeme Watson, Jim Claven, Christina Despoteris, Pat Gibson, Barb Kuhl, Sue Hayes,
Mat Hilakari, Kat Hardy, Julian Hill, Mark Kettle, Derya Yucel, Phil Reed, the Downie family, Helen
Constas, Steve Tsalikidis, Emma Vulin, Sithy Marikar, Janaki Rajaguru, Sam Afra, Roz Blades, John
Pandazopoulos and Stefan Koomen, as well as all the many branch members that I have spent a great
deal of time with and who it would be impossible to name here today.
I have worked closely with many current and former members of Parliament over the years, who I
will not single out today, but I would like to acknowledge them all. This of course includes the
Legislative Council and Assembly members with whom I share representing the electorates that
comprise South Eastern Metropolitan Region. I will single out my very good friend with whom I am
fortunate enough to share my electorate office, the member for Dandenong, Minister Gabrielle
Williams, who, can I just say, is doing a wonderful job as a minister.
I have also received great support from the union movement, whose values are so important to me,
and there are a number of unions in particular that I would like to acknowledge: the ASU, the United
Workers Union, the AMWU, the CPSU, the Maritime Union of Australia, the Textile, Clothing and
Footwear Union of Australia, the CFMEU, the United Firefighters Union and in particular the
Electrical Trades Union, with whom I have had a strong connection over a long period of time and
who are represented here today. I would also like to acknowledge the Victorian Trades Hall Council
and Luke Hilakari for the invaluable work that they do. I am currently a member of the CPSU and
have been for many, many years. The work these and other unions do cannot be undervalued. I stand
ready to support them in continuing to fight for fair and just outcomes for workers everywhere, and
my relationships with them will grow during my time here.
Regardless of the positions I have held, I have been fortunate to have worked with and now look
forward to serving amongst committed, passionate people from all sides of politics, the union
movement and the community sector who every day strive to remake our social conditions and make
a better society. It is my solemn hope and ambition that everything I do in this place reflects well upon
my community, my party and me now and into the future.
To my parliamentary colleagues and everyone at Parliament, I express my sincere thanks for making
my return to Parliament as smooth as possible, and I look forward to working with the community and
all my colleagues in this chamber and the other place as we strive towards making Victoria the best
place it can be.
Members applauded.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (17:56): Thank you, Lee. Welcome back. I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION MANUFACTURING
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:56): My adjournment matter is for the Treasurer.
It involves manufacturing in Melbourne’s north. In May I invited Craigieburn residents to complete
my community survey. I would like to thank those residents who returned the survey. The feedback I
received is that people are concerned about the local economy and jobs in Melbourne’s north.
According to the census data, Craigieburn has a higher rate of mortgage stress—more than double the
state average. As of December last year—this is pre-COVID-19—unemployment across the greater
City of Hume had reached 8.4 per cent, higher than the state or national average.
Treasurer, we need to revitalise manufacturing in Melbourne’s north post COVID-19. According to
the census data, technical and trade workers, machine operators, drivers and labourers make up 40 per
cent of the people’s jobs in Craigieburn, and they will benefit from more manufacturing jobs in
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Melbourne’s north. My call for action is that the government bring manufacturing home to Victoria
by following the Liberal Party’s lead and establishing a $1 billion ‘bringing manufacturing home’ fund
to encourage manufacturers to locate their facilities in Victoria, in particular in Melbourne’s north.
Such a fund would greatly improve the lives of Craigieburn residents and families in Melbourne’s
north. Treasurer, get behind the people of Melbourne’s north.
ANIMAL SHELTERS
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:58): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Agriculture, and the action I seek is for her to take action on convenience killing in
Victorian pounds and shelters. Each and every day cats and dogs are being killed unnecessarily for
treatable issues like anxiety. One story that captured the attention of many Victorians is of Dash the
greyhound, who suffered five years of exploitation by the racing industry. After he was surrendered
to a large animal shelter, a Melbourne couple fostered Dash for six weeks and reported an
improvement in his anxiety-related behaviours. When Dash’s carers were requested to return him to
the shelter they were assured he would find a loving home. A few weeks later they received an email
stating that a behaviourist was working with Dash and he was doing well. However, Dash had already
been killed. Moreover, shelter management confirmed that a behaviourist never met or worked with
Dash, his anxiety was not treated with medication—despite an onsite vet clinic—and no rescue
organisation was contacted to assist with his care.
Transparent euthanasia reporting and rescue group access laws have been successfully implemented
in many international jurisdictions, with proven benefits to employee mental health and public health
and safety, as well as a reduction in costs and increased revenue to shelters and pounds through
adoption fees. Treatable dogs like Dash and countless other animals who have lost their lives at
Victorian animal shelters and pounds deserve protection and the chance for rehabilitation, but this can
only happen if the minister will stop shelters that allow killing for convenience to go on. I call on her
to do so immediately.
FIREARM AND AMMUNITION SALES
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:00): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. On 31 March the Andrews government announced that in response
to the coronavirus pandemic they would ban the sale of firearms and ammunition. The reason they
gave law-abiding firearm owners was to prevent potential stockpiling. The ban was not only
unjustified and authoritarian; it was completely illogical. In the announcement the minister made a
series of ludicrous claims. First she insulted law-abiding firearm owners by suggesting that they were
at risk of succumbing to ‘pressures around family violence’. There is no evidence to suggest that legal
firearm owners in Victoria have a higher propensity to commit acts of domestic violence. Ms Neville
is still yet to apologise to firearm owners for insinuating that they are domestic abusers-in-waiting.
Then she said that the decision to ban the sale of firearms and ammunition was made following
deliberations by the national cabinet. This is despite only three states in Australia implementing the
ban, all three of which have Labor governments—surprise. There appears no evidence to suggest that
a ban on the sale of firearms and ammunition was discussed at the national cabinet. If the minister is
using the public’s faith and trust in the national cabinet to push Labor’s own political agenda, then that
is demonstrative of severe misconduct. If it was discussed at the national cabinet, the minister ought
to inform law-abiding firearm owners of the substance of the discussion, how the decision was arrived
at and why it differs between states.
Finally, the government announced that there has been an increase in firearm permits to acquire
applications and additional ammunition in recent times, increasing the risk that firearms and
ammunition may not be stored safely. The sale of firearms in Victoria is heavily regulated, with all
permits to acquire requiring approval from the licensing and regulation division of Victoria Police.
There is no evidence to suggest that the increase in permits to acquire was not within the ordinary
range for March each year, which is the lead-up to hunting season.
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The action I seek is that the minister apologise to law-abiding shooters for insinuating that they are
domestic abusers-in-waiting and then release the information surrounding the apparent discussion at
the national cabinet about a firearm ban as well as the data to prove her other dubious claims.
The PRESIDENT: Sorry, Mrs McArthur. Was there an extra action on top of the apology?
Mrs McARTHUR: To provide the information that she was basing it all on.
The PRESIDENT: An apology is not an action, but the second one is fine.
DEAKIN UNIVERSITY
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18:03): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Higher Education. I note that the matter I have will fall between a number of portfolios,
but I am directing this adjournment to Minister Tierney in the minister’s capacity as higher education
minister and a member for Western Victoria Region.
During my travels around the fantastic region which is Western Victoria, it is becoming increasingly
apparent that regional Victoria is no longer just a place for farming or conventional manufacturing.
Right throughout the region there is an infinite supply of research and innovation. Whether it is the
mining of dark matter out near Stawell, research into carbon fibre or the creation of new liquids from
prawn shells in Geelong, I have been truly surprised by the level of enterprise which can be found in
each corner of the region.
Recently I had the pleasure of meeting with Dr Adrian Panow, who is the director of energy at Deakin
University. We had a very informative discussion about the latest innovations in fuel cells and the
transport industry. Deakin’s Warrnambool campus has the backing of all levels of government as well
as industry for the HyceL technology hub, a groundbreaking hydrogen research facility. Warrnambool
is the ideal location for this work due to is positioning on the transport corridor between Melbourne
and South Australia, a skilled workforce and a community that is continually looking for opportunities
with emerging industries. Dr Panow explained that the university needs between $8 million and
$9 million in funding in order to secure Deakin’s research into hydrogen and how it can be safely and
efficiently used for heavy transport and introduced into homes and industry and also to ensure that the
training needs of the new workforce are delivered.
This funding contribution from the state government would see the establishment of Australia’s first
hydrogen fuel cell manufacturing facility. This means we could have right here in Victoria the use of
Victorian-made fuel cells in trucks and industrial applications, not to mention the many employment
opportunities that come with this, including through the complex research trials. Currently there is no
capacity to domestically manufacture fuel cells at the required scale, which prevents Australian
innovations from reaching global markets and is vital for industry growth. This funding would cement
Victoria’s investment in hydrogen-related research into the future.
Hydrogen is critical for heavy transport. Hydrogen storage is much lighter than batteries, refuelling is
quicker and the range is longer—all essential for commercial operations. Hydrogen, when produced
using renewable energy, is a sustainable source of energy which is key to decarbonising industry into
the future. Hydrogen energy is a contemporary example of economics and science overlapping. All
we need now is the political willpower and funding to encourage this needed research.
I am sure that Minister Tierney, as the Minister for Higher Education and a member for Western
Victoria, shares both my and Deakin’s enthusiasm for projects such as these. Therefore the action that
I seek is for the minister to commit to providing Deakin with the needed funding in order to ensure
that the Warrnambool campus is established as a hydrogen hub for industry and for the Victorian
community to benefit from this opportunity.
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ALBURY WODONGA HEALTH
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (18:06): My adjournment matter this evening is to the
Minister for Health, and it relates to the Albury-Wodonga intergovernmental agreement (IGA)
between the Victorian and New South Wales health ministers. The intergovernmental agreement is a
fundamental governance authority for Albury Wodonga Health, a unique cross-border health service
which is now the largest regional health service in Victoria other than Barwon Health in Geelong. In
2018–19 Albury Wodonga Health had 64 271 emergency department presentations and delivered
1638 babies—more than Bendigo, more than Ballarat and almost double the Goulburn Valley—so it
is not an insignificant health service. It has a catchment area of around 200 000 people.
This intergovernmental agreement is something that the health service has been waiting on for years.
Discussions around the IGA have been ongoing for four years, and understandably the community,
and importantly the board, want an answer from the Victorian minister as the agreement is now two
years past its original intended start date. The signing of this agreement will not only give certainty to
so many Victorians but should lead to substantial investment in this health service and provide
certainty to the people of the border and the north-east.
My colleague Mr Tilley has discussed the issue with me on several occasions. I met with management
of Albury Wodonga Health on this issue in January of this year together with Mr Tilley and the Leader
of the Opposition, Michael O’Brien. We visited the Albury campus and were present at an event that
the minister also attended together with the New South Wales minister, the Honourable Brad Hazzard.
At that time Minister Mikakos was asked specifically about the agreement and said it was only a matter
of weeks away. My colleague Bill Tilley in the Assembly asked about it again following the lack of
follow-through on the commitment that the minister made back in January. In April the response he
received was, and I quote:
Negotiations are reaching their conclusion and I am hopeful of signing the agreement, alongside the NSW
Minister for Health soon.

Albury Wodonga Health has had discussions with its local New South Wales MP, the member for
Albury. It believes that the New South Wales Ministry of Health sees no further barriers to signing the
latest iteration of the IGA and would like Minister Mikakos to expediate to the joint signing of this
vital document as soon as possible. The action I seek is for the minister to not delay any longer in
signing off on this important agreement that she gave a commitment that she would do and importantly
provide an answer to the community as to when she will sign off on this agreement.
GRAMPIANS NATIONAL PARK
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:09): Late last year my Greens colleagues and I were
contacted by Mick and Wan, members of the Victorian community who own land at Wartook directly
adjacent to the Grampians National Park. Sorry, my adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Resources; apologies. Mick and Wan purchased a block of land to transform it into a private
conservation area—their contribution to assist fighting climate heating and biodiversity loss. Mick and
Wan were devastated in October last year to receive a letter from the Department of Jobs, Precincts
and Regions advising that the government had given a minerals exploration licence to WIM Resource
Pty Ltd over most of the land, forming a 756-kilometre large exploration area—block 10. This is part
of 11 exploration blocks which run from the north of Horsham down along the eastern and western
sides of the Grampians, reaching almost to Warrnambool.
Quite apart from the impact of this decision on their own plans to create conservation land in western
Victoria, Mick has raised with us his concern about the potentially disastrous impact of allowing
mining so close to the Grampians National Park. In some instances there are just metres between the
edge of the exploration lease and the national park.
The Grampians, with their surrounding landscapes, are one of Victoria’s most iconic national features,
a safe haven for special plants and animals, including species found nowhere else. It is a prime
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destination for visitors from within Victoria and from abroad which contributes much to the region’s
economic income. I ask the minister to commit to putting in place a substantial buffer zone around the
Grampians National Park to buffer the park from the impacts of future mining.
HOPETOUN P–12 COLLEGE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:10): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and it concerns the urgent need to refurbish the science and food technology building at
Hopetoun P–12 College. The action that I seek from the minister is an immediate commitment to
provide adequate funding to complete the urgent renovation needed at the school. I have previously
brought to the minister’s attention the disgraceful condition of the science and food technology
building at Hopetoun P–12 College.
The building is used by students for home economics and science classes and was built in 1964, having
had no capital works improvements since its construction. Apart from the installation of a projector
and a whiteboard, the science room has not changed, with the same student workbenches installed
during construction still being used. The food technology room has old benches and stoves, including
a combustion stove, leaking sinks, outdated and ineffective extraction systems, poor lighting and
archaic equipment. The building is frequently inundated with mice because of holes in the walls, with
students forced to sit table legs in bowls of water to prevent mice from getting on the food preparation
benches.
The government have recently been trumpeting that through their borrowed $24.5 billion they are
making huge investments in schools and education, but clearly that is only if you live in the
metropolitan area or regional cities, because once again Hopetoun P–12 College has missed out. The
government has known about the need for investment in infrastructure at Hopetoun P–12 College for
some time now, and the failure of the government to provide funding to renovate the science and food
technology building at the school out of its borrowings is disgraceful.
Regional Victorian students deserve educational opportunities and facilities equal to those in
metropolitan Melbourne, but the lack of funding to Hopetoun P–12 College shows that this is not a
priority for this minister or his government. Hopetoun P–12 students do not have access to facilities
and equipment anywhere near the standard needed to provide quality VCE classes. It is appalling that
they have to come up with innovative ways to prevent mice from contaminating their workstations in
the food preparation classrooms.
The action that I seek from the minister is an immediate commitment to provide adequate funding to
complete the urgent renovation needed at the school.
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (18:13): My adjournment debate matter tonight is for the
Minister for Child Protection, and the action I seek is that children in the care of the Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS) be permitted to see their parents by bringing forward the
relaxation of the COVID-19 lockdown rules that have prevented that. I thank the minister for their
correspondence on the issue today, and I understand that a fix is being planned.
The matter is very straightforward. Children subject to shared custody arrangements are exempt from
COVID-19 restrictions. Children in the care of DHHS are not technically under shared custody
arrangements despite many such children having visiting arrangements with their parents. For a period
of time, under advice from the chief health officer, such children and their parents were prevented
from visiting one another. We understand this is now going to be relaxed at some point. We welcome
this. Family separation to ensure adequate care for children is an awful situation for all involved for
many reasons. I am glad that steps are being taken to ensure that this situation will no longer be made
even worse by this lockdown. This needs to happen sooner rather than later. I call on the minister to
allow children in the care of DHHS to be permitted to see their parents.
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TIMBER INDUSTRY
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:14): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Agriculture, so I am pleased that she is here in the chamber and can hear my request directly.
Ms Symes: I watch the adjournment every night, just so you know. I am always listening.
Ms BATH: That is tremendous. I am very pleased. That is good. This one will go right through to
your ears without any intervention otherwise.
My request is for the minister. It goes to a letter that I emailed the minister three weeks ago. I emailed
it, and then I sent it priority post. I am sure that the minister gets loads and loads of emails and letters,
but this one is of particular importance to me and my constituents. It relates to seven East Gippsland
timber haulage and harvest operators who are, as we speak and as of a few weeks ago, standing down
all their staff, parking all their machinery and vehicles and having to pay thousands and thousands of
dollars out in repayments.
I would like to quantify that, and this was also in my email. There are seven of them in East Gippsland.
Now, many, many timber harvesters are in a dire way. These are just one particular example that have
asked me to communicate with you. There are 100 people that they put out of work directly—100 staff
just employed by them. They have 80 vehicles of a whole range: skidders, feller bunchers and
transports of a whole range. They purchased many of those in order to get the right contracts—the
proper contracts—that would then enable the best use of the resource and the best outcome from the
resource. So that is there, and they are waiting there. In fact one of them is so brand new that it has
done 5000 kilometres, and basically it is all shiny and there is absolutely not a spot of dirt on it. But
the problem is that these seven contractors are paying $500 000 a month in repayments for those pieces
of equipment and $100 000 per month in insurance.
Now, they have solutions. They have spoken to me at length about the potential of sawlog on the
Princes Highway and doing work in that space. They have asked for the fire severity rating in terms
of the burnt—not good, but burnt—timber. At the moment it is only rating 1 or 2, and that needs to be
expanded to ratings 3, 4 and 5 so that they can harvest it. VicForests is stuck between a rock and a
hard place, and the Office of the Conservation Regulator is still waiting for his report to be out to
enable some opportunities for harvest. They are dire. They are paying money out. They are stressed.
They are standing people down, and they would really like a face-to-face conversation with you,
Minister, and that could be via Zoom. I made that offer, and they are more than willing to do that to
have some form of communication so that you can understand the depths of this and find a way
through to support them, Minister.
HERITAGE PROTECTIONS
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (18:17): My adjournment matter is for the Premier. While
most of Melbourne has been safe in lockdown, unfortunately our historic homes have not been so safe
and are at severe risk of developer demolition virus. A couple of weeks ago Breedon House at Were
Street, Brighton, was demolished the day after Heritage Victoria refused to give it an interim protection
order after the developer gave them a pinky promise that he would not demolish it—what a naive and
gullible lot they are. Why on earth are taxpayers paying their salaries? Breedon House joins a
depressingly long rollcall of historic buildings in my region which have been demolished in recent
years. There was Idylwilde in St Georges Road, Toorak; Forres in Edward Street, Kew; Arden in
Burke Road, Camberwell; Gough Whitlam’s former house in Rowland Street, Kew; 34 Armadale
Street, Armadale; 19 Moir Street, Hawthorn; 981 Burke Road, Camberwell; the Cairnmillar Institute,
also in Burke Road, Camberwell; 33 Huntingtower Road, Armadale; 18 St Georges Road, Toorak;
27 Mariemont Road, Beaumaris; 17 Nautilus Street, Beaumaris; 32 Middle Crescent, Brighton;
25 Victoria Avenue, Canterbury; 368 Auburn Road, Hawthorn; and 2 Burgess Street, Beaumaris. And
these are just some of them. Of course there was the Corkman hotel fiasco, where the minister said he
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was going to make the developers rebuild it brick by brick. Then he did nothing of the kind. They were
let off with a small fine.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr HAYES: Absolutely—which would be regarded by them as a business expense. It was Bob
Dylan who said, ‘Money does not talk, it swears’. This is a particularly foul-mouthed and ugly period
of 21st century Melbourne where we see our history wiped away for profit. To me it is as bad as what
happened in Melbourne in the 1960s and 70s. No-one can be proud of what we lost there.
I call on the government to initiate a parliamentary inquiry into the parlous and pathetic state of
heritage protection in Victoria. It should consider things like whether heritage should continue to be
under the planning minister, where it is clearly under attack, or whether it should have its own separate
department and minister. It should also consider whether councils should have a separate heritage
section rather than be part of the planning area. Many European countries have a separate heritage
protection department and do a hell of a lot better job than we do.
MELBOURNE SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:20): My matter for the
adjournment is for the attention of the Minister for Creative Industries in the other place. The minister
here will remember that in the debate in the last sitting week I raised matters around the Melbourne
Symphony Orchestra and some of the arts issues that are very serious with the COVID-19 situation.
Live venues, the orchestras, the museums and galleries all have suffered tremendously—public and
private—and the state government support for them frankly has not been enough.
Now, the coalition has released a document, a back-in-business document, which is a thoughtful set
of suggestions with ideas for how we can move our economy forward, sector by sector; and one of the
sectors is the creative industries sector. There are 289 000 people employed in that sector, according
to the state government’s own documents in the last financial year, and that has surely got to be the
target to get that section of the economy back again. We need to really have the government strive for
that target, but they have not intervened sufficiently strongly. Our live music sector, as one other
member of the chamber pointed out today, is still in tremendous difficulty. Private galleries that I am
aware of have faced tremendous difficulties. Our major galleries also—some have been able to move
various activities online, with varying degrees of success, and some of our opera companies and so
forth have been able to take steps in that direction. But it is not a make-up for what would normally be
there—the ticket sales that actually underpin very significant sections of the arts and creative industries
economy. We have said there needs to be a $50 million restoration recovery fund in addition to what
the government has already promised, and I heard someone else in the chamber pick that figure as
well. I think that that is a number that can make a significant difference.
But my adjournment tonight in that context relates to one specific important cultural institution, and
that is the Melbourne Symphony Orchestra. It is a hugely important orchestra for Melbourne and
indeed for Australia. It is in some difficulty. There is a complete meltdown between the management
and the board on one hand and the musicians on the other. These are among the most talented people
that we have in our state, and I am calling tonight on the Minister for Creative Industries, Mr Foley, to
intervene to actually find a solution here. He has got to sit down with money and resources and the
assistance of the large departmental help that he has got and actually find a solution to make sure that
our musicians are protected, and that they are in a position that they can go forward and make the longterm contribution that is needed.
DUNLAVIN–ROOKS–WHITEHORSE ROADS, NUNAWADING
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:23): The matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for
Roads. Last month I met with the Whitehorse City Council and community representatives to discuss
the dangerous intersection where Dunlavin and Rooks roads meet the major arterial, Whitehorse Road.
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This is a dogleg intersection, where traffic and cyclists are required to turn right then left to cross the
main road, but it is a key link between communities north and south of the main road and the rail line.
It is the only option for local vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians, with the closest alternative crossing
points 1.6 kilometres apart at Springvale and Mitcham roads. The Dunlavin intersection has no traffic
lights, which makes it dangerous for motorists turning into or out of Dunlavin, and even more
hazardous for pedestrians and cyclists attempting to cross there. The Rooks intersection is hazardous
for pedestrians and right-turning vehicles from Rooks Road, which often cut lanes to then turn left into
Dunlavin Road.
The intersection is a major flaw in the City of Whitehorse’s low-stress cycling network, which aims
to encourage a potential cycling population of 110 000 residents to avoid the major arterials and to use
safer routes. However, the nature of the current traffic flow at this intersection splits the pedestrian and
cycling routes in two and discourages many people in the communities from walking or cycling in this
area. The community has proposed a protected intersection plan similar to one currently being installed
at the Albert and Lansdowne streets intersection in East Melbourne, so I ask the minister: will she
review this plan and work with the council, the community and VicRoads to provide a safe crossing
for active transport users at the Dunlavin and Rooks roads intersection?
VICTORIAN CIVIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL TECHNOLOGY
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18:25): I raise a matter for the attention of the AttorneyGeneral, and it relates to the current IT capability of VCAT. VCAT currently operates on a paperbased filing system with an antiquated IT system that will be unsupported in the coming years. My
comments, I should say, are no reflection on Her Honour Justice Quigley, the president of VCAT, or
indeed the hardworking staff and members of VCAT. Indeed they do a fantastic job with the meagre
resources and antiquated technology at their disposal.
What COVID has identified is that VCAT is operating on last century’s technology and is simply not
in a position to respond to a crisis like COVID with remote work required, videoconferencing and the
like in a way that the community, I think, would simply expect. This means that VCAT has been
forced, perhaps more than any other jurisdiction, to close its services pending the ability to reopen,
with some exceptions. It is simply unbelievable and unacceptable that in a contemporary time VCAT
would be operating on paper-based systems. People can log on and make a complaint, and then
someone at VCAT needs to print that out and open a file, and that file then needs to be stored in some
compactus, which is then retrieved when another document comes in. It is clipped onto the file and
put back into the filing system. It is simply not practical at the best of times, but COVID has exposed
that as being simply unacceptable.
VCAT deals with some very important matters. It is a high-volume jurisdiction, like the Magistrates
Court, and it deals with issues for some of the most vulnerable people in Victoria—the guardianship
list, for example, comes to mind. It is also central to economic activity in Victoria—the building list
comes to mind. Having important lists like that hardly operating has a significant impact on many
Victorians. From the perspective of accountability, FOI appeals have been shut down. It is bad for
scrutiny and bad for accountability, and of course VCAT has given the direction that matters can be
determined on the papers, but of course government departments refuse to allow that to occur. So the
action I seek from the Attorney-General is that she expedite funding for an upgrade of the information
technology solutions for VCAT so it can operate remotely in a modern, contemporary way.
HOMELESSNESS
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18:28): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Housing, and I am seeking a meeting between him, me, Housing All Australians and Quest
Apartments. With the growing number of families that we are seeing at risk of homelessness as a result
of COVID, Housing All Australians, Quest Apartments and the Salvation Army have joined forces to
provide temporary accommodation for those at risk of homelessness or who are experiencing it. It has
been great seeing Quest Apartments providing the Salvation Army with temporary accommodation at
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a break-even rate—there is no profit in this. These are the sorts of partnerships that I think we can be
proud to endorse and proud to support, pulling together corporates like Quest to offer a safe, supportive
place for vulnerable members of our society, and they make a huge difference to people in these tough
times.
But I have been speaking to a number of people—and I am sure others have had people call them—
who are experiencing homelessness and have been assisted. Many of them have been housed—and
gratefully so—in hotels, small motels and backpacker facilities. Everyone is grateful that they have a
roof over their heads, but this is not a home. There are no washing facilities, there are no kitchen
facilities, and they are constantly at risk of not knowing how long that place is going to be available
for them.
But what we do know is that the Quest and serviced apartments around Victoria are not going to be
full anytime soon, so these types of arrangements with service providers like the Salvos, Housing All
Australians and corporates like Quest or Oaks can provide that short-term accommodation that people
need to get on their feet—for six to 12 months provide services and provide a whole range of things
that wrap around and enable people to live a life that has some dignity and some stability.
The action that I am seeking is for the Minister for Housing to join me in a meeting with Housing All
Australians, Quest apartments and key representatives as soon as possible to investigate fully how
these programs can add to our response. We know that the government is doing a lot of work in trying
to provide housing. They are looking at a task force, they are looking at how we can provide stimulus
into social housing and build-to-rent et cetera, but this is a pop-up solution that is here right now and
will meet the needs of this ever-growing group of people who are experiencing homelessness in
Victoria.
GOVERNMENT BANKING
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:31): I raise a matter for the attention of
the Assistant Treasurer in the other place, and it arises from a worrying trend which has developed
with the retail banks in Australia seeking to deny service to legitimate industry sectors of our economy.
I refer in particular to the firearms industry and also the agriculture industry, about which the minister
would be aware. There were cases earlier this year where the National Australia Bank was named as
having withdrawn all services from certain firearms dealers and also an ammunition manufacturer
because the bank said the business did not fit their risk profile.
It is important to note that we are not talking necessarily about loans from banks; we are talking about
the most basic of banking services, the provision of retail bank accounts. It is the reality in 2020 that
it is not possible to run a business in Australia without access to a business bank account and without
access to the payments system, and the provision of those services is now dominated by the four retail
banks in this country. So a bank denying access to a bank account because it does not like a firearms
dealer as a sector or it does not like an agricultural provider as a sector is a major form of
discrimination, which has a very significant impact on the business concerned.
In one case a firearms dealer in Queensland was told his bank accounts, both business and personal,
would be closed by the National Australia Bank. He was in the same way refused service by ANZ,
Westpac and the Commonwealth Bank at that time. That is, as I said, direct discrimination against a
legitimate, lawful sector of the economy, as it has been against some operators in the agricultural sector
in Australia.
So I raise this matter for the attention of the Assistant Treasurer because the Assistant Treasurer has
flagged that in August he will go to market, on behalf of the Victorian government, seeking the
provision of banking and financial services from a provider. This is a contract which is worth many
tens, if not into the hundreds, of millions of dollars to the provider that contracts with the state. The
government has been quite willing in the past to pursue issues of social procurement—that is to say to
build conditions into tenders as to requirements that will be imposed on vendors. So I call on the
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Assistant Treasurer in going to market for banking and finance services to make it a condition of that
tender that no provider to the state of banking and financial services is entitled to discriminate against
lawful elements of the Australian economy simply because they do not fit the bank’s social, virtuesignalling criteria.
COVIDSAFE APP
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:34): My adjournment debate matter today is
for the Minister for Health. President, as you would know, there is an app called COVIDSafe, which
has been built by the federal government, so any flaws with it are not the fault of the state government.
However, I have had advice provided to me that there are indeed many flaws with this application,
and I learned during the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings a couple of weeks ago
that it actually has not been used in any contact tracing cases just yet. So what I am asking of the health
minister is if in that time between the hearings, in the last few weeks, any data could be provided that
would show successful use of this application for the purposes of contact tracing in Victoria.
SENTENCING ADVISORY COUNCIL
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (18:35): My matter is for the Minister for Youth Justice;
however, it does potentially traverse multiple portfolios, so I would understand and appreciate if he
chose to redirect some of it to another minister on my behalf. It follows the new youth justice
sentencing proposals advanced this week by the Sentencing Advisory Council. I have a number of
points of interest in and concerns about those proposals. In particular I am concerned that they are not
striking the right balance at either end of the spectrum.
Firstly, on behalf of very many constituents I do not believe there is justification for recommending
discounted sentences for some instances of youth offending. This would be a counterproductive step
and would likely only weaken the principle that even young offenders must be held accountable for
very serious crimes, especially in an era when Victoria continues to have deeply entrenched problems
with young criminals and crime gangs.
Secondly, I am concerned that the Sentencing Advisory Council’s ideas underplay the full importance
and role of early intervention and primary prevention in discouraging and curbing youth offending.
Whilst I do not necessarily disagree that there is potentially a useful role for a Children’s Court to play
in the future, we need to first establish more measures and supports that deter children from all
offending. That not only includes strengthening the responsiveness of the state’s child protection
system to keep more children safe and to put them back on the right path in life; it also means working
proactively rather than reactively to the needs of vulnerable families and their children. All too often
historically in Victoria we have acted too late, and the upshot of trauma endured through the formative
years of many young people’s lives has proven to be criminal activity—criminal activity, that is, that
could have been prevented potentially through earlier and more active interventions. Of course, as I
made clear earlier this week in my non-government business motion, I would also like to think that
any Children’s Court would be presided over by magistrates and judges who are particularly skilled
in the fields most relevant to cases that would come before that court.
The action I therefore seek is clarification of the government’s response to the Sentencing Advisory
Council’s publicly released proposal of 2 June. As part of that I would also be grateful for an
explanation of the actions, including direct spending, that the government is currently taking in order
to deliver primary prevention and early intervention programs that are specifically aimed at reducing
youth offending.
RESPONSES
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (18:38): Tonight we have 14 matters raised for other
ministers, and I will duly pass them on, and three were brought to my attention. The first one was from
Mr Meddick in relation to a particular case about a dog being put down. The dog’s name was Dash,
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and I certainly have responded personally to the family involved in relation to that dog. I guess what I
would say is that it is incumbent on all shelters, homes and the like to operate in accordance with the
mandatory Code of Practice for the Management of Dogs and Cats in Shelters and Pounds, and they
must abide by these minimum standards for accommodation and care of dogs and cats in their care. I
guess where things often get a little bit complex and people have different views is when dogs are
assessed as unable to be homed. I accept that a lot of people are very passionate about a no-kill
approach to animals, and in particular dogs as they relate to being pets, but there are cases where
behavioural experts deem that it is risky and unsafe to rehome some of those dogs, so there is a code
in place. I do acknowledge that there is a conflict of views often in relation to whether a dog is put
down or not.
The second matter raised for my attention tonight was from Dr Ratnam in relation to my resources
portfolio, and she raised a matter in relation to a particular property owner in the Grampians area in
relation to mineral sands exploration. She expressed a concern about the Grampians being protected
from exploration matters. I can indeed confirm that much of the Grampians area has been excluded
and there cannot be issued any licences for exploration. In relation to the specific matters that she has
raised for that individual, I am more than happy to get a response to follow up on those specific things.
In relation to Ms Bath’s matter, coming to me for the forestry part of my agriculture portfolio, I thank
you for your question this evening, Ms Bath. I do apologise; I did not see that email. We have a system
in our office where we indeed make sure that MPs’ correspondence is fast-tracked. If I see it, it is
generally fast-tracked even more because I flick it to the relevant adviser without it going through the
processes, but I did not catch that one; apologies, Ms Bath. The forestry industry obviously has been
hit very hard by fires and indeed reduced demand down the supply chain as a result of COVID. I have
been talking to the CFMEU forestry division, who also raised similar concerns to Ms Bath in relation
to workers who are finding it difficult to be allocated alternative work.
VicForests is working with the Office of the Conservation Regulator in relation to salvage harvesting,
and I am very pleased to say that some of that has commenced. I share Ms Bath’s views that I would
like that process to continue and provide some certainty for some operations for our hardworking
salvage and haulage contractors. The Office of the Conservation Regulator and VicForests, in addition
to salvage, are also looking at bushfire assessments and opening up those coupes that can proceed with
harvesting to meet those supply contracts that we have agreed to as a government. I will endeavour to
locate your letter, Ms Bath, and expedite a formal response.
I have a written response to an adjournment debate matter raised by Mr Quilty on 19 February.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.42 pm.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
1744

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 3 June 2020

Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.
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SPORTS GRANT PROGRAMS
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (19 February 2020)
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke—Minister for Community Sport, Minister for Youth, Minister for
Multicultural Affairs):
This adjournment matter has been has referred to me as Minister for Community Sport, as it now falls under
my portfolio. Providing high quality community sport and recreation infrastructure is a key aim of the Andrew
Labor Government and is integral to the health and well-being of all Victorians. The Victorian Government
has invested more than $915 million into community sport infrastructure since 2014 both directly to
infrastructure projects and through a range of state-wide competitive grant programs.
Sport and Recreation Victoria has administered community sport and recreation infrastructure funding
programs since the 1970s, representing a long-standing partnership between the Andrews Labor Government,
local government and community sporting organisations.
The investment through these projects and programs supports a range of outcomes including improved access
to participation opportunities for all Victorians, improved social and health outcomes, and the promotion of
local economic growth and employment through the construction and operation of local sports facilities.
Through the Local Sports Grants initiative alone, the government has committed $175 million to fund more
than 65 community sports infrastructure projects across Victoria as well as the continuation of a state-wide
competitive funding program, the Local Sports Infrastructure Fund.
The publicly accessible guidelines and supporting information for the Local Sports Infrastructure Fund are
available on the Sport and Recreation Victoria website detailing the assessment criteria and process
undertaken for each application. The fund was closed for applications on 14 February 2020, with Sport and
Recreation Victoria subsequently undertaking assessment against the published eligibility and assessment
criteria. Successful projects are expected to be announced between June 2020.

