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Wednesday, 2 September 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. N Elasmar) took the chair at 9.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:34): 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
the Andrew’s Government has been infringing on our free will and now wants to change the legislation so
that they can continue to do so for another 12 months.
We petition to keep democracy alive in Victoria. Let our voices be heard, we do not want a precedent set that
would allow the Government to legislate what they want, when they want. The law is the law, and not even
the Government is above it.
The Andrews Government’s handling of the COVID-19 pandemic has been atrocious. The Government
needs to admit their mistakes and apologise for the part they have played in the second wave of COVID-19
in the Victorian community. We need to be allowed the freedom to make our own choices on how we protect
ourselves.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council vote against an extension of the State of
Emergency declaration, and call on the Premier, the Honourable Daniel Andrews, to apologise for the gross
mishandling of the hotel quarantine program.

By Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (1081 signatures).
Laid on table.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Deputy Clerk:
Duties Act 2000—Treasurer’s Report for 1 January to 30 June 2020 of Foreign Purchaser Additional Duty
Exemptions, under section 3E of the Act.
Financial Management Act 1994—Explanation from the Assistant Treasurer under section 46(3)(a) of the
Act, for the delay of the 2019–20 Reports of the—
Accident Compensation Conciliation Service
Adult Multicultural Education Service
Adult, Community and Further Education Board
Agriculture Victoria Services
Albury Wodonga Health
Alexandra District Health
Alfred Health
Alpine Health
Alpine Resorts Co-ordinating Council
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Ambulance Victoria
Architects' Registration Board of Victoria
Austin Health
Australian Centre for the Moving Image
Australian Grand Prix Corporation
Bairnsdale Regional Health Service
Ballarat General Cemeteries Trust
Ballarat Health Services
Barwon Health
Barwon Region Water Corporation
Barwon South West Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Bass Coast Health
Beaufort and Skipton Health Service
Beechworth Health Service
Benalla Health
Bendigo Cemeteries Trust
Bendigo Health Care Group
Boort District Health
Casterton Memorial Hospital
Castlemaine Health
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Trust
CenITex
Central Gippsland Health Service
Central Gippsland Rural Water Corporation
Central Highlands Rural Water Corporation
Cohuna District Hospital
Colac Area Health
Coliban Region Water Corporation
Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability
Corangamite Catchment Management Authority
Corryong Health
Country Fire Authority
Court Services Victoria
Dairy Food Safety Victoria
Dental Health Services Victoria
Development Victoria
Dhelkunya Dja Land Management Board
Djerriwarrh Health Services
East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority
East Gippsland Rural Water Corporation
East Grampians Health Service
East Wimmera Health Service
Echuca Regional Health
Edenhope and District Memorial Hospital
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Emerald Tourist Railway Board
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority
Energy Safe Victoria
Environment Protection Authority
Essential Services Commission
Film Victoria
Game Management Authority
Geelong Cemeteries Trust
Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust
Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Corporation
Gippsland Southern Health Service
Gippsland Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority
Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority
Goulburn Valley Health
Goulburn Valley Rural Water Corporation
Goulburn Valley Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Grampians Central West Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Corporation
Great Ocean Road Health
Greyhound Racing Victoria
Gunaikurnai Traditional Owner Land Management Board
Harness Racing Victoria
Health Purchasing Victoria
Heathcote Health
Hepburn Health Service
Heritage Council of Victoria
Hesse Rural Health Service
Heywood Rural Health
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Infrastructure Victoria
Inglewood and Districts Health Service
Judicial College of Victoria
Judicial Commission of Victoria
Kardinia Park Stadium Trust
Kerang District Health
Kooweerup Regional Health Service
Kyabram District Health Service
Kyneton District Health Service
Latrobe Regional Hospital
Library Board of Victoria
Loddon Mallee Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Lower Murray Water
Maldon Hospital
Mallee Catchment Management Authority
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Mallee Track Health and Community Service
Mansfield District Hospital
Maryborough District Health Service
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust
Melbourne Market Authority
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board
Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Moyne Health Services
Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee
Museums Board of Victoria
Nathalia Cobram and Numurkah (NCN) Health
North Central Catchment Management Authority
North East Catchment Management Authority
North East Region Water Corporation
North East Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Northeast Health Wangaratta
Northern Health
Office of Public Prosecutions
Omeo District Health
Orbost Regional Health
Parks Victoria
Peninsula Health
Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre
Phillip Island Nature Park
Port of Hastings Development Authority
Port Phillip & Westernport Catchment Management Authority
Portable Long Service Benefits Authority
Portland District Health
PrimeSafe
Professional Standards Council of Victoria
Queen Victoria Women's Centre Trust
Residential Tenancies Bond Authority
Roads Corporation
Robinvale District Health Services
Rochester and Elmore District Health Service
Royal Botanic Gardens Board
Rural Northwest Health
Senior Master of the Supreme Court
Sentencing Advisory Council
Seymour Health
Shrine of Remembrance Trustees
South Gippsland Hospital
South Gippsland Rural Water Corporation
South West Healthcare
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Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust
State Electricity Commission
State Sport Centres Trust
Stawell Regional Health
Surveyors Registration Board of Victoria
Sustainability Victoria
Swan Hill District Health
Tallangatta Health Service
Terang and Mortlake Health Service
The Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust
The Kilmore and District Hospital
The Mildura Cemetery Trust
The Queen Elizabeth Centre
The Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital
The Royal Women's Hospital
Timboon and District Healthcare Service
Trust for Nature (Victoria)
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service
V/Line Corporation
Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria
VicForests
Victoria Legal Aid
Victoria State Emergency Service Authority
Victorian Arts Centre Trust
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority
Victorian Building Authority
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority
Victorian Electoral Commission
Victorian Environmental Water Holder
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
Victorian Fisheries Authority
Victorian Funds Management Corporation
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation
Victorian Inspectorate
Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine
Victorian Institute of Forensic Mental Health
Victorian Institute of Sport Trust
Victorian Institute of Teaching
Victorian Interpreting & Translating Service
Victorian Law Reform Commission
Victorian Legal Services Board
Victorian Legal Services Commissioner
Victorian Ombudsman
Victorian Pharmacy Authority
Victorian Planning Authority
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Victorian Plantations Corporation
Victorian Ports Corporation (Melbourne)
Victorian Public Sector Commission
Victorian Regional Channels Authority
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee
Visit Victoria
Wannon Water
West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority
West Gippsland Healthcare Group
West Wimmera Health Service
Western District Health Service
Western Health
Western Region Water Corporation
Westernport Rural Water Corporation
Wimmera Catchment Management Authority
Wimmera Health Care Group
Yarram and District Health Service
Yarrawonga Health
Yea and District Memorial Hospital
Yorta Yorta Traditional Owner Land Management Board
Zoological Parks and Gardens Board
Radiation Advisory Committee—Report, 2019–20.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice given.
NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS
Notice given.
ADJOURNMENT
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (09:38): I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 15 September 2020, at a time to be determined by the
President, or an earlier or later day and hour to be fixed by the President in the week commencing Monday,
14 September 2020, and the President will notify members of any changes to the next sitting date.

Motion agreed to.
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Committees
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Membership
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (09:39): I move, by leave:
That Dr Kieu be a participating member of the Standing Committee on Environment and Planning.

Motion agreed to.
Joint sitting of Parliament
SENATE VACANCY
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (09:39): I move, by leave:
That this house meets the Legislative Assembly for the purpose of sitting and voting together to choose a
person to hold the place in the Senate rendered vacant by the resignation of Senator the Honourable Richard
Di Natale and proposes that the time and place of such meeting be the Legislative Assembly chamber on
Friday, 4 September 2020, at 3.00 pm.

Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, President, the minister has just moved a motion confirming
that we will next meet on Tuesday, 15 September 2020, and now has put a motion before the house
that we meet for a joint sitting on Friday, 4 September 2020. How is that possible?
Ms SYMES: Mr Ondarchie, you are welcome to attend the joint sitting in the Legislative
Assembly, which will be sitting on Friday. The understanding of this house is that the President will
attend, but I do not have any views on who else would like to attend.
Mr Ondarchie: I just want to thank the minister for explaining that to us so the house knows
exactly what the plan is.
Members interjecting.
Mr Ondarchie: You have not explained to the house. This is a problem with this government: they
just assume things. If this joint sitting is to elect a Greens member to Parliament, I will not be available.
Motion agreed to.
Members statements
HIGH-CAPACITY METRO TRAINS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (09:41): My members statement
today relates to the government’s botched high-capacity metro trains project. This is a project that is
two years behind time, and now we see the Werribee line being clobbered by the project in the sense
that the line is being closed down to allow testing. The government has had to put on additional times
for testing. The trains have been in deep trouble. The welds are wrong. They have come from China.
The Victorian content has been wound back by Daniel Andrews and his government.
The Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Jacinta Allan, has botched this project, along with almost
every other project. I think almost every project she has touched is either late or over budget or has
other huge complications about it. Whether it is the Metro, whether it is the Murray Basin rail project,
whether it is the high-capacity metro trains project or whether it is the West Gate Tunnel Project, all
of them have huge management and administrative issues and huge cost blowouts.
In the case of the high-capacity metro trains, a Chinese train company is making these trains, the
Daniel Andrews government is winding back the Victorian content and they are two years behind
time. They have had to take the Cranbourne and Pakenham lines out of operation in the evenings. That
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was not meant to happen. Now the Werribee line has been clobbered. This is not good enough. It is
all due to Daniel Andrews and his minister and their failure to manage this project. I say they should
have got a better outcome for Victorians—a project that was not massively over budget and massively
behind time.
COVID-19
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:43): On behalf of the Liberal Democrats, I rise
to send a message to the thousands of people in Victoria who are hurting today, who woke to the news
that the state of emergency will continue. I want you all to know that your phone calls and emails did
make a difference. Your voices almost certainly changed the minds of some and helped carry a few
concessions. During the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings the Premier told me
personally that all liberties will be restored to Victorians when all of this is over. We need everyone to
keep paying attending and make sure that this happens. Good luck to the government if they expect
people that they have kept under house arrest will stand for this much longer. I am delighted that we
have a new army of freedom fighters. I urge you to keep it up, and democracy will win in the end.
COVID-19
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:44): I would like to express my gratitude to the citizens
of the Southern Metropolitan Region because I know this has been a really difficult time, and we
acknowledge that there is a global pandemic. I would like to thank all the volunteers, the community
groups and the religious and cultural groups, many of whom I have seen doing virtual meetings, which
are going to all sorts of efforts in order to keep those contacts, to keep people’s spirits up, to keep them
supported and to make sure that they have all that they need emotionally in addition to all the
government programs. I would also like to thank all the multicultural groups—the Ethnic
Communities Council of Victoria, the Victorian Multicultural Commission and other organisations—
assisting CALD communities and making sure that people understand clearly what they need to do in
order to be safe and protected in this very difficult time.
I would also like to thank the emergency services—we had those terrible winds the other night, and
they risked their own health not only because of the physical danger of the wind but because we are
in a pandemic—and the healthcare workers, the ambos and the police. And that is what inspired us,
that is what inspires me, when we went to those lengths in order to get the protections in place, because
it is them, those healthcare workers particularly, the ambos, the frontline workers, that will suffer if
we do not look after them. But that is what we did last night. We did it for them; we did it for the whole
community. Collaboratively is the only way we can get through the pandemic together.
COVID-19
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (09:46): This morning Victorians are angry. They are very
angry. Despite thousands expressing their view to this chamber and to individual members over the
past week, they were ignored. Their anger is intensified by the manner in which they were ignored.
As Victorians slept overnight, the Andrews government, in league with their cronies on the
crossbench, trashed democracy in this state. They not only voted to continue the removal of a wide
range of basic rights from every Victorian, but they gagged debate again and again and again as the
opposition sought to find out exactly what was going on.
This display of bullying arrogance is something that we have come to expect from the Andrews
government, but it is something that I have to say the people of Victoria have had enough of. The fact
of the matter is for many millions of Victorians the Andrews government is putrid. There is a stench
about the Andrews government for millions of people across the state. They despise the Andrews
government—daughters who cannot see their mothers, sons who cannot see their fathers, those
condemned to live singly quiet lives as they live by themselves. And today we face the prospect of
losing the grand final for the first time ever. Victorians deserve better. They have a right to be angry,
and they most certainly should take that right.
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BABIES
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (09:48): Today I am just going to mark the arrival of a few
babies. My adviser, Mark Oliver, and his wife, Lauren, welcomed Arielle Joy recently in the middle
of all this. Some friends of mine, Ineke and Jeremy, welcomed two boys. Unfortunately one did not
make it, little Finn. Unfortunately it did not work. But Carter John is going strong, so it has been both
a really good time and a bad time around our neck of the woods.
ROYAL COMMISSION INTO THE MANAGEMENT OF POLICE INFORMANTS
Mr BOURMAN: On a separate note, I have been watching with interest the current royal
commission into the whole Lawyer X thing. I will have more to say on this when I have got a lot more
time, but I cannot remember and I am not aware of ever hearing of people’s names being redacted due
to the threat of legal action. If this is true, and it is as I understand it, then anyone that is the subject of
a royal commission can just basically—
Ms Patten: Only if they’re a police officer.
Mr BOURMAN: This is the problem. I am not anti police obviously, but I cannot believe that this
is occurring. I think that it is actually casting a pall over royal commissions. I will leave it at that for
the moment because I am running out of time, but I will have way more to say on that.
ALICIA LITTLE
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (09:49): Alicia Little died on 28 December 2017, leaving a
heartbroken family, including four children. Alicia sustained critical injuries after being crushed
against a water tank by the car her fiancé was driving. Her injuries were horrific and, despite efforts
by attending paramedics and police, she did not survive. The offender was charged with murder,
downgraded under a plea bargain to dangerous driving causing death, and one count of failing to render
assistance after a motor vehicle accident.
The offender walked free last week after serving a two-and-a-half-year non-parole sentence for the
taking of another’s life. Despite other Victorians being unable to cross borders with ease, he was
paroled to New South Wales and freely left the state. Alicia’s family continues to feel devastated by
her loss, compounded by their feeling that justice was not served. I want to acknowledge in this place
the loss of Alicia’s life, the ongoing grief of her family and my continued commitment to fight for
victims of crime and their families.
WATER SUPPLY
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:51): We have had an electricity outage in much of
Melbourne’s suburban area as a result of the very severe storms last week. Certainly the emergency
services workers and the water companies worked very well and did their best to restore the quality of
the drinking water and to be able to assure people in Melbourne that they could drink that water. They
acted very quickly and did a good job. What concerns me is, whilst on this occasion it was the result
of a severe storm, the fact is that this problem could have occurred in any summer period. The reason
being that in times of high energy demand from the electricity system Yarra Valley Water is required
to turn off some of its facilities that actually ensure water quality. Pumps have to be shut down under
an instruction from the government because of electricity power demand. What I believe the
government needs to do is ensure that in fact we avert any future incidents of this nature by ensuring
that the water authorities are able to maintain safe water quality by continuing their treatment processes
without interruption.
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Following statements incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 1 September:
COVID-19
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria)
Restrictions across the borders into New South Wales and South Australia continue to impact the lives of tens
of thousands of people across Northern Victoria.
Over the last eight weeks, we’ve seen instances where changes to permits were imposed without 24 hours
notice, valid permits were cancelled overnight and health clinicians, students, teachers, farmers, businesses
and the general public were left flummoxed and uncertain about their eligibility.
The economy of Albury-Wodonga suffered a $100 million hit in the last two months alone, which has been
forecast to exceed $300 million by Christmas. This is just one border community out of the vast number
within my electorate of Northern Victoria. It is the largest cross-border regional centre, but every cross-border
community is being impacted in some way. Some recent announcements of changes for both borders give us
a sliver of hope that our neighbouring governments are finally understanding how cross-border communities
operate and depend on each other.
Common sense needs to prevail and those needing to cross borders for genuine reasons should be able to do so.

COHEALTH
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan)
1.

The COVID-19 pandemic is considered as the most crucial global health calamity of the century and
the greatest challenge that humankind faced since the Second World War.

2.

No words are enough to express the gratitude for our healthcare workers and healthcare organisations
working tirelessly during this pandemic to fight it off.

3.

Cohealth is one such organisation whose role has been critical during current times.

4.

Cohealth offers a broad range of high-quality, integrated health and support services, including medical,
oral, nursing, allied health, pharmacy, counselling, family violence, paediatric care, mental health and
drug and alcohol services.

5.

Cohealth provides primary healthcare from over 30 sites across Melbourne’s north and west.

6.

In recent months they have played a critical role in providing access to COVID-19 testing across nine
testing clinics, including a clinic at the Drill Hall and in West Melbourne.

7.

They have also played an integral role in the delivery of health care to residents on the North Melbourne
and Carlton housing estates, including the ongoing medical care of residents with coronavirus.

8.

Cohealth’s bicultural workers are playing a vital role as ‘cultural bridges’ creating and promoting
important COVID-19 information to people from non-English-speaking backgrounds.

9.

I am proud of such organisations, working in my area of Western Metropolitan Region, providing such
critical services in the current times.

ONAM FESTIVAL
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan)
10. On another note, I would like to speak about Onam festival.
11. One of the important areas of focus during this current COVID-19 pandemic has been mental health.
The isolation resulting from the COVID-19 outbreak can make us feel anxious, stressed, isolated and
worried.
12. During these challenging times, looking after mental wellbeing is an important part of staying healthy
during COVID-19 restrictions.
13. This is being supported by many organisations like Kerala Hindu Society Melbourne (KHSM) and
Hindu Dharma Community Melbourne (HDCM)—they both have gone to online celebrations of events
like Onam.
14. Onam is a harvest festival that is typically celebrated in the state of Kerala in India, and by the Malayalee
community around the world.
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15. This year Onam is being celebrated between 22 August and 2 September. However, this year’s
celebrations are a little different. Through their online format of celebrations, the community can engage,
celebrate and stay in touch with their friends and family.
16. This is a very forward-thinking step, and I wish to congratulate both organisations for their decision to
celebrate Onam in an online format.
17. No matter where one is in the chain of fighting the pandemic, our appreciation, gratitude and respect is
with them. Together we can and we will get through this difficult time.

COVID-19
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria)
I rise today to congratulate the generous efforts of the Gippsland community in supporting our frontline
workers through the COVID-19 pandemic.
A World of Beauty owner, Lauren Marks, wanted to recognise our local hospital frontline workers. As a way
of saying thank you for the wonderful work that they continue to do, Lauren donated 1000 skincare packs,
which were very well received by nurses, environmental, kitchen and support service staff at Latrobe Regional
Hospital.
Pastor John Lamb of Heart Focus Community Care is also to be acknowledged for his tireless work in creating
care packages for distribution to struggling businesses in Morwell and Traralgon. With the aim of letting
business owners know that they are not alone at this time, the packages, filled with all sorts of good things,
have been a welcome treat during these difficult times.
As a way of generating positivity, students at Thorpdale Primary School have created a ‘kindness’ station at
the entrance of their school. In an academic year which has seen many students learn by remote means, I
applaud them for recognising the value of positivity.

CHANNEL 31
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan)
I rise today to say I am pleased to see that the government has granted Channel 31 $120 000 for another
12 months on the air.
Channel 31 is a vital local community television station that broadcasts a number of linguistically diverse and
local shows. During the pandemic it has aired religious services, exercise classes and of course its number
one program, Talking Fishing, to an extra 120 000 viewers on top of its normal viewers.
However, what I think makes this channel especially great is the fact that it is a local station providing
countless opportunities for inspiring media students and professionals to enter the media industry. As many
of you know, Channel 31 launched the careers of Rove, Hamish and Andy, Waleed Aly and many more.
This funding is a win for Channel 31, but we now need to look towards the next 12 months to ensure that
local television continues to connect and inform local communities.
I, like many others, look forward to watching Channel 31 transform into the digital age.

COVID-19
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan)
As we fight the current pandemic—through the restrictions the government has placed us under in an effort
to protect the most vulnerable, in particular—it is a devastating irony that many of those most susceptible to
the virus are suffering most under the measures designed to combat it. Now the weakest and the most
vulnerable in our community have shown an indomitable spirit.
That’s despite the fact that those with disabilities, mental illness or drug abuse problems, the elderly and the
poor are impacted most by isolation, separation and loneliness—the lack of human contact and even the
pleasure of a simple hug. In planning for our state’s recovery we owe it to vulnerable Victorians to support
them by all means necessary. We need to work together to ensure not only that they are given the support to
come out of the darkness but that their sacrifice is honoured—that we learn, that we recover and that we
develop a road map to do far, far better in future.
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Bills
EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT (SCHOOL EMPLOYMENT)
BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:53): I lay on the table the 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 Education and Training Reform Amendment (School
Employment) Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Education and Training Reform Amendment (School Employment) Bill 2020 as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The main purpose of the Education and Training Reform Amendment (School Employment) Bill 2020 is to
amend the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 in relation to the power of school councils to employ
certain staff.
Human rights issues
The Education and Training Reform Amendment (School Employment) Bill 2020 is compatible with charter
as it does not interfere with any of the 20 human rights set out in the charter.
The Bill enhances the right to Recognition and Equality Before the Law as set out in section 8 of the charter
and the right to Freedom of Thought, Conscience, Religion and Belief as set out in section 14 of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the Bill is compatible with the charter.
Fiona Patten MLC
Leader of the Reason Party

Second reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:53): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

You may not realise it, but to get a job as a youth worker at Dorset Primary School or Craigieburn
Secondary College—or many other public schools across Victoria—you have to be a Christian.
That is what the job advertisements say.
This is religious discrimination, it is happening in the Victorian public school system, and it is
happening now.
The Victorian Department of Education and Training runs the school chaplaincy program in Victoria,
which pays for youth workers in public schools. These people have the slightly misleading job title of
chaplain. The work they perform is not meant to be religious, they are meant to be student welfare
workers.
The department’s own guidelines state that ‘chaplains may be from any faith or of no faith’. This
makes perfect sense. Victoria’s public schools are secular, inclusive, multifaith and multicultural. In
fact our public schools must be secular according to section 2.2.10 of the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006.
Public school staff should be hired on merit. Religious affiliation should be irrelevant. Yet all of the
provider organisations that the department contracts to hire chaplains, bar possibly one, will only hire
Christians. If you’re a Muslim, Hindu, Jew or atheist, you will not meet the key selection criteria to
apply for these jobs in our public school system.
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The Victorian Department of Education and Training knows its contractors engage in this kind of
religious discrimination. In 2019 the department settled a VCAT religious discrimination case brought
against it by Juliette Armstrong. Armstrong is not religious and when her contract as a chaplain was
about to expire she started looking for a new contract. The problem was that all the jobs then available
in Victorian public schools were open only to Christians. Even though she had post-graduate
qualifications as a counsellor and even though she had years of experience as a school chaplain, she
was unable to apply for a job because she did not have a Christian affiliation.
In January this year the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission arranged a
meeting with the education department to ‘discuss [the commission’s] concern that certain chaplaincy
providers may not be employing people not of faith to be a chaplain’.
The commissioner herself stated to me in writing ‘we agree that the program may be in breach of the
Equal Opportunity Act 2010’.
Religious discrimination against job applicants is unlawful under Victoria’s Equal Opportunity Act.
The Equal Opportunity Act also makes it unlawful to assist, encourage or authorise someone else to
engage in religious discrimination against job applicants in Victoria. The act also creates a duty to
eliminate religious discrimination. Yet right now there are multiple jobs in Victorian public schools
being advertised as open only to Christians. No Muslims allowed. No Jews allowed. No atheists
allowed.
This discrimination is rooted in the chaplaincy project agreement between the commonwealth and
the state.
The project agreement sets out, that for the purposes of the agreement, that a chaplain is an individual,
who amongst other things, ‘is recognised through formal ordination, commissioning, recognised
religious qualifications or endorsement by a recognised or accepted religious institution’.
But on the project agreement, let me be very clear: it is a mere agreement that is non-binding on the
state. The project agreement itself states that ‘The parties do not intend any of the provisions of this
agreement to be legally enforceable’.
The project agreement is not a law. The Victorian government must obey the law—and clause 32(a)(ii)
of the project agreement contravenes Victorian law.
The department seems to be turning a blind eye to this and to all the religious discrimination that
follows. This bill provides a simple way to end that and to end this religious discrimination.
This bill will prevent Victorian public school councils from entering into an agreement with a thirdparty provider to employ a non-teaching staff member whose work involves close and non-incidental
interaction with students. In other words, Victorian public schools must employ youth workers—and
other similar non-teaching staff—directly rather than through external contractors.
This will ensure that the staff member can only be employed in compliance with the standards
established by the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and Public Administration Act 2004—and those
standards are clear that they cannot discriminate.
The department might be willing to turn a blind eye to its contractors engaging in discrimination
against job applicants. The department might be willing to look the other way when its contractors tell
potential job applicants, ‘Sorry you don’t have a reference from a church minister’. But Victorian public
schools would never themselves put out a job ad saying ‘Christians only’. Victoria’s public schools
themselves would never tell potential job applicants: no Muslims, no atheists, no Jews. In fact they
can’t, because it would be contrary to Victorian law and Department of Education and Training policy.
This bill will make public schools hire youth workers, or chaplains if we must call them that, directly.
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Coming out of COVID-19, we know more than ever we need the very best and most qualified staff to
support our young people.
Victoria, along with the other states, backed Queensland father Ron Williams, who won two High
Court challenges over the chaplaincy program. The second was in 2014. At that time Victorian Labor
said it would push for the chaplaincy program to include non-religious chaplains, with the now
responsible minister and Deputy Leader of the Parliamentary Labor Party, Mr Merlino, saying, ‘If we
have to have a fight with the commonwealth over that, we will fight with the commonwealth over that’.
Well, that fight starts now. It is time to end religious discrimination in Victoria’s public schools.
Turning to the structure of the bill, its purpose is to amend the Education and Training Reform
Act 2006 in relation to the power of school councils to employ certain non-teaching staff.
The bill will come into operation on 1 January 2021 if not proclaimed earlier.
The bill inserts new section 2.3.8(1A) into the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 that, for the
purposes of the act, requires a school council to directly employ any non-teaching staff member whose
work involves close and non-incidental interactions with students on a regular basis.
New section 2.3.8(1A) applies only to Victorian public schools.
New section 2.3.8(1A) is drafted so as not to capture other contractors who do not work directly with
students, such as cleaners or electricians, or to capture casual relief teachers who might be provided
by an agency.
In preventing a school council from entering into an agreement with a third-party provider to employ
a non-teaching staff member whose work is with students, this new section ensures that the staff
member can only be employed with the standards established by the Equal Opportunity Act and the
Public Administration Act 2004.
This is reasonable legislation that does what the Victorian law already says we must do and what the
minister already said he would fight for.
There is no place for religious discrimination in school staffing just like there is no place for religious
discrimination in the schoolyard.
The standard you walk past is the standard you accept, and none of us should be walking past this.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:02): I move:
That debate be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
VICTORIAN LAW REFORM COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (10:02): 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 Victorian Law Reform Commission Amendment
Bill 2020.
In my opinion, this Bill is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
The Bill also compliments section 18 regarding ‘taking part in public life’. Amongst other things, section 18
states that “Every eligible person has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination … to
have access, on general terms of equality, to the Victorian public service and public office”. This Bill
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specifically responds to this section of Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 by actively
seeking to engage the public in the process of law reform.
Law reform is essential. Societal, economic and political progress demand relevant laws therefore making
law reform essential. It is therefore essential that the task of Law reforms is undertaken by a commission
which considers varying views. The Victorian Law Reform Commission is best placed to do this. By
expanding the mandate of the Victorian Law Reform Commission to consider publicly referred matters, there
is no interference or infringement on anyone else rights. There are a number of clauses within the Victorian
Law Reform Commission Bill 2020, which achieve this. Clause 6 amends section 5 of the Commission Act.
Subclause (1) inserts a new paragraph (ab) in section 5(1) of that Act to provide for the new function of the
Commission of examining, reporting and making recommendations on matters referred to it by persons other
than the Attorney-General (publicly referred matters). Additionally, Clause 7 of the Commission Act to
include new requirements for the Commission to report about publicly referred matters in the annual report.
This Act upholds the ideals of a democratic and forward looking society in which laws represent and respect
varying views. Furthermore, this Act, drafted in order to engage the community in law making, is compatible
with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Given that our laws apply universally to all Victorians; they
should be drafted in a way which is informed by the views of all Victorians.

Second reading
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (10:02): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

I would like to speak to the Victorian Law Reform Commission Amendment Bill 2020. This is not
only my very first bill but the first bill which Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party has introduced in the
Victorian Parliament.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission is a central agency for law reform in Victoria. It is a statutory
authority established under the Victorian Law Reform Commission Act 2000.
The commission makes a significant contribution to developing a fair, just and inclusive legal system
for all Victorians.
The commission consults with the community and advises the Attorney-General on how to improve
and update Victorian laws. The commission’s major responsibility is to examine, report and make
recommendations on issues that the Attorney-General refers to it. It also has the power to recommend
reforms to relatively minor legal issues of general community concern without a reference.
As the commission states on its own website:
All Victorians, by merely going about our daily lives, can become involved in legal issues, and some of our
experiences will make us wish our laws were simpler, clearer or fairer. Some laws won’t seem to have kept
pace with society’s changing attitudes and expectations.

The proposals within this bill aim to ensure that at least two reports initiated by the VLRC within a
financial year have to have been community law reform projects and therefore originated from public
suggestion.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission performs a number of functions, mainly proposing
amendments to existing laws in Victoria. Since its establishment in 2000, only eight community law
reform projects (matters which were brought to the commission’s attention via public suggestions)
have been completed. Out of 39 completed reports, the remaining 31 have been references from the
government. In addition to this I note that there are currently an additional two projects which are
currently being undertaken by the commission.
As the VLRC is publicly funded through money appropriated by the Parliament for functioning
purposes of the commission, it is our belief that it should truly serve the public. A publicly funded
commission should report on publicly referred matters. It is a very simple concept and a fair ask of
any government.
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We have seen the Victorian Law Reform Commission report on a number of matters which have
shaped government policy. The government’s proposed changes to contingency fees were considered
by the Victorian Law Reform Commission and have resulted in legislative change.
Matters currently before the commission include jurors with hearing or visual impairments and
improving the response of the justice system to sexual offences. These are both important issues which
reflect community interest. However, previous projects reported on, such as neighbourhood tree
disputes, may not be a major concern for all Victorians.
As I said before, a publicly funded commission should investigate matters which the public is deeply
concerned about.
Now I would like to speak briefly on how the bill would actually operate if legislated. This bill simply
seeks to achieve two major things.
The first is to expand the functions of the commission by inserting a new definition of a publicly
referred matter into the existing act as being a matter referred to the commission under its new function
to examine, report and make recommendations about matters referred by persons other than the
Attorney-General. This clause of the bill inserts new subsection 1A in section 5 of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission Act 2000 to provide for the commission to commence examining at least two
publicly referred matters in each financial year. There is no requirement for reports on these matters
to be published or tabled in that same financial year. Those reading this bill will notice that it says
‘commence’ rather than ‘complete’. This wording has been chosen carefully in the full knowledge that
some projects undertaken by the commission may take longer than 12 months to complete, particularly
those of high public importance.
The second change this bill seeks to make is to amend section 19 of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission Act to include new requirements for the commission to report about publicly referred
matters in the annual report. These new reporting requirements will see the commission now include
in its annual report: the number of publicly referred matters received by the commission in the financial
year; the number of reports originating from publicly referred matters that were made by the
commission and tabled in the Parliament in the financial year; a statement as to whether or not
section 5(1A) has been complied with; the number of publicly referred matters that have been
amended by the Attorney-General and the reasons for the amendments; whether or not the
recommendations in any reports of the commission on publicly referred matters in the financial year
have been proposed to be implemented and the recommendations in any reports of the commission on
publicly referred matters in any previous financial year have been or are proposed to be implemented.
This bill is realistic about what it seeks to reform. As crossbenchers we do not have major party
organisations or government-funded departments to help us draft legislation. But what we do have is
a set of tightly held core beliefs and values. This bill fundamentally acknowledges Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party’s pursuit of legal reform in addition to the need for minor parties to achieve greater
transparency.
Finally, I would like to thank the clerks, members of the tabling office, parliamentary council and my
staff in helping my office draft this proposed legislation. I welcome the support of all sides of the
chamber and commend this bill to the house.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (10:08): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
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Committees
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:09): I am very pleased about bringing on this motion
today. For those of you who are unaware, I lived in and owned a property in northern Victoria for
many years, and I certainly understand the challenges about transport in rural and regional Victoria.
I move:
That this house requires the Economy and Infrastructure Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by
no later than November 2021, on extending school buses for use by the wider public to enhance the mobility
of regional and rural Victorians, including, but not limited to:
(1) an independent analysis of the transport disadvantages experienced by regional and rural Victorians,
specifically youth, the elderly and low-income households;
(2) investigating the potential social and community impacts of improving mobility options by widening
the mainstream school bus system and an analysis of the examples and trials from other jurisdictions
both locally and overseas;
(3) investigating technology and systems that would be effective in ensuring child safety on mainstream
school buses;
(4) identifying any existing or potential barriers to allowing public access to the mainstream school bus
network;
(5) identifying the spare capacity of existing assets in the school bus program and how that might be used
to enhance public transport options in regional and rural Victoria; and
(6) investigating the costs of extending mainstream school buses to the general public and how a fare system
would function.

Today I am asking that we proactively address those whose transport needs are often overlooked—
Victoria’s regional and rural communities. I present this motion today because I have a sincere interest
in improving public transport services across Victoria, in particular to benefit those most vulnerable.
Public transport in regional Victoria is inadequate, and our regional communities need to be better
connected. Trains and buses need to be more frequent and connections between transport providers
need to be improved.
In 2016 Victoria’s regional network development plan was published after consultations with people,
businesses, local councils and organisations across regional Victoria. This report found that many
regional communities suggested using school buses to meet local travel needs by providing bus
services to shopping precincts, healthcare centres, educational institutions and train stations. Using
school buses outside of school times was identified as a key area for future trials to be implemented.
Despite the suggestions made in this report, limited research or studies have been undertaken since.
School buses make up a large proportion of transport options in regional Victoria and are largely
underutilised. The school bus program consists of just over 1300 contracted school buses throughout
regional Victoria. When 65 000 or so children are not being transported to school each day these buses
often sit idle. If spare seats on school buses were made accessible to the wider public or school buses
were used for bus route services during off-peak hours, mobility in regional Victoria could be
significantly improved.
The transport needs of regional Victorians are incredibly diverse, and each community has different
transport priorities. As we know, traditional public transport networks are often too expensive to
introduce in many low-population towns. This establishes a need for more affordable, smaller, flexible
services that can be adapted to meet the needs of local communities. School buses could be the solution
to this problem. The transport disadvantages faced by many regional Victorians must be addressed if
we are to protect our elderly, youth and low-income households from social exclusion. Mobility is an
important aspect of social wellbeing and being active in the community.
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We know that inadequate public transport services have led to dependence on private vehicles in
regional areas. Regional Victorians are more likely to use their cars to travel to work and less likely to
use public transport than residents of greater Melbourne. This can lead to forced car ownership, where
low-income households are forced to incur the costs of owning a private vehicle as there is no viable
alternative. Reliance on private vehicles is fine for many, but it disadvantages low-income households
significantly. It is also more prevalent in rural areas, where there is more affordable housing. This
means that those least able to afford to own and run private vehicles are households with the most
limited public transport services. By creating more viable public transport options we can alleviate the
financial burden on Victorians who are already doing it tough.
For young people in rural and regional areas a lack of public transport shifts that burden to their family
and friends, causing greater reliance on others to meet their transport needs. This is of great concern,
as it creates a lack of independence and it often becomes the responsibility of already busy parents to
provide their children with transport.
Improving the outcomes for regional education has also been an important issue for some time.
However, little has been done to address the distance and lack of public transport options that limit
young people’s participation in and access to education. These barriers to education often result in
either a lack of participation or relocation of young people to regional centres or cities. The same
distance that prevents young people from accessing education also limits employment opportunities.
Long-term unemployed youth face a higher risk of long-term poverty and social exclusion. This is a
threat that is more present for young people who leave school early. They are far more likely to be
unemployed as adults.
As more young people move away from small towns in pursuit of better access to education and
employment prospects there becomes less and less incentive to provide high-quality service to the
remaining community. These youths are the future for the regional communities, and they should be
able to access higher education, apprenticeships, employment opportunities and other activities
without relying on others for a lift.
Senior citizens are also highly vulnerable to experiencing transport disadvantage in regional Victoria.
Senior citizens have declining sensory and cognitive abilities that result in higher rates of driving
licence revocation and create difficulty in using other transport options. In an ageing population this
is an issue of increasing concern, as it is expected that the number of people aged 65 and over in
Victoria will triple between 2011 and 2051, becoming nearly one-quarter of the population.
Dependence on cars for transport with limited or no alternatives can mean that senior citizens may
persist in driving beyond their abilities, putting themselves and others on the road at risk. By increasing
the availability of public transport, seniors will be better equipped to remove themselves from the
driving seat when the time calls. It is increasingly important at this stage of their lives that seniors have
continued interactions with their family, friends and the wider community. These outings maintain
their mental health and rely largely on the availability of alternative transport options.
These transport disadvantages faced by young people, low-income earners and seniors exist alongside
spare assets in the school bus program. School buses could be used to expand public transport in two
ways: one, members of the general public could use spare seats on existing school routes to get to
larger towns and regional centres and, two, school buses could be used in off-peak times during the
day as a local bus service in the area. This motion asks the committee to investigate the potential social
and community impacts of using school buses to improve transport opportunities. Improving the
mobility of regional Victorians could enhance educational outcomes by making university and TAFE
easier to access. Such an expansion could also connect young people with more social opportunities,
improving their self-esteem and independence in the process.
By allowing post-secondary students and members of the general public to access seats on the school
bus, bullying on the school bus could decrease. The school bus is a location where many students
experience bullying, and this is a problem that is often poorly addressed. Because the bus driver is
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often the only adult present on the school bus, they are the sole contact responsible for forwarding
information regarding bullying behaviours to the school. This means that the bus driver’s
responsibility is not limited solely to transporting students safely to school but also includes the
monitoring of any physical or verbal aggression that could occur throughout the duration of the trip.
As we know, bus drivers direct most of their attention to the road, leaving bullying behaviours
unnoticed and unreported. Bullying on school buses could be alleviated with the presence of adults.
Adults are more likely to intervene if they see a student is getting bullied as they have the authority
and hold less fear of being victimised themselves. In 57 per cent of situations where bullying is
occurring and a bystander intervenes, the bullying is brought to a halt. This suggests that by allowing
the wider public onto the school buses we could prevent bullying and improve student perceptions of
the school bus trip.
I have brought forth this motion for inquiry today so that we can further understand the barriers that
prevent the broadening of accessibility to school buses and how to overcome them. Through my
discussions with experts on this issue I have found there to be no barriers that resist a solution. My
investigation revealed that a lack of deregulation to the local transport sector and the perception of
stranger danger act as obstacles to widening the accessibility of school buses. Child safety is of utmost
importance, though statistics have been found to indicate the perception of stranger danger is largely
exaggerated. There are technologies, processes and training that can be introduced to ensure the safety
of children. Research has shown that the vast majority of children who suffer physical and sexual
abuse are abused by someone they know. Perpetrators are often family members, an adult close to the
family or another child. In cases of childhood physical abuse 97 per cent of victims knew their
perpetrator, and in cases of childhood sexual abuse 86 per cent of victims knew the perpetrator.
This brings me to my next line of inquiry, which is to ask the committee to investigate technology and
systems that would be effective in ensuring child safety on school buses. There exist processes and
methods that can be introduced to ensure the safety of children on school buses. Security cameras and
GPS tracking on school buses are low-cost measures of enhancing child safety, as well as bus drivers
undertaking mandatory training on how to identify grooming behaviours and intervene when bullying
is occurring.
Under the current school bus program guidelines, for members of the general public to use a school
bus they must present either a working with children check or a criminal matters check that ensures
adult passengers have no criminal history. We must remember there are many, many tens of thousands
of children who travel on public transport in metropolitan Melbourne every single day without any
issues.
At present, the school bus program fails to deregulate effectively to the local transport sector. The
responsibility for the program is distributed among many authorities, leaving the local transport sector
with a limited contribution. This is a barrier to school buses being made accessible to the wider public,
as transportation is being managed outside of the transport sector. To extract a greater value from the
school bus fleet there should be a more flexible and localised approach to the use of school buses. A
less restrictive program will allow bus operators the opportunity to provide place-based, adaptable and
cost-effective transport in the area. This is necessary if we are to meet the varying transportation
priorities of regional communities. We cannot continue to tell regional communities what is good for
them. We need to listen to their ideas, understand their priorities and create innovative solutions that
can be adapted to suit them.
The school bus program has many under-utilised assets, the irony of which is that these assets exist in
regional communities alongside severe transport disadvantage. It seems logical that we should explore
how existing assets can be adapted to solve real problems. I know of only a few trials that have been
undertaken in this area, one of which was the Gippsland school bus flexibility project. This trial was
introduced to address the transport disadvantages faced by post-compulsory students and members of
the general public in the Gippsland region. The project utilised 27 school buses from the Sale school
bus network. Members of the public could use the school buses as long as passengers met the
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application obligations of the school bus program policies and procedures. This trial has been very
successful. There has been a peak usage of up to 130 passengers per day, made up mostly of postsecondary TAFE students, teachers and the general public. Not only that, but this program has been
able to run without additional cost as it takes advantage of spare seats on the bus. This trial shows how
a flexible and localised approach to the running of school buses can enable the local transport sector
to better serve the needs of their community.
If there is any cost-effective way we can improve regional public transport networks, we should be
committed to conducting more research, studies and trials. And that begins today with this motion for
the inquiry. My motion asks the Legislative Council Economy and Infrastructure Committee to
investigate how expanding the use of school buses can enhance mobility of regional Victorians.
Transport disadvantage exists in a variety of contexts in regional Victoria. This includes remote areas,
small rural towns, growth suburbs in regional centres and public housing estates. Every community is
facing different challenges and every community is entitled to a flexible and place-based transport
solution to meet the needs of their population.
Transport is not the entire solution to disadvantages in these areas. However, improving affordable
and accessible transportation contributes to a more equitable society. The humble school bus has been
under-utilised for far too long, and we should take advantage of the resource we already have. I ask
you today to support the exploration of an innovative and flexible transport solution that could
significantly enhance the lives of many regional Victorians. I commend this motion to the house.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (10:24): I want to begin just by commending Mr Barton
for continually raising areas of public policy interest. This is not the first motion that he has referred
to the Economy and Infrastructure Committee, and I am sure it will not be the last. I do see a theme
around equity and access in a lot of the motions he prepares, whether it be the free tram zone, motions
in regard to homelessness or other reports into the commercial passenger vehicle industry, which were
instigated before my time in this place.
It is important to understand that the school bus program is an essential service in rural and regional
Victoria. It is a service which has over 1400 services as part of its network. The core program goals
are about equity and access for students, and I do have some concerns about extending that to the
broader public and the risks that that may entail.
Having said that, some of those issues which were playing on my mind Mr Barton has addressed or at
least attempted to address. I guess if there were to be a referral, which I do not oppose, the members
of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee would look into it. I know that there are many
passionate members on that committee when it comes to issues affecting rural and regional Victorians.
Mr Barton touched on Northern Victoria, and I know Mr Gepp, a member for Northern Victoria
Region, is also very passionate about issues of equity and access in our state and in particular in the
regions. So I think together with Mr Gepp and other members of the committee—Mrs McArthur and
others—we will look into it if this house decides to refer this matter to the appropriate committee.
I think it is also important to discuss the foundations of this service, because if you understand the
existing arrangements, then you can understand any attempts to maybe compromise the service
delivery we should stay away from. But I guess we need to keep an open mind with any inquiry.
A point that was raised and touched upon by Mr Barton was the issue of equity and access and
educational outcomes and challenges faced by those in regional Victoria. I did a bit of reading on this
actually, or have done in the past, and it is an issue that I am concerned about. There was a study done
by Victoria University in this space about isolation and location being big factors in educational
outcomes. Obviously our rural and regional educational sector has much to be valued. There are
obviously improvements that can be made, and this program does lead to and is an essential service in
addressing the gap in the factors of isolation and location. So there has been some research in this
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space. That is what I just want to emphasise, but obviously we are always open to further research
because it is an important issue that has not been resolved.
I do understand that Mr Barton is discussing this from more of an educational aspect, but it is also
about allowing the public to access the transport network. I know the issue was raised, and Mr Barton
discussed maybe some of these services being used off-peak to not conflict with the service agreement
with the schools. That idea stood out to me as one that definitely should be looked at. Some aspects
have been considered by the Department of Education and Training about using the buses outside of
school time, but I guess these are all matters that the committee may look at more closely.
I have a number of points I do want to make. This service is important to address the logistical
challenges. There are approximately 1450 services, but up to 20 per cent of these services are actually
already at 90 per cent capacity. For some of these services—for 20 per cent of them—there probably
will not be extra utilisation because they are already operating at close to maximum capacity. But
having said that, I think there are issues that Mr Barton has raised in bringing this motion that need to
be considered, like the issues of the challenges faced by regional and rural students, because education
is compulsory for children aged between six and 17. This bus service that we provide, the bus service
program, means that all kids that fit the criteria are eligible. The program is governed by school
principals, who make the decision whether students should get access to this bus program. Students
sometimes fall outside that criteria. They may be 18 and are still attending secondary school, and in
those situations it is up to the school principals to use their discretion to support a student.
But it is not the only program that our state runs. I think that is important to note as well. There is the
conveyance allowance program, which is not in this referral motion. Just by way of background, it is
a program where the state does contribute towards transport costs. It is not intended to cover the full
costs of transportation, but understand that for students having to use their own private vehicles or
other private buses or public buses where the school bus program is not practical there is a state subsidy
in place. The allowance—and I checked recently—is 21.51 cents per kilometre for vehicles. That is
for parents to contribute towards the cost of students attending school. It is paid only for the days a
student attends school. I think that is another important program, in addition to the school bus program,
where we are trying to address some of the geographic barriers to education, which is crucial.
The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office also did an inquiry into the delivery of this service, which is
jointly operated by Public Transport Victoria, and they found that this area is in need of greater
attention. It is one of the levers in addressing student and educational outcomes in our state. They also
did state that it is crucial and critical to students and schools. Again, that is the reason I do have some
concerns about opening up this program to the wider public—if it compromises the existing service—
which is so critical. But these are all matters that the committee will consider and have on our minds
when we go through the process.
It is a strictly controlled program which is targeted at primary and secondary school students in our
regions and rural Victoria. Every application to go into the program has to be reviewed by the school
and the principal and approved. Currently members of the public are allowed in some circumstances
onto the bus program, and Mr Barton raised that they need a working with children check et cetera
and obviously a criminal record check to be able to use the service where that is in place. In future
there will be online services in addition to this.
Reviewing government policy is always crucial because you need to look for room for improvement.
The possibility of using an existing resource to service the outside-of-school times for the broader
community is admirable. I think Mr Barton referred to them as the off-peak times. I think that is
admirable. I think in all public policy we should be looking for improvements and efficiencies,
especially because the issues faced by regional and rural Victorians are unique. For those of us in the
city, we can discuss issues about free tram zones, the Metro train network and the improvements there,
but in regional and rural Victoria they might not have those services. So utilising an under-utilised
government service is a proposition which is quite attractive. I think probably why Mr Barton brought
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this matter to the house is because members of the public have approached him, so he has realised it
is a popular proposition. But again, whatever we proceed with, we need to make sure we do not move
away from the core objective of this program. I think that needs to be front of mind.
I understand that this motion is not about scrapping the existing program. That I was very pleased to
see, because I think in that situation I would have had to object to the referral. It is more about inquiring
into some of the underlying equity and access issues and educational difficulties or disadvantages
faced in country Victoria. But also we need to consider that the core service cannot be compromised.
That is key here. I think, Mr Barton, you did address this matter; you talked about some of the issues.
Child safety is obviously one that comes to mind when I think of anything where we have young
children, children with disabilities, vulnerable members of our society exposed. With the technological
improvements, we need to look at them, and I think the referral does mention those points about GPS
and other technologies that need to be there—CCTV. I think Mr Barton flagged the possibility of
having other supervising adults. I used a school bus service, and from my own experience I do recall
the school bus service was an interesting time.
Ms Terpstra: It was good fun too.
Mr ERDOGAN: It was good fun. It had its ups and downs. It was school fun. Obviously there
was, I guess, when I reflect—at the time I did not realise—maybe an element of bullying as well, but
I guess as a child you do not know; it is probably not as easy to define what bullying is. As you get
older, you get a greater appreciation. So I used the school bus in my later years, and I did notice that
the role of the school bus driver—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ERDOGAN: I disagree, Mr Finn, but we will keep that for the committee. The school bus is a
crucial service. It takes kids. It gives, I think, parents the reassurance that they know that their child is
going to reach their destination safely.
The school bus drivers do have challenges. You are right. They are having to drive a bus as well as at
the same time, you might say, maintain order on their service. And obviously we are doing a separate
study into the Victorian road toll, and driver distraction is a major issue.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ERDOGAN: Thank you, Mr Finn. It is important to investigate matters because we need an
objective view and we need to get expert opinion. We need to listen to the experts in the field, and that
is why we have inquiries. Inquiries are essential for that purpose, and that is the reason why I am not
objecting to this referral. I want to make that clear. So I do look forward to the experts that will come
forward in this space, because it is a crucial policy.
I just want to go over some of the points of the referral. The disadvantage experience should be
considered. Spare capacity should be considered. Technology and systems that might lead to more
effective outcomes and also other child safety measures need to be investigated. So these are all very
admirable. I know the place that Mr Barton is coming from, and I think it is an issue that our committee
is well placed to consider.
I have considered the people on our committee. I believe three of the members are from regional and
rural Victoria, so we have got a good balance of people from, I guess, the city’s perspective and the
rural perspective on the committee. We will consider all the matters in this motion very closely, but
from my perspective I do want to flag my broader concerns about anything that undermines the public
bus service program that we have in place, because it is crucial—the Auditor-General’s office have
said that—and we need to continue delivering that for all Victorians. So I will not be opposing this
motion.
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Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (10:37): I note the motion that has
come from Mr Barton today, and I should say at the start that the Liberal-Nationals will not be
opposing this motion. We do think that the issue of extending school bus use to the wider public would
help deal with one of the many issues that is significant with transport in regional Victoria. This has
been a matter that has been discussed over some time. I pay tribute to the work of Chris Lowe and
BusVic and the conversations I have certainly had with them and other members of the bus industry.
It is clear that there is substantial capacity in place, appropriately, to deliver services for schoolchildren
in particular. It is also clear that in some areas those services have significant additional capacity. Now,
can that capacity be appropriately used? Of course it can. Are there safety issues? Yes, there are. Can
these be dealt with? Of course they can. And I think that it is a very sensible approach that has been
discussed across a number of policy sectors over the last few years. Indeed we did say a number of
things in this direction prior to 2018.
We would be very much open to ways to improve those regional services. I note that the surveys of
major issues in country Victoria time and time again—and for many years, I might add—have rated
transport, or more correctly the lack of transport, as one of the most significant issues in country
Victoria. I understand that, and I agree with the points that are made. Many of my country colleagues—
Mrs McArthur, Ms Lovell, Ed O’Donohue, Melina Bath and others—have talked at length about the
need to ensure that there is greater transport capacity in country Victoria. Now, that can be achieved
with the addition of new services, which is obviously appropriate on many occasions, but it is also
possible to get greater effective capacity by better use of the existing service network.
The education maintenance allowance is an important component. We are always very nervous when
the education maintenance allowance is talked about, because the Labor Party has traditionally hated
the education maintenance allowance if it is applied for private school students, and it has had real
resistance to that over the years. It is the great dream of Labor Party ideologues from time to time to
strip out support for private colleges and schools in country Victoria. We need to be very clear that we
strongly support educational choice in country Victoria. Educational choice is underpinned in part by
the transport choices that are available, so we need to make sure that proper choices are there, we need
to make sure that the ideologues are not allowed to get in and play and we need to make sure that
legitimate safety matters are met. I am not going to detail them all now—I guess that is a matter for
the inquiry—but I do accept fully that there are legitimate safety and security matters, particularly in
the sense of the safety and security of children.
So we will not oppose this motion. I know a number of our members do want to say something about
it because they have country electorates where there are squarely matters where this is of significance.
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (10:42): I too rise to speak on Mr Barton’s motion, notice
of motion 314, about referring a matter to the Economy and Infrastructure Committee relating to
community buses. Thank you, Mr Barton, for bringing this motion to the house. I am a regular user of
public transport, including buses, and if there is any way we can make better use of resources which
are public transport related, I am always up for it. I agree with my colleague Mr Erdogan on all the
points that he has raised. I also agree with the points that Mr Barton has raised. However, I have got
some concerns with some of the issues that you have spoken about today.
While parents and carers hold primary responsibility for transporting their children to and from school,
the school bus program assists families in regional and rural Victoria by transporting students to
school. The school bus program is an extensive school bus network that provides free travel to eligible
students. It is a dedicated program that enables the students in rural and regional areas to travel to
school. The program services both government and non-government schools. Students who are not
eligible for free service may access a school bus service upon payment of a fare, provided there is
space available on the bus. Our priority as a government has been to make sure that Victorian children
are safe and they have access to the best education. That has been our principal priority, and we make
no apologies for continuing to keep it at the top of the list.
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There are about 1450 school bus program services currently running across rural and regional Victoria.
We know that up to 20 per cent of these buses are running at 90 per cent capacity or above. We also
know that a number of these services have a waiting list of students wanting to access the service.
However, we have several existing arrangements that are maximising the benefit of school bus
services. We have a strictly controlled program which allows for members of the public to gain access
to school bus services. This is managed at a community level. The school principal has the authority
to make the decision to allow some use of the services by the public whilst continuing to act in their
students’ best interests.
This way the school principal decides on how to use these resources effectively while making sure
that the students remain the main priority. The school principal has the ability to approve an application
for a member of the public to travel on a school bus. Given that we must look out for the safety of the
children the member of the public must adhere to conditions, and the first condition is that they hold a
current working with children check. This check is important given the proximity to children. This
condition ensures a safety check. Another condition is that there is available seating on the service. All
eligible students must be accommodated before a member of the public can get access to the service.
The school principal has the discretion to withdraw approval for a member of the public to travel on a
school bus when they consider it to be necessary to ensure the safety and wellbeing of our students on
the service.
A school bus management system is also being deployed where travellers will be able to apply online
to access these services. This will reduce the administration work for schools and applicants. This way
it will become simpler for the system to handle such requests.
We will never apologise for prioritising child safety, but we are always happy to refine and review our
policies. The Department of Education and Training recently conducted a review of school student
transport arrangements to identify possibilities to unlock the potential benefits of using assets to better
improve community public transport whilst maintaining services for students and schools. One
possibility suggested by the review is to use existing resources to provide services outside of the school
times. This way the service would be extended without compromising its primary usage. This
possibility would help us expand the services without putting children at risk.
We will continue to strive to identify more areas where the network and assets can be maximised. By
enhancing public transport options for our regional and rural communities, we serve the community.
However, our utmost priority is to make sure that students are safe. We are open to enhancing
transportation options where it is safe to do so. We believe that our current arrangements are
appropriate when it comes to ensuring the safety of the students. Opening up the service to greater
levels of public access or the removal of current precautions like a working with children check or the
oversight of the school principal would present too great a risk. The government believes that that risk
is not worth taking, and I am sure you all understand this stance.
The crucial reason for providing a bus service is for the students to travel on public transport which is
fitted with GPS and CCTV as appropriate safety measures. The safety of children is critical, and it has
to be the utmost priority. I want to assure all parents that the proposal from the Transport Matters Party
is not something that we can consider fully. The government supports school buses and transport
arrangements for students of all ages and abilities. We cannot, and should not, entertain the idea of a
wholesale opening up of these services. These services are in place for a particular reason—which is
children’s safety. If this critical reason is not fulfilled, then the whole point of this service will become
obsolete. Children from young primary age to students with disability use these services, and
compromising their safety is not acceptable. Hence, I am sure you can all understand that I do not
oppose this motion.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:49): Dear house, good morning to everyone, and good morning
to Mr Barton. It feels like we have not left this wonderful place. I rise to speak to compliment
Mr Barton on his motion and say that I certainly was a student on a bus. Indeed our bus was called the
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Black Swamp bus. It was very old and rattly, and it had the most amazing people in it. It was not very
full, because I came from a regional area where, like many regional areas, bus networks heading off
to the secondary college—or the high school as we called it in the day—networked around, and indeed
most of the bus was quite empty. We did have a very good air guitar band on the bus that we all
enjoyed, particularly on the way home. But one of the key things that is a real advantage of living in
the country but also an impediment is the vast distances between towns and also between access to
services—education and schools and the like. Indeed I want to focus some of my contribution on the
youth aspect of this referral to the Economy and Infrastructure Committee.
Now, as I just said, accessibility is a significant issue in country Victoria and indeed in my electorate
of Eastern Victoria Region. There can be barriers to a raft of things—barriers to education, barriers to
work and barriers to accessing important health resources and appointments. Indeed another very key
part of that is the youth accessing tertiary education and apprenticeships and training. About three
years ago there was a federal government independent review into regional, rural and remote
educational experiences. When that came up—and that was being reviewed over some months—I
decided that, with my teaching background, it would be really important to understand what is
happening in my region. I called a forum—and that forum had ex-principals, current teaching staff,
tertiary education learning staff and Learn Local staff—and we had a really good session on what are
some of the opportunities, challenges and barriers to education. Some of the key factors that came
from that, and unfortunately a very sobering statistic, is that just by being in the country—just by being
a rural student unfortunately—there are certainly barriers. You can see the completion rates of year 12
are lower in regional areas, and going on to tertiary study, whether that be university or the local TAFE,
is certainly still less than our city counterparts. Now, that does not mean that we are not smart,
intelligent, driving and positive people, it just means that sometimes that rural space creates barriers.
Now, the key recommendations that came out of that—and it was something that I instigated—were
a couple of things. One was that we need to strengthen the provision of public transport within the
Gippsland region—that was a clear message from this forum that I held—and to organise a more
accessible service that would help alleviate the obstacles that are associated with distance. That is right
on point, I think, to Mr Barton’s commentary today. Another one was that we need to increase
opportunities for students who wish to pursue trade-based careers, and this also encompasses working
locally with local organisations and local industry. Indeed tapping into our local opportunities for
industry growth and encouraging those senior school students to direct their minds to local
opportunities is very important.
The other thing that is sad to note but is nonetheless important is that in the Latrobe Valley, in the
Gippsland region, our youth unemployment between 15- and 24-year-olds from March to July is up
from 12.4 per cent to 12.7 per cent, and in effect that is double the state average. So we can see that
we are a fantastic area with fantastic people, but there is disadvantage there. One way to counteract
disadvantage is certainly to create connectivity. In speaking with one of my local bus networks and
bus companies just before, he also identified that there is a program in place at the moment and there
are opportunities for people to tap onto the bus and network through to towns from home, but it is not
used that much and this could be expanded.
I think one of the key factors as a parent and also observing people within the community is that quite
often parents are working themselves or they may be on the farm, and if someone needs to go to their
local training and TAFE sector, it is not available at the right time. So they have to get in the car and
take them in. That is taking out valuable work time or on-farm time, and so to be able to tap into that
bus opportunity, to get on the semi-empty bus, travel to the local learning centre and back is quite an
important opportunity.
The other thing that it was good to see was—I forget now, because this whole year has been a blur,
but it might have been last year or earlier this year—we had a really good session with Dr Chris Lowe
from the bus association, who came in to The Nationals and the Liberals and provided an opportunity
for us to delve into this topic a little bit further. Indeed he actually came out with a great set of slides
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that we could discuss and take away, but some of the impediments that he found were indeed the
technologies that need to be updated and that can be implemented through potentially investigating
this topic further.
He talked about technology systems to improve safety on school buses. So if this was to expand this
position and encompass more people on our school bus systems, we need to still protect that safety
element for our young students and children on the bus. He talked about student manifest systems.
Tracking can be introduced at a regional level using technology such as that which has been developed
on the Riverland in South Australia or by Crown Coaches—GPS and cameras. Opening the system
up to be used by others is a cost-effective and low-technology opportunity. He also went on to say that
increasing oversight and technology systems could reduce bullying on the bus without increasing risk
of child abuse. Certainly that was food for thought and important to consider.
We have looked at youth. Now looking at the other end and looking at potentially people in our
regional areas—older people, people who do not have a licence but still need to get about—I know a
little while ago I was speaking with a constituent from Maffra who particularly needed to get to Sale
at particular times rather than early or late, so providing additional resources through our school bus
network could be important for our older generation, who need to access those medical services as well.
I am happy to leave my contribution there. I think that there is merit in this. I think there are also
systems in place.
Ms Shing: No, you’ve got more to say. Tell us more.
Ms BATH: I actually could recite some of our songs from the Black Swamp bus—air guitar. The
Nationals certainly will not be opposing this motion.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:59): Just before I start, I have a memory of Mr Finn
talking about his time on the school bus with the sticky seats and the shorts. With that visual, I am
quite happy to support Mr Barton’s motion to further explore how we can better use the school bus
program. I do not think Mr Barton would mind me calling it the bus-sharing motion.
Mr Barton interjected.
Ms PATTEN: The ridesharing-on-a-bus motion. But I must say when I looked at the motion I
thought, ‘Hang on, we’ve done this before’. Back in the dim distance, 2017, the Law Reform, Road
and Community Safety Committee had an inquiry into lowering the probationary driving age in
Victoria to 17. That was instigated by a member in this house, Mr Purcell, from Western Victoria.
Ultimately we did not recommend lowering the probationary driving age, but we did recommend
reviewing the school bus program. In fact we stated:
… review how the School Bus Program could be better utilised to meet the transport needs of young people
from rural areas to access employment, education and training opportunities—

because we heard time and time again, particularly in the regional and rural areas, that the lack of
transport excluded many young people from employment opportunities and education opportunities
because they just could not get to where they needed to go or, if they did, it would take them a 4-hour
round trip, we heard. We heard of a mother having to drive one child 70 kilometres in one direction,
come back home, pick up another child and drive them in the other direction because they could not
access the bus program, amongst other things. So we know that regional Victoria is really
disadvantaged from a transport perspective and that we could desperately improve that. I would
actually say that up in Northern Metropolitan, my region, in the newer suburbs, expanding the school
bus program up there would actually have some great advantages to people who are also very
disadvantaged because of a lack of public transport up there.
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The government’s response to recommendation 11 from the committee back in 2017 was that they
supported in principle the notion of better utilising the school bus program. In fact they said that they
would consider these:
… in the context of the forthcoming re-negotiation of the School Bus Program contracts—

that were expiring on 31 December 2019. When Mr Barton very kindly provided us with a briefing
and Dr Lowe and the professors Stanley provided really excellent information about the system to us,
I asked Dr Lowe what had happened in those negotiations, and he said, ‘Nothing’. They had actually
just negotiated nothing. They had not tried to expand the program.
In 2016 there was actually a trial of this program—and I am yet to be able to find out what happened—
where the government actually said, ‘We will trial allowing a range of other people to use the bus for
employment purposes’. Currently apprentices can use it in some areas and other non-school students
or students who are not going to those schools can use it, but they are rare and far between. I hope that
this inquiry further explores this and further advocates for this. All of us who are on various
committees know that they are usually very good ways of really extrapolating information and getting
the views of the community. I commend all of the committee staff that help support the committees
of this house because they do a lot of work but they have also been able to connect with constituents
and connect with the general public. They are a really great interface with the Parliament, the
committees, where we see the general public getting involved in the committee inquiries and
committee processes.
I have no doubt there will be significant interest in this inquiry from those regional areas. I think the
inquiry will be chaired by Mr Erdogan. I heard his comments on this. He sounds like he is enthusiastic
about this inquiry—anything we can do to assist in improving transport in regional areas, also reducing
the need for them to constantly be in cars on some of the roads that are some of the more dangerous
in Victoria. Thank you, Mr Barton, for bringing this to the chamber, and I look forward to hearing of
the progress of this inquiry.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:05): Before I proceed I would like to join my
colleagues on this side of the house and the majority of the members in this chamber, if not all, in
expressing my appreciation for your contribution, Mr Barton, and for the many important issues you
have raised.
Today I rise to speak to the motion that has been put forward by Mr Barton to refer to the Economy
and Infrastructure Committee an inquiry into consideration of extending school buses for use by the
wider public. This would be a very good consideration in balancing and also using efficiently all of
the resources we have, particularly given that our resources are limited. In this case it is school buses
and whether we can further exploit and utilise them so that we can help people, particularly those in
rural and regional areas who have to travel vast distances. We also have a cohort who are very much
disadvantaged in terms of employment, in terms of mobility and also in terms of the accessibility of
more regular public transport.
Please indulge me and allow me to divert a little bit. Optimisation is one of the topics that is very much
being considered—how to exploit and use some of our resources or how to balance between two
different things. This is not a simple problem. I will take an example from yesterday. I was in my
office and I listened very carefully to Mr Limbrick during the committee stage. He raised a good point
about the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and what the chief health officer and the Minister for
Health have been doing and whether consideration has been given to another side of the equation,
namely, the long-term effects on schoolchildren as an example. On the one hand we have the problem
that we are facing with the COVID-19 pandemic, a global pandemic. On the other hand we have to
think about the longer term. This is not a situation anyone wants to be in.
But I think Mr Limbrick missed some major points, because in the case of an emergency, in the case
of urgency and severity, we have to act fast and give proper weighting to the things that are most
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important. As an example, if you have a house burning down and we come in with the water to hose
it down, of course there will be flooding of some of the sections of the house that have not been burnt
yet. But then putting the fire out is more urgent and more important than that. I am not saying that the
long-term effects on some people post the COVID pandemic are not important, but because of the
urgency we have to act with speed and so on.
I am a mathematician, but not everything in life can be modelled mathematically. If that were the case,
then our lives could be predetermined. We would know what we would be doing the next minute and
we would not have free will. So mathematics is not the solution or the answer to all, and nor do we
have complete information at hand.
Back to this motion at hand from Mr Barton. On the one hand we want to maximise the use of already
available buses for the schoolchildren and on the other hand we want to have some of the
disadvantaged cohorts use the buses. So we have two things to balance.
I would just like to highlight something. First of all, the school bus program has been in action for
some time, and for each region there is a coordinating school who is responsible for that area of the
school buses. The principal of that coordinating school is the coordinating principal, and he or she has
the authority as well as the responsibility to coordinate and also to be responsible for the care of the
students and the children who are using the school bus service. And the buses are not only for
government schools, they are also for non-government schools as well.
I would like to highlight some things about the duty of care. The school bus program service,
particularly the coordinating principal, must take reasonable steps to reduce the risk of reasonably
foreseeable harm to students, including the risk of child abuse by an individual associated with the
school or a third party. The duty of care is extended beyond school hours and sometimes outside school
grounds. So on one hand we want to maximise the program’s use and on the other hand we have to
have the duty of care to the children—vulnerable children. And given that, we already have the
appropriate measures put in place for people who are not school students to use the services. In
particular they need to have a working with children check and sometimes a police check as well, and
also if they are allowed to get on those services they are to be in the queue behind the students when
there is extra capacity to do so. My colleagues just mentioned some figures—that one-fifth of all the
services are near capacity and are 90 per cent full. Also the principals have the authority to authorise
people to get on the buses outside the hours as well. That has been considered, and that has been the
case for some particular instances.
The thing is we have a duty of care for the students—for their safety and for their not being abused—
and also for the efficient use of the buses. We also need to consider, for example, if using school buses
outside of the school hours is a good use on the face of it. I am a representative for an inner
metropolitan area—namely, the South Eastern Metropolitan area—so I am not quite familiar with the
rural and regional area services, but my suspicion is that maybe outside school hours the capacity of
the normal buses, other than school buses, already being provided may not be meeting the need of the
people, particularly for a vast area and also for some of the irregular needs. People may need to get on
at times that are not on a regular timetable.
In summary, I appreciate and also acknowledge that this is a worthwhile inquiry to be held so that we
can find out any other mechanisms to maximise the use of school buses either during the hours of
taking students to school or outside these hours, provided we have to be sure, we have to be confident
and we have to be comfortable with the welfare of the young students—and in the cohort of students
there will be disabled students as well. So all those needs have to be considered and balanced with the
needs of the people who might want to use the school buses for their mobility and moving around. So
in conclusion, we are not opposing your motion, Mr Barton, but I just want to emphasise that we have
to be considering a balance and have to be comfortable and to be sure of that.
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Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (11:16): I rise to support Mr Barton’s motion, and as a
member of the committee to which it is being referred, I will look forward to the expert evidence. We
love experts, don’t we, in this place?
Ms Shing: I’m taking off my mask just to smile at you, Bev.
Mrs McARTHUR: Harriet, that is really important. So we will look forward to all the expert
evidence, and we will come up with a conclusion. But you would not actually think it was even
necessary to have to go to a committee. This looks like common sense, doesn’t it? I am sure, as
Ms Patten has mentioned, there have been other inquiries, reports and whatever, and they are on some
shelf somewhere, that probably go to the heart of this very issue. But, look, obviously they have never
got off the dusty shelf, and so Mr Barton has had to resurrect this and get it into some sort of committee.
You know, the problem with a committee is that a camel is a horse designed by a committee, so we
hope this one has two legs, not four.
But, look, I just thought I would mention that in my day we never had a problem with paedophiles,
getting to school. My biggest problem was my horse, which would jump out of the pony paddock and
go back home, and I would have to walk. And the biggest predator I faced was the plover pecking you
on the way back. So I am really sorry now that we have got to have rules and regulations to stop the
paedophiles. In my day it was a problem with the plovers, the magpies and the belligerent pony that
did not behave properly.
But, look, my children went on a school bus, and I had to drive them half an hour to get to a school
bus and so on and so forth. There are very extensive difficulties in the country to get children to school,
and there are many inconsistencies and problems. You know, we have got so many children that need
to go to school, and in fact many using the school bus system are in the non-government sector,
because many of the schools in rural and regional Victoria in the state system often are not operating
to the best of their capacity. But the non-government—especially the Catholic parish—system is
especially popular, and the buses are needed to get children to the schools.
But, you know, we can get to the moon, Mr Barton, so I cannot understand how we cannot overcome
an issue of an elderly person perhaps who has got no other means of transport or somebody who does
not have a car who cannot get on a bus that is travelling in the direction they want to go. And, yes,
there may well be benefits. It may be good to have some adults on the bus instead of just the poor bus
driver trying to make sure he drives safely and avoids the potholes and the shocking roads that are in
country Victoria, which make bus driving quite problematic. That is an issue in itself—getting the
children safely to school because of the appalling road system. So some adults might help in the
situation where we have got children that might be not behaving absolutely properly, because they
will not have experts on the bus ensuring that they do behave properly.
But look, I just thought I would also mention some of the problems with the bus system. My colleague
the member for Polwarth has highlighted some of the bureaucratic nonsense that goes on in this school
bus system. We had the issue of Roy in Wye River—
Members interjecting.
Mrs McARTHUR: Roy in Wye River, how’s that? The kids loved Roy. He had been operating
the school bus, let me tell you, for decades. Anyway, Public Transport Victoria put him in the firing
line and said no, they needed to get a cheaper version. Poor old Roy had done a fabulous job. He had
fought the fires in Wye River, he had looked after the kids, he knew the bus routes intimately. But we
know that we need to go to the big contractor who probably gave a cheaper price but would not have
known one child or one road. He would have to use Google maps to find his way around. Roy lost the
contract, as I understand it. Four thousand people signed a petition on this matter. I do not think there
are 4000 people in Wye River, but there are a lot of people that love Roy. Nevertheless, we had
bureaucracy on steroids messing the whole system up. It had worked perfectly for decades.
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So we do need to make sure that local people understand and have input into how we run bus systems
for schoolchildren and for others that may be able to—
Ms Shing interjected.
Mrs McARTHUR: I am being given the knife, Harriet.
Members interjecting.
Mrs McARTHUR: I think Roy is destined to only perhaps making sure there is not another fire in
Wye River. We have got a big-time contractor now managing the little school bus in Wye River on
the bad roads.
The other problem we have got is that principals are having to become sort of debt collectors, trying
to sort out payments that need to be made. We have got parents that have to have children on different
buses. I have an extraordinary story here somewhere of a young child who had to get on one bus, get
off and then wait or hitchhike because he had to go in another direction.
So there are massive anomalies, hopeless situations and a bureaucracy that does not work in the
interests of students or passengers, and we could absolutely streamline this better. But you cannot
understand why this is not just the day job of government. You would think they would be able to do
this. We should not need a committee, as Mr Barton has suggested, to actually make it happen, but
apparently we do. I will look forward to being on the inquiry, Mr Barton. I will get on my bus right
now—
Ms Shing: Get on the bus.
Mrs McARTHUR: Are you on my bus too? So we are on the bus with Barton, and we are going
to make sure we get these buses filled. They are going to be safe, and we are going to get from A to B
and hopefully avoid the potholes.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (11:24): I do not intend to take up too much time here, except
to make two points, and I am sure the chamber will be pleased that neither of them actually involves
the adventures of young Mr Finn and the infamous bus seat and shorts incident of ’23.
The first point I want to make is that this feels very much like back to the future. When I was a boy
growing up on the central coast of New South Wales, buses were the most reliable and indeed shared
mode of public transport—a part of life that only drew attention when a young person did not give up
their seat to the elderly. It was a given that morning and afternoon services were shared by all and any
who needed them. The routes they took went past and stopped at the various schools. They did not
change throughout the course of the day, and they were of a very decent frequency. The only time
there was a dedicated school service was when the school would hire a coach for school excursions.
At every stop workers and students both got off or on—nothing unusual to see here.
My next point speaks to the frequency of services in rural and regional areas, and there is only one
point to make: there simply are not enough services. I understand the argument that various contractors
may make that they are just not profitable enough. Well, I am afraid that does not cut it with
communities that have a need for frequent and reliable services—for elderly people, for instance, who
need a reliable and regular service, no matter where they are, so that they can make medical
appointments, go to the shops or even just catch up socially with friends in town. The emotional help
that brings cannot be underestimated.
I fully expect that the proposed inquiry and issues that have been raised by others in the chamber will
look at all the questions and the solutions to bring a reliable, safe, affordable and much, much more
frequent public bus service to our regions, no matter your purpose for travel. I will be supporting this
motion wholeheartedly.
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Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (11:26): I thank Mr Barton for introducing this motion, and
I am pleased to be able to indicate that Mr Grimley and I will be supporting it should it even need to
come to a division today. I also thank Mr Barton for the briefing he organised for MLCs and their staff
earlier in the week in which these issues were canvassed in considerable depth. Additionally, I would
also like to express my gratitude to the Minister for Education, Mr Merlino, and his staff for giving
me the opportunity to raise these and related issues with them on a number of occasions during my
time as an MP. Foremost among the reasons for all of that appreciation is that issues of transport
disadvantage are of great relevance to my constituents in Northern Victoria, and we need to work
earnestly together here to tackle them. I should add that they are issues that are also of great interest to
me at a personal level given my background as a youth worker in our part of the state.
Access and equity should always be the priority here. Other issues raised in the chamber this morning
can be mitigated, and they should be. There should be risk assessments completed, and we should be
able to find a way, hopefully, that we can provide that access and equity to all. I assume most MLCs
would know the general lack of bus and other transport services has long been a very serious issue in
many parts of rural and regional Victoria. They certainly affect a large number of cities and towns in
Northern Victoria alone, with a disproportionate effect typically on many vulnerable people. An ability
for those who require travel beyond their own towns not only is pivotal in increasing social
inclusiveness but provides a wider set of opportunities in many different forms to both young people
and adults alike.
Generally speaking the issue of transport disadvantage is at its most prevalent in small towns where
services are limited and families may have only one vehicle of their own at most. There the lack of
adequate public transport can substantially inhibit people from being able to access important
appointments and services, including medical appointments, education and training. In our part of the
world those educational and training providers, whether they be government, private or in particular
specialist schools, often lose the opportunity to capture and support students from towns where there
is no public transport available. Similarly, although I think most people in Northern Victoria prefer to
shop locally where possible, the lack of transport options to travel to other or more specialist retailers
in other towns can also create an alternative for people to shop online instead.
Unfortunately northern Victorians are often affected both by inadequate infrastructure and by the
relatively long distances over which we typically need to travel to reach our desired destinations. In
talking about that inadequate infrastructure I should add that those resources that we do have at our
disposal are generally not used to their full capacity either. It would be of such benefit to our local
communities if ways could be found to allow combined travel and to utilise bus services which are
otherwise sitting idle throughout the day. Likewise cross-coordination with the various timetables for
those services that do exist across different parts of our region often is not what you would describe as
especially user-friendly. To all of those ends I happily support each of the points listed in Mr Barton’s
motion, because I think they go to the heart of so many of the most important issues and questions
around the provision of bus and indeed other transport services in rural and regional Victoria.
Having said that, and if I may be so bold as to suggest this to him, I would encourage Mr Barton to
ensure that the interests of special needs children and their families are also part of the committee’s
discussions. Vulnerable children are of course to be considered from a safety perspective. And as I
said previously, there need to be risk assessments to mitigate anything which may expose young,
vulnerable people to risk of any sort of harm. I do so in the first instance on the basis of the
circumstances of the wonderful Borinya school in Wangaratta in my electorate, but theirs is by no
means an isolated example. In Borinya’s case they have tried for many years to bring children from a
range of other towns to Wangaratta to attend their school and to participate in the range of specialist
forms of learning they make available. Unfortunately that has been an almost impossible task for a
multitude of reasons. Foremost among those has been the fact that the only transport option to get
them from further afield than Wangaratta has often been a train, and it can be very difficult to be certain
that some children will disembark from a train when and where they are supposed to.
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Even if there were to be some more short-term trials of some different options and solutions, this would
probably represent a considerable help. That might include, for instance, the establishment of some
temporary interchanges in key towns. I hope the Department of Transport might be able to implement
or broker some more creative and effectively funded forms of public transport. It is my understanding
that many transport companies are still charging for students to travel to school each day even whilst
they are remotely learning, so I wonder if the revenue model and the contracts could be changed in
such a way that all parties benefit more fulsomely.
The provision of better and more regular transport, especially bus services, would also likely help to
lower our levels of student absenteeism in Northern Victoria. There are quite a high number of students
in our part of the state who do not necessarily want to attend local schools. Naturally, however, in
many of those cases their parents are not necessarily easily able to afford their attendance, especially
at private or special schools elsewhere. The absence of better or alternative options for public transport
and/or extra school buses is doing that young person and their family a disservice in each case, one
that could be rectified if those options were available. I do readily concede, though, that none of that
is easy, and it is certainly not as cost-effective as it may sound. Indeed many of these and related issues
are particularly complex. I know from talking to Minister Merlino and his staff that there has been and
there continues to be a lot of thought put into resolutions. But I think it would also be wonderful if this
committee could try to investigate solutions in this area also.
More generally and on behalf of my constituents, I am extremely keen to see solutions to any, let alone
all, of the various issues that form part of Mr Barton’s motion. Certainly I am sure Minister Merlino
and his staff would vouch for that given the number of times I have tried to discuss them. So whilst I
acknowledge and recognise that there has been committee work undertaken on similar issues in the
past, I fully endorse them being revisited, especially given that so many of the problems in this area
so stubbornly persist. We urgently need to find solutions to them.
Let me reiterate my support and the support of Mr Grimley for this motion. Furthermore, if it does
pass, I think that we would be very happy to volunteer our services to the committee in identifying a
number of relevant witnesses from rural and regional Victoria with detailed, practical knowledge and
expertise in this field.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:34): In rising to speak to Mr Barton and the Transport
Matters motion today, Mr Barton and Transport Matters again have forgotten the western suburbs of
Melbourne. When Transport Matters wanted to expand the tram network there was not a reference to
the western suburbs. And I understand that this is a rural bus service, but I would have liked to have
seen the motion looking at a bus service for the whole school community, and I will explain why.
A few years back I had some German relatives come to visit, and I brought them to my primary school
to pick up my schoolchildren. They were actually amazed to see that all of the parents were there.
They drove there that afternoon: 250 parents, and from other schools in the area, 450, and from the
local high school, and all of these parents somehow stopped work at 3 o’clock to get to school at 3.30
to pick up their children. They could not understand why there was not a school bus system—a school
bus system that actually picked up those children in the morning and picked them up from school that
night and dropped them home. That system occurs in Europe because of the economics of it. All of
these parents are driving 250 cars to a primary school when there is a safe, reliable system that the
state has—a safe, reliable system where you know that a small local bus comes, picks up your child
and takes it to school, and that at night that child will be picked up from school and taken home. It
means that those parents know that those children have got to school as well as they have been returned
home—safely. Now this might be a stretch to our imagination: seeing that this occurs normally in
Europe, but here in Australia we are so used to struggling in traffic to get our children to school,
struggling in traffic to pick up our children from school and then the multitudes of problems around
our schools—and that is why we have the 40-kilometre zones—from parents picking up and dropping
off their children.
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Ms Shing: This is about rural and regional schools.
Dr CUMMING: I understand that. But it is okay for me to actually rise to say that I would hope
that we were actually looking at, today, a public bus service for the whole public school system. And
I do understand this is about—
A member interjected.
Dr CUMMING: That is all right. I do not feel I need to explain myself. I do understand what this
motion is about. But if I wish to rise today to actually explain the deficiency I see in the western
suburbs and the deficiency I see in our bus network for our schools, I am allowed to do that.
Ms Shing: Be brief, Mr Quilty.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:38): I will be brief. As a rule, Liberal Democrats are not in
favour of expanding government-subsidised programs. Perhaps unlike my colleague Mr Barton, I do
not believe there is such a thing as free services provided by the government. The taxpayers are always
on the hook for it, and as we lurch into our second six months of this economic disruption, the
government’s ability to pay for these programs has never been lower.
Growing up in a regional area, I spent many hours as a child on a school bus. School transport in some
form is a vital service for rural kids and rural parents. From time to time, adults would get a lift into
town on the bus. It would not have been strictly allowed, but those were simpler times. When country
people did not care that much, they sometimes stretched the rules. Buses are the ugly stepsister of mass
transport. Nobody much likes to ride on them. They lack the sexiness of trams or trains. They also lack
the massive cost to build, maintain and run. They are clearly the most cost-effective form of public
transport— (Time expired)
Motion agreed to.
Motions
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (11:40): I move:
That this house:
(1) expresses concern in the administrative failures of the COVID-19 response overseen by the Minister for
Health and Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19, the Honourable
Jenny Mikakos, MLC, including:
(a) breaches in hotel quarantine security that have led to widespread community transmissions;
(b) the catastrophic failures in contact tracing; and
(2) notes failures in communication, testing regimes and the overall preparedness of COVID-19 to protect
Victorian lives and livelihoods.

I am pleased to be able to rise and speak to my motion, because this motion goes to the heart of what
the state is dealing with and indeed what the country is dealing with. It is the crisis that is gripping
Victoria but no other state or territory. We are in the midst of this crisis because of the way it has been
handled here in Victoria, and I will outline through the debate my argument as to why I think that this
is so significant. We had the debate in the house till 2.00 am last night in relation to the extension of
the state-of-emergency powers—everybody understands we cannot go from stage 4 to stage zero, and
we understand that some measures need to be put in place, but what it does is give the government
additional powers in a time when people’s freedoms and liberties have been severely curtailed.
And we do not need to be in this position. We should not be in this position, but we are in this position
because of the incompetence and mismanagement and the handling of the COVID-19 response. This
is why so many thousands and thousands of Victorians have contacted every single MP in this state
and indeed other MPs around the country, the Prime Minister and other federal and state leaders in
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relation to the issue that we are facing here in Victoria—because, quite frankly, Victoria is now the
pariah state. We are looked upon as being—
Mr Ondarchie: A laughing stock.
Ms CROZIER: Yes. In some instances, Mr Ondarchie, that is correct. And it is no laughing matter.
It is an incredibly serious matter. But with the extensive loss of lives, the hundreds of people that have
lost their lives, and the ongoing devastation through the economic impacts of shutdown and
lockdowns—uncertainty—it is causing untold damage that will be here long after the virus goes. This
damage will be here for years, if not decades, to come. Business groups have spoken out this morning
in terms of saying, ‘We know that businesses are leaving the state. We know that they are considering
taking their business elsewhere’. The message that is being sent in relation to investment in this state
is: do not do business here, because of the uncertainty. That is the last thing Victorians want and need.
They need hope, they need certainty, they need to understand—and we have not had that.
It all could have been avoided if the government had undertaken what they should have. And if I look
at the manifesto that the Labor Party put out prior to the 2014 election:
The right to govern is a privilege and it must never be taken for granted. Governments must also be honest
and transparent. Respect for the Victorian people starts with respect for our democracy. Decisions shouldn’t
be made in the shadows, communities should always be consulted and the powers of the Parliament and the
Government should never be abused.

Well, I think there are Victorians and I think there are Australians who think that those so-called Labor
values have been thrown away. We have seen and heard that people have said in fact the public policy
response, the administration of this government, is the worst administration of any government in the
history of our country. That is an incredibly big statement to make, but that is being made time and
time and time again from people who have watched, have governed and have understood the very
values that I just spoke about and the damage of this government’s decisions in relation to managing
the COVID response.
Mr Ondarchie: Abject failure.
Ms CROZIER: An abject failure, Mr Ondarchie. But it goes deeper than that. Because of the
failures the impacts of those failures have led to this widespread devastation that is now and that is
going to happen into the future for years and decades to come. And how do we rebuild that? How do
we bring that back? Well, I do not think there is that confidence and trust that Victoria desperately
needs in this minister, because if you look at what she has presided over, it is a litany of failures.
It is a litany of failures since the start of this pandemic—the arrogance and the ability for this minister
to just dismiss our own democratic rights and principles in this house just a few weeks ago by turning
her back and not answering one question of the opposition and crossbench. The disgraceful behaviour
by this minister was for all of Victoria to see, and that just goes to the heart of this contempt. We did
see her tweets late at night—10 of them, I think there were, one after the other—apologising and
justifying her position and saying, ‘I’m sorry; I’m managing this pandemic’. Well, she is not the only
one. It is a worldwide pandemic, as she keeps referring to, and she is not the only government minister
to be dealing with this issue. But what she has done in Australia is the worst administration, because we
do not have this issue anywhere else in the country. No other state or territory is in this mess, and it—
A member interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Well, it is not rubbish, Ms Shing. No other state or territory is in this—
Ms Shing: On a point of order, President, I did not say a thing.
Ms CROZIER: I beg your pardon then. I thought you said it was rubbish, and I was responding—
Ms Shing: I didn’t say a thing.
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The PRESIDENT: Thank you. That is sorted out then.
Ms CROZIER: I apologise then. It must have been Ms Terpstra. But anyway, the interjection from
the government benches was that it was rubbish. Well, really and truly, if you look at the rest of the
country, which is not dealing with this issue and has got communities and citizens going around living
their lives pretty well as normal, we are not. We are in curfew. We are detained in our homes from
8 o’clock to 5.00 am. We cannot leave our homes for more than an hour just to exercise or go shopping
or go to a medical appointment. These are the harshest restrictions of any jurisdiction in the Western
world. These are the harshest restrictions that we have had right through this pandemic, and it has
failed. And it has failed because the government failed to do the basics.
If you look at the basics—the hotel quarantine program—they had a job to do. They had one job to
do: it was to keep those returned travellers safe, because we knew the virus was coming from
international jurisdictions. Everybody knew that. It was to keep those travellers safe, and it was to
contain the virus so it did not get out into the wider community. Well, the hotel quarantine inquiry has
demonstrated through its hearings the litany of failures that are occurring. We know from the inquiry
that 99 per cent of the second-wave cases came from the Rydges and Stamford hotel failures, that the
guidelines of the Department of Health and Human Services for the authorised officers around PPE
were incorrect, that there was never any mandatory testing for travellers, that there were people
working in multiple sites, that DHHS was unresponsive to any complaints and that warnings had gone
out by the very people that were managing the medical response, Medi7, in April and also the AMA.
But others also were saying, ‘We’ve got a problem’, and it was ignored—ignored in April. We had
those; we know that is what has happened. And the testimony from those people that have come before
that inquiry has told of the filth, the lack of infection control and their concerns. And so is it any wonder
that this virus got out when you have got untrained security guards who were given training in diversity
and inclusion and not infection control? Is it any wonder that these people, through no fault of their
own, were not guided, were not provided the proper principles?
This goes to the heart of this management, why that was not going on, and all we see is a blame game
from one minister to another to a bureaucrat to another bureaucrat. Everybody is having their say about
this, but no-one is taking responsibility. And it is a failure by this minister and this government to not
acknowledge that failure under our Westminster system. You know, those values that you speak of,
about upholding our democracy and good government, in your manifesto—you have not actually
conducted yourself in that manner, government, and that is absolutely pitiful in terms of rebuilding
trust and confidence for the Victorian community. When you have got somebody—
Ms Stitt interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Well, Ms Stitt, we have got a state in crisis. Now, that is the problem with your
government. You do not seem to understand exactly the impacts to people, the self-isolation that is
going on and the young people that cannot get their education, the very young people that do not see
a future for their job because there are going to be no employment opportunities because businesses
are shutting down, because businesses are leaving. You have got an inconsistency in your message.
You have got an inconsistency in your directives.
Members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER: As Mr Ondarchie and Dr Bach interjected—sole traders. A sole trader who is
mowing a nature strip is not allowed to conduct his own business, yet a council worker is. We heard
from Ms Pulford last night in relation to what these issues are. These are real impacts, and you have
got people that are isolating, you have got family members that cannot see one another, that cannot
see six siblings. You have got people that are suffering because of your mismanagement. You sit there
and scoff at this, and it demonstrates just how you have got no appreciation of what your government
has done.
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The hotel inquiry also referred to the DHHS document on PPE. There were four instructions quoted
stating, ‘No PPE required in these areas’. Why did DHHS not have those basics in place? They are all
so basic, and yet this government failed. This virus escaped and has gotten into the community. It has
gotten into the community and caused the most enormous devastation. We have had the government
and the Premier lecturing Victorians, saying, ‘You have done the wrong thing, Victorians, and
therefore we are going to keep you locked up, we’re going to keep this curfew on and we’re going to
keep you from going to work. You’re going to have to have a permit to go to work’. I mean, it is
extraordinary that we are talking about this in Victoria in 2020—in the 21st century—in relation to
how we are operating. Of course everybody understands that we have to have sensible health measures
in place and we have to be supporting our healthcare workers, who have been doing a magnificent job.
But they have also been let down, and I will come to that a little bit later.
There is so much out of that inquiry that we are hearing. One of the things that I want to turn to is from
the authorised officer who was giving evidence, Mr Ashford. He was very experienced. He was a
former firefighter, I think, and worked in parks and so had various management capabilities. He came
from a different industry sector, admittedly, but he was expecting some sort of basic training. He said
that there was no infection control or PPE use and that they got this equity and diversity training. It
was given: there was 1 hour of training in equity and diversity. Now, while that might be important, I
do not think it is absolutely the priority. It should have been around infection control measures. As I
said, the government had a job to do. It was to keep those returned travellers safe and to stop the escape
of the virus. We have got more testimony coming out of that inquiry, as I said. Mr Ashford, who
provided some very interesting evidence, said that there was no formal advice about what his role
would be and there was no information about PPE use. They were relying on their own intuition. They
were relying on asking others. There were mixed messages. There was no training in new procedures,
in what new changes were being implemented, and changes to procedures were being undertaken on
what almost seemed like an ad hoc basis. It was quite extraordinary evidence to just highlight the
failures.
When this inquiry concludes and we get the report in November—you know, who knows where it
will go—what is clear is that DHHS was the lead agency, as you would expect in an infection control
environment. Quarantine was to keep those people quarantined so the virus, which we were trying to
prevent from going into the community, did not escape. Of course when it did escape, as we know,
the catastrophic failures in contact tracing have been there for all to see—story after story after story
about delays in contract tracing not even being followed up, extraordinary stories around what has
happened in DHHS and about that team.
I mean, the minister said in the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee just a couple of weeks ago
that in early June there were 1891—or a figure like that—contact tracers. Well, in early June we had
around 70 cases—in fact on 1 June we had 71 cases and by 15 June we had 49 cases. As compared to
New South Wales, on 1 June they had 363 cases and on 8 June 338 cases. They had significantly more
cases but were able to control the management, and that is the whole point, because the contact tracing
has been so catastrophic, it has failed so badly, that the public health response has been very limited
in terms of being able to contain the community transmission, and as a result of that of course we have
seen this virus—the community transmission has been so great it has spread so far and it has gone into
these most vulnerable cohorts of aged care and disability.
This is so, so sad because if it had been contained, if the contact tracing had contained it, like what
happened in New South Wales, we would not have had the hundreds of deaths that we have had,
because this is the difference between how it has been managed in Victoria and how it has been
managed in other states, like New South Wales. That is the fundamental issue here. It has been handled
so badly. And that is the minister’s responsibility—because of these failings, because of these terrible
deaths that we have seen, because of the terrible loss of livelihoods that has happened and that will
occur because of this extended and very harsh lockdown and these restrictions that we are under.
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Contact tracing—again, I quoted last night Stephen Duckett’s very insightful article. He says the
government goes up—and he called the daily pressers a circus because all we are getting is numbers
and figures but we are not getting data behind it. As he said:
Daily announcements should tell us about contacts being traced and about how efficient contact tracing is.
More, and more useful information is provided to the public in other jurisdictions around the world.

And he quotes Oregon and he quotes others. And clearly we see with New South Wales in terms of
their dashboard and what they have, they have got so much more information that is known to the
public, and they are very specific. It is very targeted. Not here in Victoria—you do not get that. They
are playing catch-up. They have got a little bit more information in the last few weeks but nothing like
what New South Wales has had for months and months and months. Therefore the public has
confidence. They understand what the government is trying to do and achieve, and the government
has been able to jump on those outbreaks, as was confirmed by the minister last night. She said, ‘No,
we’re not going after an elimination strategy; we’re after a suppression strategy’. I think that is a great
thing, because I think she is right. We have got to live with this virus until and if we get a vaccine. We
do not know when that is. That could be months—that could be years—away; it could be never. We
need to be able to manage those outbreaks like other states have been doing—but not here in Victoria.
It has got out of control because of the failures. Stephen Duckett goes on to say:
We Victorians are told how many tests are conducted, but we are told nothing about the performance of the
substantial testing regime … We are told that it usually takes 1-to-3 days, but no data is provided …

in relation to how the contact-tracing capabilities are undertaken, and:
The government has additional information it does not disclose—information it is using to track progress of
the pandemic.
… It knows the number of contacts each case had; the number of people it is now attempting to trace …

But we are not getting that information, and clearly there are so many issues around that contacttracing capacity. Just a couple of days ago it was still said that one in 10 contacts are not being
contacted. It is September, for goodness sake. We have had months to prepare for this and we still—
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:00): My question is to the Minister for Health and
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19. Minister, during the recent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings Professor Julian Rait from the AMA said, and I
quote:
We know that there were a number of cases that perhaps were seeded from that particular protest into the
towers in Flemington and Kensington and North Melbourne.

So I ask: how many protesters have been identified, and how many infections came from those
protesters?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:00): I thank the member
for her question. I would need to confirm this with my department, but from recollection I think it was
approximately four cases. But I will seek confirmation of that number.
I would also refer the member to other comments that the Victorian AMA president, Julian Rait, has
made in which he indicated his strong support for extending the state of emergency, and I note also
the national president of the AMA, Tony Bartone, made similar comments. So you are very selective
in quoting Mr Rait when it suits your purpose.
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Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, this was a very narrow question about the rally and about
the number of cases that came directly from that rally. It was nothing broader—narrow.
The PRESIDENT: I believe the minister was giving a response. She will take that on notice.
Ms MIKAKOS: Thank you. As I said, I will seek confirmation. My recollection of this—and this
was some time ago now—is that it was approximately four cases, but also the advice I have had from
my department is that there has been no evidence of transmission from this rally into the broader
community.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:02): In relation to your answer you have just provided,
Minister, given the protesters spread COVID-19 into the public housing towers in Flemington and
North Melbourne, what other advice did you receive about the protesters having spread COVID-19 as
part of that second wave in those areas and elsewhere? You have said it is a highly transmissible
disease. We are in lockdown. We have got to be following the chief health officer’s orders. So if it has
gone through there, how can you be so sure? Could you please explain to the house what other advice
you have received?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:02): As I explained to
the member, the advice that I have is that there is no evidence of broader community transmission
from this rally. That is advice that comes from the public health team looking at a range of evidence,
including epidemiological links, doing the contact tracing and looking at the links between those cases,
interviews that are conducted as part of the regular contact-tracing processes as well as other evidence.
What I would say to the member is that it is pleasing to see her now referring to the public health
advice and the fact that it is a highly transmissible disease. This is why it was incredibly disappointing
the position that the opposition took last night to vote for a legal vacuum, to vote against any extension
of a state of emergency. That would put Victorian lives at risk. (Time expired)
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, I just think the minister is straying again. It was a very
narrow question.
The PRESIDENT: The minister’s time has expired.
Mr Davis: On a further point of order, President, I wonder if the minister would make that advice
available to the house.
The PRESIDENT: The minister’s time has expired, the minister has finished and it is not a point
of order.
I want to provide some clarification to the members sitting in the upper gallery—and I really appreciate
that and thank you for that. Only when you are speaking on a bill or debating a motion do you come
to the chamber. If it is a question or statement or adjournment, I ask you to do it from where you are,
thank you—and voting as well.
COVID-19
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:05): My question is to the minister representing the
Minister for Child Protection, and it is about another set of unintended consequences associated with
the government’s coronavirus response. Specifically I refer to the very serious problem that the
traditional arrangements allowing for face-to-face contact between children in state care and their
parents has been terminated since March. Minister, could you please clarify whether and, if so, when
the government will respond to the increasing pleas of many parents and other relevant child protection
stakeholders for at least a six-month extension to be made to Victoria’s normal two-year-long
reunification process?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:05): I thank the member
for her question, and I acknowledge her interest in issues that are very dear to my heart as well. They
relate to how we continue to provide support to vulnerable families in our community and make sure
that children who may be at risk continue to be protected.
The pandemic has proved very challenging for how the department responds to and supports
vulnerable families in these circumstances, and I acknowledge the work that Minister Donnellan as
the responsible minister has been doing working with community sector organisations to put processes
in place to facilitate safe access, safe visits between parents and their children when they are placed in
out-of-home care. I know that there have been some additional resources that have been allocated to
this task. I am aware that additional videoconferencing, for example, has been put in place to enable
parents to have contact with their children as per the case management orders that may have been put
in place by the Children’s Court. But in terms of the specifics that the member has asked, which are
around the clock ticking for permanency orders, I will seek some further information from Minister
Donnellan as the responsible minister, and I would be happy to provide the member with that
additional information in due course.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:07): Thank you, Minister, for that response and for then
passing that on. In a report on these issues in the Age newspaper on 9 August journalist Michael Fowler
cited a variety of problems associated with the Department of Health and Human Services’ attempts
during the COVID period to manage the new administrative arrangements associated with
reunification. Minister, could you outline what specific actions DHHS has taken since March in order
to afford parents the opportunity to continue to adequately prove that they have the capacity to safely
and effectively resume caring for their child with relevant supports being implemented, other than
those you have obviously just provided?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:08): In the very short
time available to me I can indicate to the member that Minister Donnellan back in April announced
an additional $77.5 million over the next two years to support some of the state’s most at-risk children.
The package includes $46.2 million to increase the capacity of family services to provide outreach to
the most vulnerable Victorian families with children at risk of entering state care. Under the model of
care that was developed, specialist family services teams comprising staff from service providers and
child protection provide intensive support to families to ensure that they get access to those services
as quickly as possible. There was a further $11.4 million in there to provide support to our carers,
including a dedicated carers support phone line and a one-off payment of $600 to all foster and kinship
carers for each child in their care. In addition to that, there were some further supports there for
residential care, ensuring cleaning and other measures were put in place. But I am happy to seek any
additional information that Minister Donnellan may be able to provide to the member.
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) (12:09): I rise to remind
the house of the Victorian government’s very clear message to Victorians of all ages not to delay health
care during the pandemic. Victorians must continue to seek medical care when they need it and keep
up with general health checks, vaccinations and routine screening. Putting off a visit to the doctor or
hospital if you experience any lumps or unusual symptoms or delaying routine tests could put your
health at risk. The Victorian government is committed to ensuring Victorians can access health care
and is investing $1.9 billion in our coronavirus health system preparedness response, and our worldclass public hospitals have infection control measures in place to keep patients safe.
There is no reason to delay seeking medical care, especially when it comes to something as
fundamental as making sure our kids keep up to date with life-saving immunisations. Concerning
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research released recently by the Royal Children’s Hospital found one in five children aged under five
had a routine vaccination delayed during this pandemic. The Royal Children’s last week opened a
drive-through vaccination clinic available to all Victorian children due or overdue for routine
vaccination, and I want to encourage parents to take up this opportunity to get their kids to catch up
on their important vaccinations. The Royal Children’s is a prime example of how our health services
have adapted to this pandemic, with innovative models of care ensuring Victorians continue to have
access to world-class health care as our community continues to fight this coronavirus.
Victoria’s cancer screening programs are also operating with strict infection-control measures in place
to make sure staff and patients are safe. So whether you are due for your regular cancer screening
appointment or whether your children’s immunisations are due or overdue, please make sure you
attend to those and do not put off seeking medical care. If you are concerned about any aspect of your
health, it is important to continue to visit your GP and in an emergency to call 000 or attend our
hospitals. It may just save your life.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:11): My question is again to the Minister for Health
and Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19. Minister, why did
frontline staff in major hospitals run out of N95 masks and then be forced to use cheap Chinese-made
BYD masks supplied by your department?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:12): Firstly, I reject the
assertion that the member has made in her question, because we have been working very closely with
health services since the start of this pandemic to ensure that our dedicated healthcare workers have
the PPE that they need to keep them safe.
In fact one of the things that we did very early on in this pandemic was to streamline and centralise
our procurement processes to make sure that our devolved system of health care in Victoria did not
disadvantage smaller health services, particularly those in rural and regional Victoria. Otherwise we
may have seen a situation where health services competed with each other and outbid each other in
acquiring what was in fact a very short supply, as the entire globe desperately sought to acquire the
same types of medical equipment, including PPE as well.
We have streamlined that process. We have worked very closely with Monash Health and Health
Purchasing Victoria. A centralised warehouse has been put in place that is distributing massive
quantities of PPE to our health services on a daily basis. Currently I am informed that we have more
than 3 million N95 masks in our warehouse, as well as more than 24 million surgical masks, more
than 319 million gloves, more than 4.5 million face shields and many other important items that our
health services need.
What we have been doing in relation to PPE is early in the year we established a PPE task force that
is chaired by the chief medical officer, Professor Andrew Wilson. That has been working closely with
health sector unions, health services, infection control experts and others around these issues, and in
fact Victoria was the first state to go beyond the national standards and to mandate N95 masks in highrisk settings such as emergency departments, intensive care units and COVID wards. I know there is
a push on now by medical professionals to in fact get the Victorian standard endorsed as the national
standard, because we have gone further than the national standard in this respect.
But I was concerned that the second wave was seeing significant growth in infection numbers amongst
our healthcare workers. This is why I asked for the Healthcare Worker Infection Prevention and
Wellbeing Taskforce to be established. We know that by virtue of the nature of the work that healthcare
workers do they are more likely to be exposed to the virus than other workers, and those numbers that
we have been publishing daily also include aged-care workers, who have represented a very significant
number of those infections in private aged care.
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Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:15): Minister, your department on 22 August put out
an alert warning of the substandard quality of these Chinese masks, including tears and other faults.
So I ask: as a result of this faulty PPE, how many healthcare workers have actually been infected with
COVID-19?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:16): The member
comes here and makes many assertions. What I would say to the member is that we have been working
very closely through the Healthcare Worker Infection Prevention and Wellbeing Taskforce now to
bring together infection control experts and worker representatives to address the spread of the virus
in our healthcare facilities. This is why the Premier and I announced just last week further work that
we are doing in this respect. Apart from the PPE spot checkers that we are putting more of in place to
make sure that people are actually wearing their PPE correctly and are reminded of the protocols
around infection control, there will be—
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, we have got almost no time, but the minister has not
mentioned a number. It is a very simple question; it is about a number.
The PRESIDENT: Again the time has expired, and I cannot uphold the point of order.
COVID-19
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question without notice is to the minister
representing the Minister for Planning and Minister for Housing. I refer to the minister’s announcement,
which I support, of a $31.7 million tower relocation program whereby up to 420 private rental
properties will be leased for two years and offered to high-rise estate tenants at greater risk due to
coronavirus. Will the minister provide to the Parliament the evidence the government has that highrise tenants are at greater risk of coronavirus?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:18): Thank you, Mr Hayes, for your question. I
will get you an answer from the planning and housing minister. It is the same person.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:18): I thank the minister. A supplementary question: will
the government take into account the evidence that high-rise tenants are at greater risk of coronavirus
and review Plan Melbourne’s now outdated support for high-rise development?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:18): I will ensure that Mr Hayes gets an answer
to his supplementary question from the Minister for Housing.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: TAFE FUNDING
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:19): Our regional TAFEs are making a real difference in their communities. Free
TAFE is a game changer across the state, and with significant capital works projects well underway
in many regional TAFEs, it is even more exciting for them. On top of our investment at the Morwell
and Sale campuses of TAFE Gippsland, we have a pool of regional projects underway, creating jobs
and modernising facilities for locals. Last week I was excited to release the concept designs for the
new culinary school at the Gordon in Geelong. This $23.5 million project includes a brand-new
culinary school, a renovation of the much-loved Davidson Restaurant, a new barista academy and
cafe, and a new courtyard. The designs look fantastic, and I am particularly excited about the local
Aboriginal communities having the involvement that they have had in designing the new Koori centre
that is also part of the project.
The release of the Gordon designs follows the recent release of concept designs for the new library
and learning hub at South West TAFE in Warrnambool. This is an exciting milestone for this
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$20.25 million project, a project that the local community is really behind. Like the Gordon, this
project will create jobs in the local community. This is even more important in the economic recovery
on the other side of COVID-19. And I am also pleased to advise the house that the Bendigo TAFE
campus revitalisation project is making great progress. The building structure is taking shape, and
importantly the project has created good local jobs. I am proud of this government’s investment in
regional communities. We are making them even better.
AGRICULTURAL SHOWS
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:20): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Agricultural
shows are critical to the industry and boost local businesses and trade. COVID-19 has severely
impacted these organisations, which provide such a fantastic community service. Victorian
Agricultural Shows Ltd have contacted Minister Allan and you but continue to be ignored. Minister,
this is another example of a key stakeholder in your portfolio that you refuse to meet. Why?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:21): I thank Ms Bath for her question. Indeed
agricultural societies and agricultural shows are an important part of country life, and it is devastating
that so many have had to be cancelled this year. But the Victorian government remains committed to
supporting them. We have grants programs, and there are some infrastructure works going on at
different types of showgrounds around the state. And in relation to that particular stakeholder, there
was a misplacement of an email but he has certainly been contacted since then. It was an oversight in
an administrative thing, and that meeting will be scheduled.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:21): Thank you, Minister, for your response. Minister, will you
provide a commitment to the Parliament that you will meet with Victorian Agricultural Shows Ltd
and provide the certainty that they require to go into operation in 2021 and beyond—provide that
commitment to this organisation?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:22): I am pretty sure I answered the first part of
Ms Bath’s supplementary question in the substantive question; however, I am happy to repeat it. Yes,
I am happy to meet with this organisation. You are seeking a commitment to something I cannot give,
Ms Bath. I would certainly hope that we do not have a 2021 like we have had a 2020, but can I provide
certainty that they can go about their normal business? No, I cannot. But what we are doing is we are
working with stakeholders on a road map to recovery that involves numerous stakeholders—industry,
unions, community leaders—and these are important stakeholders who will be involved in that
consultation should they wish to be.
COVID-19
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:23): My question is for the Minister for Small Business.
The government has a COVID-19 Business Support Fund for those operations impacted by stage 3
and 4 restrictions in metropolitan Melbourne and the Mitchell shire area. These are $10 000 grants that
are available until 14 September. I know many businesses in my area have welcomed this support
during this difficult time, but I think you will all agree that businesses that have already received the
support from this fund will in no way be back in swing in just 12 days. Will the minister extend the
scheme and allow businesses to reapply to this fund until the end of the year to ensure they have the
cash flow to reopen again when they are given the green light?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:24): I thank Ms Patten for her
question. The minister with responsibility for the administration of the small business fund is Minister
Pakula. But given the very clear interest from the small business portfolio, I will be able to answer that
to a point—perhaps up to the point about specifically what our intentions are for next steps. The
Business Support Fund is now in its third iteration, so I guess that gives you some indication of the
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government’s willingness to respond as circumstances change, as different restrictions in different
places at different points in time require additional support, and our willingness to respond to those.
This particular fund I think has to be seen in the context also of all of the other supports, of which there
are many. I mentioned some yesterday in my response to Mr Davis, and there are a whole lot of others
as well. They are frequently updated. There are those for specific sectors and those for particular
geographical areas, and I would encourage all businesses to be regularly checking the Business
Victoria website for the most contemporary information. It would not be our intention to extend
tranche 3 of the small business fund beyond the advertised date. We have I think a reasonable
expectation of demand for that and funding has been made accordingly, and that is very much in
response to a return to stage 3 in regional Victoria and the imposition of stage 4 in Melbourne. But
what I can certainly do is give my word—and I am confident on behalf of the Premier, the Treasurer
and Minister Pakula as well—to our business community that we will continue to respond and react
and make sure that people are supported on the way through. I have heard from many people how
important this fund has been for critical cash flow at those critical points, but we know that there is an
awful lot more to be done and we will do it.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:26): It is difficult because I realise that this fund is
actually not under your portfolio, but could you, Minister, maybe give some assurance? Is there any
specific information that you could provide that small businesses could be looking out for to assist
them with restocking so they can reopen and have that cash flow as we start hopefully reopening and
rebuilding?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:26): I thank Ms Patten for her
further question. We will continue to support Victorian small businesses, and indeed the larger ones
as well, as we reopen the economy. There is a lot of consultation and engagement underway this week
in preparation for the announcements on Sunday on both the Melbourne and the regional Victoria road
maps to reopening. Certainly what I am hearing from our business community, as my colleagues are,
is that people want certainty and people certainly do not want us to be going back where we have just
come from. These restrictions are incredibly difficult for our business community. They have,
however, worked in dramatically reducing the incidence of infection, and for that I think we can all be
very thankful and very cognisant of the price that a lot of people are paying for that. Again, I would
encourage people to familiarise themselves with the supports that are available, but I would also
indicate that we are acutely aware that there will be more to do. (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: METROPOLITAN PARTNERSHIPS
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:28): Today I am very pleased to update the house on the
upcoming metropolitan partnerships engagement program. The Victorian government’s metropolitan
partnerships are set to kick off their community engagement program for 2020, and this year the
engagement will be hosted through the Victorian government’s Engage Victoria platform and will
focus on impacts of the global pandemic on local communities and identify what local good initiatives
have been enacted to support communities so they might be spread across the metropolitan area.
Metropolitan partnerships provide Melbourne communities with a direct line to decision-makers in
government and give individuals the opportunity to inform policy in their area.
Since the partnerships were established three years ago their advice has led to a number of great new
initiatives and projects, including $22 million from the $2.7 billion building works stimulus package
for 46 affordable housing apartments in Balaclava, which came from an initiative from the Inner
South-East Metropolitan Partnership—great work by them. Another initiative from the Western
Metropolitan Partnership was $2 million for the St Albans Health and Wellbeing Hub, which was
recently announced by the Minister for Community Sport. Another great initiative which is led by all
the partnerships, I have got to say—and also I have to give a lot of credit to the previous Minister for
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Suburban Development, who was very passionate about this program—is a $1.3 million program, the
Let’s Stay Connected Fund, which helps communities stay connected and combat loneliness.
I encourage all local communities to get involved in the engagement. These partnerships make a real
difference to their community, and as we know, everything has been really important in terms of what
is local and what is available.
BELT AND ROAD INITIATIVE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:30): My question is for the
Minister for Agriculture. Minister, given recent reports that the communist government of China may
seek to impose punitive tariffs on Victorian wine exports, I ask: does the Andrews Labor government’s
unique Belt and Road deal guarantee Victorian wine producers will not be impacted, or is this just a
one-way street for Chinese constructions firms?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:30): We have been here before. The Belt and
Road Initiative is not a mandatory agreement. It is a facilitation of working arrangements. I would
reflect on the question in regard to whether I am concerned about restrictions on agricultural products
from Victoria into China. Of course I am. Everybody in the agricultural space is. We will continue to
work with nations and states that will take our premium wine and continue that strong advocacy. With
Wine Victoria we have an upcoming meeting to discuss the future trade options for Victorian wine,
whether it is China or anywhere else in the world.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:31): I listened carefully to the
minister’s answer there, and I therefore ask: Minister, in June we asked what action you would take to
ensure there were no boycotts or tariffs imposed by the communist government in China on the
importation of Victorian dairy or wine. I therefore ask: what action did you take, and why have the
Chinese communists not responded to those actions?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:32): The latter part of your question, Mr Davis,
is not a question I can answer. I think you might have to ask the Chinese government that. But in
relation to the actions that I have specifically taken, trade is certainly a federal government matter. The
Agriculture Ministers Forum takes this as a standing item—trade relationships and making sure that
our premium produce, whether it is Victorian or Australian produce, has access to markets—and those
conversations are always ongoing.
COVID-19
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:32): My question is to the Minister for Health. Will
the minister ensure that the coronavirus hotline is available to respond to calls of an urgent or
compassionate nature, such as applying a triage system that escalates calls accordingly? We are all in
this together. It is essential we all adhere to health advice and restrictions that govern that. Most can
do this most of the time. There are, however, compassionate circumstances, and few are lucky enough
to make it to the Premier’s desk. The coronavirus hotline needs a sophisticated response. A system
where calls may be escalated to address compassionate circumstances would help to reduce the stress
of our community.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:33): I thank the member
for her question. The member did not outline in her question the types of circumstances that she is
referring to in terms of escalation, but I am happy to have a discussion with her, perhaps after question
time, in relation to this.
I am aware that the hotline has been receiving a very significant number of calls. Certainly since the
stage 4 restrictions were put in place they have had a number of calls to the hotline about what it means,

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 2 September 2020

Legislative Council

2643

particularly in relation to things like childcare arrangements and people just seeking some
confirmation around child custody arrangements. There is a lot of information of course available on
the department’s website as well. I am aware that there is an escalation process that is in place.
Ultimately, if people are seeking to have particular exemptions apply, there is a process that goes to
the legal directions team. For example, a business might be involved and seeking some guidance as to
whether a particular direction impacts on them—seeking some particular advice.
I am informed that we have had more than 400 000 calls received since the start of the year, so the
hotline is certainly being very well utilised. But if there is a specific case that the member would like
to take up with me, perhaps after question time, I am very happy to have that discussion with her.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:35): I thank the minister for her response. Will you
also please review the communications between the Department of Health and Human Services and
the police regarding situations where compassionate circumstances or exemptions apply? Making
sense of the restrictions is very difficult when you are in a crisis. I have received reports of situations
where a variation to restrictions was granted for compassionate reasons by the DHHS, but those
involved were then told by police they would be fined or arrested. Please clarify the communications
that are needed. And, Minister, there are so many emails I have received that you would believe we
could actually have a system which was quite sophisticated and could actually deal with compassionate
circumstances on that coronavirus hotline.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (12:36): Thank you for that
further question. Obviously, as I said, there is an escalation process in place and the government, the
department and the chief health officer have been cognisant where there has been feedback around
particular issues and implementation issues. This is why there has been a refinement of the legal
directions from time to time. Now, some opposite might characterise that in a negative way. I
characterise that in a positive way of being responsive to the feedback of community and industry
where there has needed to be clarification made or some flexibility put in place in these matters. So
there is an escalation process through DHHS, but in terms of Victoria Police they have their own
discretion in terms of exercising a fine. Of course, if there had been advice given by DHHS, that would
be able to be provided to Victoria Police in order for them then not to issue a fine in those particular
circumstances. But, as I said before, I reiterate that if the member has a specific set of circumstances I
am happy to have a look at it for her.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:37): The work of ag industries is obviously very
vital to supporting all of us through this pandemic. Our government is ensuring our farms,
agribusinesses and their supply chains can continue operating safely so supermarket shelves remain
stocked. Victoria’s borders remain open, but our agricultural workers have been hampered by
restrictions put in place by other states. Through the advocacy of the Victorian government we have
seen some improvements allowing ag workers to travel up to 40 kilometres into South Australia and
100 kilometres into New South Wales, but there is still a way to go.
Together with my New South Wales counterpart, Adam Marshall, I have been working on a proposal
that will underpin the smooth flow of ag workers across borders. If this is endorsed by national cabinet,
the code will encourage some responsible change to border restrictions and allow the sector to get on
with caring for their livestock, start shearing, begin harvest and continue to put food on our tables. It
also means working closely with industry to understand the labour needs for the imminent harvest and
shearing seasons and getting those workers. While the commonwealth’s reopening of the Pacific
labour scheme and the seasonal worker program has been welcomed, I have repeatedly raised the need
for a more comprehensive, immediate national plan to address labour issues with the federal minister.
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In the meantime Victoria is getting on with the job. We are helping farmers link up with local
jobseekers through our agriculture workforce plan, along with a range of other practical supports. This
includes the $1.5 million e-commerce and new marketplace transition package that I announced last
week, which will assist producers to pivot to other markets, including online. This continues to be a
result of our ongoing conversations with the COVID-19 agricultural industry stakeholder reference
group—which is possibly still meeting, because I was on there just before question time—and I will
continue to work with them and lead the Victorian government’s advocacy to reduce the impact of
border restrictions on our border communities and do all that we can to ensure our farmers and
agricultural workers are able to do what they do best.
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (12:39): I have three answers to questions: 2546,
2612–13.
Questions without notice and 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) (12:39): During question
time I was asked about the number of confirmed cases related to a particular rally. I would like to just
provide some further information to the house. The advice that I have received is that my department
is aware of six confirmed cases who attended the Black Lives Matter protest on 6 June. They have
also advised me that there is currently no evidence to suggest that these cases acquired the virus from
the rally, and also they have further advised me that none of these cases are known to reside at a major
public housing complex. This is what comes of Ms Crozier continually sourcing all her questions from
incorrect media reports.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, given the new information the minister has provided,
perhaps she would make those reports and that advice public.
Ms Crozier: On the point of order, President, this information was provided through the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings, so I am not sure where the minister was in relation to
this information.
The PRESIDENT: The minister has provided some numbers to the chamber, and I do not think it
is a point of order, Ms Crozier. I was going to ask her to provide that, but she already provided it, so it
is not for me to direct her anymore.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:41): Regarding the questions today that Ms Maxwell asked Ms Mikakos,
it is two days for both the substantive and supplementary. For Mr Hayes to Ms Symes, it is two days
for both the question and supplementary.
Rulings by the Chair
QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
The PRESIDENT (12:41): I have received a written request from Mr Rich-Phillips seeking the
reinstatement of a question on notice directed to the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation. Having reviewed the response, I order that question on notice 2252 be reinstated.
I have received several written requests from Dr Bach seeking the reinstatement of a number of
questions on notice directed to the Minister for Prevention of Family Violence. Having reviewed the

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 2 September 2020

Legislative Council

2645

responses, I order that question on notice 2341 be reinstated in full. In relation to questions on
notice 2342 and 2345, I am of the opinion that the minister has answered these questions in full.
I have received a written request from Mr Davis seeking the reinstatement of four questions on notice.
Having reviewed the responses, I order that questions on notice 2477, 2481, 2482 and 2483 be
reinstated in full.
Constituency questions
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:43): My constituency question is to the Minister for Health and
relates to elective surgeries in my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region. On 5 August all category 3
and non-urgent category 2 elective procedures were suspended, citing the need to shut down
operations to open up hospital beds and staff as required for the coronavirus response. Apparently
existing bookings could take place at hospitals’ discretion. However, any new non-urgent surgeries
would have to wait. With deteriorating eyesight and quite considerable related anxiety my constituent
seeks to understand why patients and hospitals in Gippsland are not receiving any update as to when
the current pause will be lifted. Minister, what is your plan to reinstate suspended elective surgeries
across Eastern Victoria Region, and when will they be reinstated?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:44): My constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport in the other place. In a series of farcical statements in government media releases over the
last five years the Andrews government has announced committee after committee to undertake to
study and consult about planning to address the urgent improvements required for the Box Hill
interchange. This is needed to cope with our community’s current transport needs and also to deal with
the explosion of high-rise developments the government has sanctioned in Box Hill with the ensuing
population influx. My office continually receives communications from constituents who are
frustrated about the lack of action and also the lack of advice from the Andrews government about
what is planned to fix the problems commuters and residents in Box Hill have been experiencing for
years. So my question to the minister is this: what real action—not just waiting on another committee
report—is planned to address the Box Hill interchange upgrade, hopefully in the near future?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:45): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure in the other place. Will the minister ensure that the heritage character of the
North Williamstown station buildings is preserved and not demolished or covered by a modern and
shiny chrome-and-glass forecourt? The local community welcomed the Level Crossing Removal
Project’s move to preserve the local heritage character in its rail-under-road design for the Ferguson
Street level crossing removal. Whilst the station buildings were noted as an important landmark
structure, it appears that the Level Crossing Removal Project intends to demolish the east station and
construct a new entrance, hiding the heritage station building. Minister, please ensure that the
building’s heritage is maintained and remains visually connected to the surrounding precinct.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:46): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education, and I draw the minister’s attention to a decision to remove the Vietnamese bilingual
program at Footscray Primary School. Now, it is not the first time that the minister’s department has
attempted to do away with this program for reasons that I do not understand, and as before, the decision
this time has caused considerable community angst. Footscray has become quite a centre for
Vietnamese culture, and of course that goes for the cuisine as well, with a Vietnamese museum
planned for the suburb in the not-too-distant future. So many Australian Vietnamese people have made
Footscray one of the most vibrant places in Melbourne. They are making an invaluable contribution
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to the nation, and I am very, very proud to call them my friends. Many in that community have
approached me, deeply disturbed by the government’s decision to ditch this program. Minister, will
you do the right thing by the people of Footscray and restore the Vietnamese bilingual program at
Footscray Primary School?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:47): My question is to the Minister for Local
Government and concerns the recent turmoil at Warrnambool City Council and the choice facing
voters at the forthcoming October elections. As the minister knows, the chief municipal inspector has
announced an investigation into the sacking of the council’s CEO. This shoddy backstairs intrigue saw
four councillors conspire to seek legal advice behind the backs of their colleagues without spending
authorisation and spring the sacking on an otherwise well-regarded CEO whilst simultaneously
appointing an existing director to the job. I welcome this review and thank the minister for his
assistance in securing it. On top of this, last December the Victorian Ombudsman began investigating
potential credit card fraud at Warrnambool City Council. The question I have for the minister is: can
he ensure that all relevant information from both reports will be released prior to the upcoming local
government elections?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:48): My matter today is for
the attention of the Minister for Transport Infrastructure in the other place, and it concerns the Metro
Tunnel works in my electorate, particularly on St Kilda Road between Bowen Crescent and Toorak
Road. I note that the chairman of the Botanica building at 400 St Kilda Road has made contact with
me, and it will not shock, they say, to know that one of the things that is not sorted yet is the two chiller
plants that are to be landed in the middle of St Kilda Road and will remain there forever. They say
they promised to beautify them, but they are massive, ugly and noisy—positioned between Bowen
Crescent and Toorak Road. Heritage Victoria has been asked to get involved. I ask the minister: will
you, Minister, meet with the Botanica building residents to find a better solution for the chiller plants
on the Metro?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:49): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education, and it concerns the zoning introduced by the department for the new Pakenham Henry
Road Secondary School in Pakenham, due to open next year. The question I have for the minister is:
will he ask his department to review the zoning boundaries that have been established by the
department to better take into account the impact for students of crossing major roads and other
infrastructure, such as the Pakenham railway line, and to consider the community of interest that is
centred and hubbed around the proposed new secondary college? This is a growing, emerging part of
Pakenham. There is a new community being built. The secondary college will be central to that, and
zoning students within that immediate direct catchment to another school could impact detrimentally
on that community spirit. So I ask the minister to ask his department to urgently review the school
zone area.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (12:50): My constituency question today is for the
Minister for Higher Education, and it concerns the Whittlesea U3A—University of the Third Age—
based in Lalor in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region. Whittlesea U3A is a great
organisation in Melbourne’s north, led by president Glen Wall and an excellent committee. They
provide opportunities for seniors to learn, teach, share and give mutual support to each other in a
friendly and warm environment regardless of people’s ethnicity, religion, ability or disability. They
have raised during their annual general meeting and a community Zoom two things: disability access
and better toilet facilities at Peter Lalor college, where they are based. They advise me that members
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have to wait in line to use the toilet—there is only one. It is a male toilet, and women have to share it.
They have been very embarrassed having to share that one toilet because some of the men leave the
door open when they are using the facility. The question I have for the minister is: will you work with
the Whittlesea U3A committee to find two solutions: better disability access for their members at Peter
Lalor college and appropriate toilet facilities for them to use at Peter Lalor college?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:52): My question is to the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure. It is about the government’s decision to authorise super-loaded trucks to transport West
Gate Tunnel infrastructure through towns in my electorate, including Longwood and Locksley, at least
five times weekly for the next two years. This is a decision with major ramifications for the residents
of these towns, including in relation to the maintenance and safety of their local roads. It has been put
to me that no-one from the government has even consulted on the issue with my constituents in
Longwood and Locksley. I seek the minister’s explanation as to why this is the case—that is, I ask if
the minister is prepared to talk firsthand to local representative bodies, such as the Strathbogie Shire
Council and the Longwood Action Group, about the decision, and if so, when this would happen.
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:53): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Planning. I have noted a lot of reporting recently about bushfires, in terms of both the clean-up that
has occurred from the disastrous summer we had last year and early this year and some of the
rehabilitation works and advice to people to start planning for the forthcoming season. On a brighter
note, there are forecasts that perhaps we do not face the same sort of disastrous consequences that we
have seen most recently. The Shire of Nillumbik has written to the Minister for Planning seeking
advice on vegetation controls for their shire and controls which would apply to other municipalities as
well. Whilst the acknowledgement they have had indicates that the government is concerned about
vegetation impacts and the likelihood of them contributing to fuel loads for bushfires, the minister has
yet to make a decision and convey to the Shire of Nillumbik what his position is now on vegetation
controls.
Following question incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 1 September:
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria)
My constituency question is to the minister for the environment and concerns the process by which
Maddingley Brown Coal yesterday received EPA approval for its bid to receive contaminated soil from the
West Gate Tunnel Project.
As the minister must by now know, the MBC site is completely unsuited to this project given the proximity
of housing, schools and agricultural land, as well as a transport infrastructure which simply could not cope
with projected traffic volumes.
My question surrounds the approval granted by the EPA on the basis of the tunnel boring spoil regulations
introduced in June this year. EPA director Tim Eaton claimed on 3AW this morning that his organisation was
not responsible for the regulations. Yet the Environment Protection Act 1970 and the regulations themselves
both expressly require regulations to be made ‘on the recommendation of the Authority’.
Minister, who actually wrote these regulations, and just what does Mr Eaton’s denial say about the clear
interference of your department in the supposedly independent EPA?

Sitting suspended 12.54 pm until 2.07 pm.
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Motions
COVID-19
Debate resumed.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:08): Before lunch, when we broke before question
time, I was speaking about the very important issue of contact tracing and the failures that have
occurred throughout the last few months. As a result Victoria is in this terrible, terrible situation. I was
very concerned, as I think all Australians are, that the economy and the figures today are not good and
Victoria is obviously contributing to sending Australia backwards—certainly in Victoria we are going
backwards at a rate of knots in terms of the economics.
We know that we have got this virus for some time. We know we have got to manage this virus. That
is absolutely critical, and we have got to have things in place to be able to do that. One of the most
important things is that contact-tracing element that I spoke of. We need to be protecting our healthcare
workers who are on the front line dealing with Victorians who become ill, need care and need
management. They are doing a sensational job, but they can only do as much as they can if the
government supports them in relation to managing the contact tracing.
There have been so many stories about the failures in contact tracing, whether that is from abattoirs,
who have told me that when their workers have contacted them, they undertook this themselves—they
started to do their own management—because the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS) just did not make any contact at all for days.
Our colleague Richard Riordan had the outbreak in the Australian Lamb Company in Colac, as
Mrs McArthur knows very, very well. That issue alone—Richard rang me and told me on the day that
the worker tested positive, and what that community did, what that business did, what the hospital did,
what the local council did, what the school did and what Mr Riordan did in helping to coordinate the
response at a local level was nothing short of terrific. It just demonstrated how that community came
together. They managed it because DHHS was nowhere; it took days for them to make contact, days
for them to follow up, and even then there were failings.
That is why I have called for an urgent independent audit to look into the failures of the contact tracing,
because the issues are still ongoing. We know that; I know that. My office gets called all the time,
every day, about stories. Yesterday, today, more stories about the failures in contact tracing not being
followed up. If we do not follow up every case every day, Victoria will remain in this lockdown. It
will remain with these harsh restrictions in place, because that is the only way the government can
manage this public health response. They have failed so far in being able to do this, and I think that is
absolutely an indictment on the minister and on the government’s response, with all their hullabaloo—
going up there in a presser and telling everybody how wonderful they are with what they are doing.
Well, they have failed on this—failed on this dismally. It is absolutely shameful that we are told this,
day in, day out, when in actual fact it is now September and these issues are still very, very large, very,
very prominent and very, very concerning.
I had a doctor that rang me not so long ago, and he spoke to me about the situation he was dealing
with in early July. He had contacted the chief health officer, and I was cc’d into that email. His
concerns were around international students who had tested positive. They were coming out of the
city, coming out of high-rise towers and going out to his clinic to get tested, and he was very concerned
because it was around the time of the public housing towers in North Melbourne and Flemington—
and we all saw what happened then. We saw how the government reacted and how the government
managed that situation—extraordinary actually. But he was very concerned that this could be another
situation such as that. The response that he received from the department and the chief health officer
was, like, ‘I get 200 emails a day. Pass it on to somewhere else’. Well, that is fine, but if it is not
followed up, we have got potentially a very serious issue. Then he rang me not so long ago and said,
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‘Georgie, I have been contacted by DHHS 28 days later to ask about one of these patients of mine’,
who had tested positive, to ask of their status.
That is the situation that we are dealing with. That is an example of what is happening throughout the
state. That is why we have this monumental mess, these monumental failings, within the DHHS,
presided over by Minister Mikakos, who has been absolutely extraordinary in her response, saying,
‘There’s nothing to see here. Look at me. I’m doing a great job’. Well, you are not, because we have
these failings. It is September. You have had months to prepare. You told Victoria we were prepared,
and we have not been. The first wave was bad enough with Cedar Meats, when you said that was
handled absolutely perfectly—unless the virus got into a car and travelled from the first case to the
second case. Well, that theory blew up in her face because it was shown to be traced back genomically.
These are the issues that the minister seems to think are okay. They are not. These issues are front and
centre of why we are in this mess and why Victoria is the only state in this mess—because other states
have been able to manage the situation much better. New South Wales jumps on the outbreaks. As I
said earlier, their data, their information, their systems and their processes are far superior. You would
think that this government would have learned from that.
While I am on it, the national cabinet—I know the minister was talking about the national cabinet and
how decisions were made, and of course they were. But even when Professor Allen Cheng went to the
national cabinet and spoke to them in July, it was reported that the information provided at that meeting
was far greater than what had been previously provided. So it just goes to show that you really have
to wonder what is happening in relation to the information that is coming out of DHHS, what
information Victorians are getting, what systems are working and what systems are not. We need to
understand far more thoroughly what is happening. For the government just to say, ‘Nothing to see
here, nothing to worry about’, demonstrates their arrogance and their contempt for Victorians, who
are suffering because of the situation we are experiencing here in Victoria.
There is so much more I need to say on this motion. There is so much more in relation to the response
in relation to communication and in relation to what actually applied from the multicultural
communities. If you look at what the government provided to multicultural communities, it was
inferior. The information did not get out to those communities that it should have got to. It was very
lacklustre. In March there were only 15 languages it was translated into on the DHHS website; on
21 June there were 53 languages; on 31 August, 56 languages. So they did improve through time, but
you would have thought that that would have been one of the most critical areas, as we know that we
live in a multicultural community. Many Victorians were confused. They were uncertain about what
was going on. They were understandably very afraid when the first wave hit and wanted to know and
have that information.
We know that there was mixed messaging throughout the first wave with the Black Lives Matter
protest and the directives that were given about sporting activities or licences or paddleboarding on
your own—a whole range of things that were backflipped on that other states were doing. This was
the confused message, and the lack of information for our multicultural communities, I think, will be
seen to be a critical element in the failure of the government’s response. As I said, communication is
incredibly important.
The testing blitz: well, in the first instance we know—I was in here arguing the case—that in the first
wave we did not have enough testing going on. People were ringing the hotline saying, ‘I’ve got
symptoms’ or turning up and being turned away because they did not meet the criteria. We were so
unprepared at the outset. And then the minister touted this again with great fanfare, that it was doing
testing blitzes, and yet we could not follow up those cases. I mean, how ridiculous—to go out there
and undertake one activity when you could not follow up.
They are part of the symptomatic issues that have arisen throughout this whole management of the
pandemic. The minister says, ‘A lot of politics is in this’, and I say yes, there has been. There has been
a lot of politics, Minister. You have played the politics the whole time in terms of trying to shout down

MOTIONS
2650

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 2 September 2020

anyone who had any queries in regard to what was going on. You did not want to understand the
concerns of the community who I represent, and that is why I was coming in here and asking those
questions. I think it says a lot more about the minister than anyone else in terms of how she has
managed this situation.
The lack of PPE: we know there have been shortfalls. We know doctors, nurses and others have had
massive concerns. GPs have been very concerned about their lack of involvement. I would urge all
members to support my motion because it is such an important issue.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:18): I rise to make a contribution in regard to this
motion 352 on the notice paper standing in Ms Crozier’s name. My contribution will be in opposition
to this motion. When I was preparing, I was listening to Ms Crozier and her contribution and also then
reviewing what is actually being sought in this resolution motion. It is quite an interestingly phrased
proposal, which actually is nonsensical to me. I might just comment on what it is seeking to do. It asks
the house to express concern and then purports to make assumptions around administrative failures.
Wow. It then goes on to say that (a) there have been breaches in hotel quarantine security. Wow. Well,
security; that is a new one on me, that somehow the security has been a failure. It is bizarre—I am
presuming that someone actually wrote this just before we finished last night at 2 o’clock in the
morning, because the second part of it says:
notes failures in communication—

blah, blah—
and the overall preparedness of COVID-19 to protect Victorian lives …

Wow. I did not know that COVID-19 actually protected Victorian lives. It just goes to show the
slapdash, lazy, slovenly approach that the Liberals would have had if they were in government. I tell
you right now that so many constituents in my region contact me every day and tell me, ‘Thank
goodness that Labor and the Daniel Andrews Labor government are managing this pandemic, because
if the Liberals were doing it, we would have been in so much trouble’.
We would have had a Trumpesque let-it-rip style. I can point to the fact that under a previous
government—the Kennett Liberal government—you sold the quarantine hospital. We would have had
a place to put returned travellers if we had had that, but you sold everything. You sold the farm. The
truth is you hate everything that has the word ‘public’ in it. You hate anything that is publicly funded
because what you want is for your rich mates to continue to get rich off the backs of working people.
You are an absolute disgrace. We have had to listen to a contribution from Ms Crozier today that was
just a crazy grab bag of ridiculous notions. This is the thing that is lost on those opposite: this is an
international global pandemic. Yes, Daniel Andrews created it. That is what they want us to believe,
that somehow the Daniel Andrews Labor government dreamed up this pandemic. It is all his fault. Yet
if you look around the world, the way that—
Mr Finn: He just let it out.
Ms TERPSTRA: No, I will tell you who let it out. Thanks, Mr Finn, for making that point.
Biosecurity is a federal government responsibility. Does the Ruby Princess mean anything to you?
Members interjecting.
Ms Taylor: On a point of order, President, I cannot hear what she is saying over all the yelling and
the din in the chamber.
The PRESIDENT: Please, a member is entitled to hear. The member to continue, and I want to
hear the member as well.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you very much, President. I appreciate the sentiment. I know Ms Taylor
wants to hear what I have to say as well, because what I have got to say is critically important. We
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need to make sure that we correct the record, because there have been so many falsehoods spoken
about in this chamber today it is shameful and embarrassing. It goes to show that those opposite do
not understand what is actually going on here. All they want to do is blame Labor and blame the
Andrews government, which is by every measure doing a fantastic job in managing this pandemic—
a global pandemic.
I will get back to my point about the Ruby Princess: the biosecurity failures that the federal government
presided over and then tried to deflect the blame for and say that somehow it was our fault when the
state government had to manage the failures. Basically that is where this came into this country,
through the Ruby Princess. Biosecurity is a federal government responsibility, and then you try and
say that it is our fault for trying to manage it. We had to set up hotel quarantine because we had
nowhere to put people because the Kennett government sold off the quarantine hospital. Well,
goodness me. And then you slam us for trying to manage this and keep people safe. This is the
alternative fact universe that the Liberals actually operate in over there.
And then to top it off, last night when the state government actually said, ‘You know what, we need
to extend our state-of-emergency powers’—not to lock people down—again you have run a fear and
misinformation campaign around that, scaring people in the community into believing that this meant
there were going to be more restrictions. No, it was the legal framework that would allow the chief
health officer to, based on medical advice and based on science and facts and information, then make
restrictions that would protect public safety, or relax restrictions. What you guys did last night was
you came in here and you voted against it. It is an absolute disgrace. Had that legislation gone down,
there would have been no ability to protect public health and safety. But that does not matter, because
again you all hate anything that has the word ‘public’ in it.
Members interjecting.
Mr Leane: They hate each other.
Ms TERPSTRA: There is hate, hate, hate—that is it. Just hating on everything is—
Mr Leane: They hate each other.
Ms TERPSTRA: Exactly. So then we get to talk about democracy. I noticed your tweet, Dr Bach,
when you talked about democracy last night having been ‘trampled over’. Well, I am sorry but the
majority of MPs who actually sat in this chamber and listened to the debate determined that they would
vote for the legislation, and that is why it got through. That is called democracy. Just because you do
not like the answer and you do not like the outcome does not mean you can say that democracy got
trampled on. That is another ridiculous proposition we get from people like you and your mates
opposite. Because what you do not want to acknowledge is the legacy that you left behind when you
privatised everything. And again you are hating on anything that has the word ‘public’ in it and is
publicly funded.
If it were not for this government protecting the Victorian community from coronavirus, we would
see in Victoria what has been happening in Italy and other countries overseas. I invite all of you to go
back and review footage of people in ICU who are dying from coronavirus. Go and have another look,
because that is the reality: our healthcare workers are on the front line every day having to deal with
patients who are chronically ill and terminally ill because they will not recover from this virus. For
you opposite to sit there and basically do what you did last night, you should be ashamed of yourselves.
You are disgraceful to put your own selfish interests and politicisation of this issue ahead of public
health and safety. It is an absolute disgrace.
In contrast, what Labor does is it listens to expert public health advice, and every decision it makes is
guided by expert medical advice. Again, it is something you hate because it is from the public system.
You do not like public health and you do not like expert advice, because what you want to do is to
attack public servants as well. What you want to do is go after every public servant who is providing
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frank and fearless advice to this government, because what you do not like is anything that is public,
anything that is publicly funded.
So again, by contrast we follow the advice, we respect that advice and we then provide the relevant
safety mechanisms to the community. We heard earlier, last night and today, about Ms Crozier’s
contribution about deaths in aged care. Well, again, let us talk about whose responsibility it is to run
aged care. And I think you know who that is, those opposite: it is your federal government colleagues
who are responsible for funding aged care. And I can stand here and say, as somebody who has worked
for the union who used to represent healthcare workers in that sector, it is drastically underfunded. It
has a broken funding model. And it is a shame to see so many of our elderly residents in care suffering
from coronavirus because of not only the drastic underfunding model that your federal counterparts
have presided over but the broken industrial relations framework for those poor workers, where you
have one nurse to sometimes 80 patients.
Mr Leane: Some people are making money.
Ms TERPSTRA: Some people are making money. And you know, Minister Leane, let me tell you
where that profit comes from: the profit comes from the public purse. The federal government funding
that is given to that sector comes from the public purse. Any of those bonds that people pay to get into
aged care get reinvested back into growing that asset base. The profit is coming from taxpayer funding,
and that is not being reinvested in care, and that is an abject disgrace.
Mr Leane: It’s getting invested in Ferraris and yachts.
Ms TERPSTRA: Ferraris indeed, and harbourside mansions perhaps, and all the rest of it.
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Correct. It is an absolute disgrace. And so we know that that is not being
reinvested in care for our elderly and senior citizens who need care and who need sometimes aroundthe-clock medical care. Our Minister for Health, Jenny Mikakos, is absolutely a hero in my estimation,
because she went in and saw the situation that was in St Basil’s aged care. Those people were so
chronically ill many of those residents were removed and brought into the public hospital system—
again, a failure of the aged-care system, a failure where those people were not having their medical or
clinical care needs met. There were clinical decisions made to remove those residents and put them
into the public hospital system where the state could care for them.
By contrast, let me point out to you, President, that when you look at the amount of COVID cases in
aged care—privately funded aged care, in comparison to the state-run aged-care system—it is a
negligible amount of cases that are in state aged care because we have nurse-to-patient ratios, which
means that residents are able to get their medical and clinical needs met and we do not have nurses
and personal care workers absolutely run off their feet in trying to care for so many patients. But again,
that is something that is lost on those opposite over there, because it is all about profit before people,
and it is an absolute disgrace.
So in turning to some of the ridiculous assertions made by Ms Crozier in her contribution, again it is
a little bit Trumpesque, I have to say. It is a bit like when Trump talks about, ‘Well, if you don’t do
the testing, you don’t get the cases’. That is the argument that Ms Crozier is running over there. In fact
if you look at the amount of testing that the Victorian pathology services are doing, when you look at
the interstate laboratories and you look at collectively the amount of testing that we have done, since
1 January 2020 we have done more than 2.2 million tests. Now, the reason you do testing is to find
cases. That is really critically important, because you do not know what is out in the community in
terms of infections if you are not doing the testing. So of course you then need contact tracers to
undertake the work of tracing and contacting people who may have been tested if they are positive.
That was a gargantuan task that the government had to skill up for pretty quickly and gear up quickly
to make that happen, and we have been working with both the public and private laboratories to make
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that happen—working in a collaborative way to make sure that we could get the best health response
to protect the Victorian community and to make sure that if they were positive then they could follow
the health advice, enter quarantine and make sure that these infections were not spread.
So all laboratories have had to build new testing capacity to manage coronavirus testing. New capacity,
because you know what? Again, something that is lost on all of you opposite over there, there is no
‘how-to pandemic’. Again, Labor did not create the pandemic. That might come as a surprise to you.
It is not a creation of ours. It is a global, worldwide problem, and because there is no how-to pandemic,
many, many countries around the world are grappling to come to grips with exactly the same things
that we are doing.
But we are having so much more success here in Australia. Why? Because we have a great, publicly
funded healthcare system, a system that means that Medicare allows people to equally access publicly
funded medical assistance. Otherwise, if you were in America, you might actually find yourself having
to pay for a COVID test. This is why we need to make sure we have a publicly funded healthcare
system. It is fantastic. But you opposite? No, you and your mates in Canberra would like to break it
up and make sure that you could profit out of it somehow. That is why you keep talking about the fact
that public anything is no good. Whether it is public education or public health, it is all no good,
because, again, it has got the word ‘public’ in it, so we cannot have that. That is a disgrace.
In addition, the Victorian government has provided $20 million in investment to the Victorian public
health laboratories based at the Doherty Institute for this financial year to increase testing capacity for
Victoria and assess the emerging technologies for testing. That is because we know we are going to
continue to need testing capabilities now and into the future, and why would that be? The reason why
we would need that is that until we—
Members interjecting.
Ms TERPSTRA: Again, this is the rudeness of those opposite. Over there you continue to talk and
not listen, because if you listened, you might actually learn something. You might actually learn
something, but you just again hate the fact that anyone over on this side of the government benches
actually might enlighten you, as opposed to the way you run a fear and loathing campaign to stir up
fear and confusion within the Victorian community. Shame on all of you over there for doing that.
Shame on you. What a disgrace. And then to come in here and talk about how there is something that
this government could do better. Do you know what? You are not fit to govern. You are simply not fit
to govern when all I hear from those opposite is ‘It’s a failure’, ‘You’ve done this wrong’ and ‘You’ve
done that wrong’. I am not hearing any credible alternatives from any of you—nothing.
Mr Ondarchie: Have you failed?
Ms TERPSTRA: No, and this is the silly thing, Mr Ondarchie. Who talks about success or failure
in a pandemic? That is a ridiculous proposition, and again a ridiculous proposition from you opposite,
because again, you provide no alternative. All you have got is confected outrage and ridiculous
propositions.
As I said, the Victorian government has provided $20 million in investment to the Doherty Institute
for this financial year to increase testing capacity and assess emerging technologies for testing so we
can make sure the technology can improve as we work our way through this pandemic. The
investments have enabled our hardworking lab technicians and medical scientists to be able to process
on average more than 18 000 tests per day, but again, if it were over to you, you would do the Trumpstyle ‘let it rip’—let it rip and just let people die. What a shame. What a disgrace. You should be
ashamed of yourselves. Let me talk about testing for a moment.
Dr Bach interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: I am glad you have been listening, Dr Bach. There have been 2.2 million tests.
Let me say that figure again; 2.2 million tests. It is pretty impressive, and the reason why we keep that
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testing rate up—and it will continue to climb—is so that we can make sure we find cases. That is
something. Again, the Trumpesque approach you have got over there just is a complete failure.
Now, again, in terms of contact tracing this has been a central piece of the state’s response to
COVID-19, and this is because we need to identify close contacts of people with COVID-19 and we
need to quarantine them. That in turn stops the transmission of the virus. Maybe you did not know
that—again, because all you want to do is let it rip.
Members interjecting.
Ms TERPSTRA: All you want to do is let it rip over there. So, again, the Victorian government
has rapidly invested in the public health response with more than—wait for it—$287 million in
funding towards scaling up our public health contact-tracing team. Again, we have invested in regional
public health teams, outbreak squads, rapid response testing teams, communications and testing. At
the start of this year there were 57 people working in the public health team. Part of our investment
was dedicated to scaling up this team, and we now have more than 2600 people working in our contacttracing team. And in addition to direct public health response roles an estimated 3200 departmental
staff are providing a range of support functions to the COVID-19 response effort. And it is going well,
actually. Do you know why? It is going a lot better than it would have been if you guys were in charge,
because you would have let it rip. You just would have let it rip. That is what you guys want to do.
And I might just say the government will continue to work on our responses. I have been talking a lot
about the public health response. I have been talking about contact tracing and testing. But we are also
doing more, and we are doing more for workforce preparedness. Those opposite will probably not
remember this, but one of the responses the government made when the pandemic hit was to make
sure that those people who lost their jobs as a consequence of the downturn could in fact find work
through the government by bringing business together and saying, ‘What roles do you have that we
could fill?’. So for those people who could not access JobKeeper or JobSeeker because it was such a
narrow scheme—it did nothing for some people—we made sure that they could access work. Again,
you hate anything that is publicly funded over there, and of course you hate workers as well.
A member interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: You hate workers. That is more to the point. I might just comment on this. Maybe
your federal counterparts did not get the memo about the champion of states rights over there, when
the Prime Minister talks about wanting to be able to intervene and cancel any Belt and Road Initiative
that we have got down here. Do you know what? That is going to be part of the pathway out in terms
of economic recovery. But what the Prime Minister wants to do is stop that. He wants Victorians to
feel more pain—more economic pain than ever. It is just a disgrace. It might come as a surprise to you,
Dr Bach, but China is our third-largest trading partner, and I wonder what all those businesses out
there actually think about your friends in Canberra wanting to trample over their trade or business
opportunities by cancelling Belt and Road. I do not know, but maybe your federal counterparts did not
receive the memo from you in Victoria about states rights.
Dr Bach: I did not send them a memo about that. You are quite right.
Ms TERPSTRA: Obviously not. Well, you are the champion of states rights. The Liberal Party
here in Victoria believes that the state should have the ability to determine its own future—but no. So
I wonder what your position is on that. And I will tell you what: again you will have nothing, because
you just contradict yourselves at every turn, and again all you want to do with this pandemic is let it
rip. You have got nothing to offer other than ‘You’ve failed this, you’ve done nothing, you can’t do
that and you should do better’. I have not heard one policy offering from you opposite—from any of
you opposite—about what you think should happen other than letting it rip.
I will turn to what we have been doing for multicultural communities in Victoria as well. The Victorian
government is boosting support for multicultural communities, but you would not know anything

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 2 September 2020

Legislative Council

2655

about that because, again, you do not like anything that we do that helps people in the community—
not working-class people and not working families who turn to us for support. In August we
announced an additional $14.3 million to reach out to more culturally and linguistically diverse
Victorians and ensure they get the support when they need it. The funding includes $6.9 million for
expanded health messaging and support for multicultural organisations.
A member: How is it working out?
Ms TERPSTRA: It is actually going very well. Again there is nothing more than just absolute
confected outrage and rubbish from those opposite. A CALD communities task force has been
established to help with the multicultural and multifaith communities through the pandemic and
representatives from the Victorian Multicultural Commission and various departments. The funding
package also includes $5.5 million to continue and expand the distribution of vital health advice that
has been translated into 56 different languages, designed to help ensure people understand and comply
with the restrictions and designed to keep people safe. So again, support for our multicultural
community has been rolling out since the beginning of this pandemic.
We have done so much more. We have made 20 videos featuring community leaders from those faith
and multicultural communities—
A member: Your government videos are going really well!
Ms TERPSTRA: Something you would know nothing about, actually. These videos were
recorded in more than 20 languages, providing information about how to stay safe and to get tested,
because we know it is incredibly important to make sure that people come forward when they have
symptoms no matter how mild those symptoms are. The public health messaging—again, there is that
word ‘public’, which you hate, I know—is that when you have symptoms, no matter how mild your
symptoms, you must come forward and get tested to make sure you do not have the virus, and if you
do feel unwell then you should isolate as well so that you do not spread the virus. A further $2 million
will go towards translation and interpreter services to meet the increasing demand. This builds on the
$11.3 million package that was announced in May to help multicultural and multifaith Victorians
battle the social isolation and engage young people and to fund culturally specific family violence
support agencies as well.
This is no doubt a challenge, and I just want to talk about this. As I said earlier, there is no how-to
pandemic. Countries around the world are also facing the same challenges that we are and are working
on addressing those challenges. One of the things that Premier Andrews did was announce the inquiry
into the hotel quarantine situation. We announced this inquiry because, as the Premier said, there were
questions that he would have liked answers to as well, and that is what former judge Jennifer Coate is
doing—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: It seems like all of you opposite must be clairvoyant, because you keep talking
about what you think is coming out of the inquiry, but it has actually not concluded yet. That is a small
point that might be lost on you over there.
What the Premier has said is that he wants the evidence to fall where it may. I do not know; I have
been watching parts of that inquiry as well, and some of the evidence that Ms Crozier quoted earlier
was very selective, let me tell you, because I can assure you that I listened to evidence from that inquiry
as well, and again—
A member interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: No, selectively quoting. It is something that those opposite do consistently.
Again, never let the truth get in the way of a good story.
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But, back to the point, the inquiry is to make sure that the Premier and the community can get the
answers to the questions that we need. The inquiry will be at arms length. As I said, it is being
conducted by former judge Jennifer Coate, AO. It will be at arms length from government, and it is
really important that we let the inquiry do its work. Once it has concluded we should have the
information we need and hopefully the answers that we need as to why things went wrong. It is clear
that things were unacceptable, and we need to know what happened and why.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: What you lot over there would have done is just denied anything and ducked for
cover, and rather than face up to it you would have done nothing and then blamed somebody else.
That is effectively it.
So again—and this is the important thing that needs to be a recognised here—the minister has said a
number of times now that establishing the hotel quarantine was a decision of the national cabinet on
27 March and it was rapidly implemented in Victoria in less than two days by senior officials as part
of the multi-agency response. Now again, it was established by national cabinet. It was a national
cabinet decision of 27 March. Again, the hotel quarantine process or system was set up so that we
could quarantine returned travellers from overseas, and I circle back around to my earlier point, which
is: whose responsibility was it? Biosecurity is a federal government responsibility.
The virus made its way into Australia through New South Wales through the Ruby Princess, and cases
spread rapidly. Now again, if we still had have had the quarantine hospital at Fairfield that the Kennett
government sold off, we might have actually had somewhere to put people, but of course this had to
be hastily put together. And for any of its failings, it has actually been remarkably a success in terms
of getting a place for people to go, because otherwise where would returned travellers go if they were
unwell? They could not go back home. They could not go back into their community because we
would have seen further outbreaks of the virus.
So again, something that is lost on those opposite is that the measures that had to be put in place were
as a result of a national cabinet decision. I will say that again: a national cabinet decision. It was the
federal government requesting the Victorian government take responsibility and manage something
that came through the federal system—a failure of biosecurity coming through our ports on the Ruby
Princess in New South Wales. Again, the inquiry is best placed to examine the adequacy of the
structures and the processes that were put in place. And again, as I have said, those opposite can
continue playing political games on this as much as they like, but our focus will remain and always
remain on containing this virus. Because as we heard earlier, we do not have a vaccine yet. The best
thing we can hope for, anyone can hope for, is to manage a suppression strategy. That is why we need
to have restrictions and measures to keep people from travelling around the community so that if
people are infectious and have the virus, they do not spread it amongst the community.
We know we have vulnerable community members in aged care and people might have elderly parents
living at home. The worst thing is that if the virus takes hold in communities, in populations that have
comorbidities or underlying health conditions, they are particularly vulnerable and susceptible to the
virus. So people who might be suffering from diabetes or chronic heart disease or some other chronic
diseases, we know that they are especially vulnerable.
The public health response is to put public health and safety as a primary consideration, of primary
importance, to make sure that we contain the virus and suppress the numbers as much as possible. A
vaccination for COVID-19 may be some ways off. Yes, there is some promising information and trials
happening at the moment. We do not know when that might happen. All of the measures that have
been taken to suppress this virus, to restrict the virus, people understand. I would remind those opposite
to look at the polls and the media and what is being talked about about Premier Andrews. Even
according to your own journal, the Herald Sun, over there, there is a 75 per cent confidence rate in the
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Premier’s ability in handling this pandemic and the restrictions that have been implemented. Not only
that, it is a vote of confidence in the Premier for how this pandemic has been managed.
I know those opposite want to talk about there being something else afoot, but it is just simply untrue
and it is just a ridiculous notion. Again, I strongly reject and oppose Ms Crozier’s motion that she has
foreshadowed to the house, and I would strongly encourage other members in this place to also vote
against this motion and do the same.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:48): It is good to rise in support of Ms Crozier’s excellent
motion. Now, as I commence, I have no desire to criticise Ms Terpstra. I like Ms Terpstra. I sit on
some committees with Ms Terpstra. And I do feel sorry for her, that she drew the short straw this
morning, the short straw in coming up against a motion today that I know she got nowhere near in her
contribution. This is a government that says—erroneously of course, incorrectly of course—that it is
only ever guided by the facts. Every single statement within Ms Crozier’s motion, every single element
of Ms Crozier’s motion, is demonstrably true and factually correct.
Instead what we got was the greatest hits. We got Jeff Kennett in his Ferrari. We got privatisation of
course. We had the deep hatred of the public sector; that was good to get in there. There was the hatred
of the poor and of immigrants. I was pleased to see that one in there. Donald Trump featured. That
was good. In addition, my tweets got in there. I tweeted out last night—I think it might have actually
been this morning—that what occurred last night in this house, indeed in the early hours of the morning
here in this house, was an affront to democracy.
Now, Ms Terpstra, along with 15 anonymous pinkoes with multiple Twitter handles, all with three
followers each, jumped on me in an effort to say that you should not possibly be able to say that the
actions of a democratic body are undemocratic. Acting President Gepp, you may be aware that before
coming to this place I was a politics teacher. This is not a hard one; I could explain it to my year 9
students very easily. I fully understand that every single member in this place is here legitimately and
they are entitled to their views and to vote however they like. In doing so last night the majority—only
just—of this house, however, supported an anti-democratic measure. That is not a hard one; even my
year 9s got it. The Murdoch press got in there. That was good. I was pleased that the Murdoch press
got in there.
We heard more about this pandemic. We have heard from the minister repeatedly that this is a global
pandemic. The tautology, by its nature, is totally unnecessary. We get it. In fact a pandemic of course
by definition is global. However, we heard from Ms Terpstra that this was a global worldwide
pandemic, and I will cede to Ms Terpstra the point that Daniel Andrews in all probability did not cook
up this virus in his kitchen at home. We get it. We have heard, however, from Mr Finn that of course
we know this virus came from China. That is understood.
Yesterday in this house Ms Mikakos wanted to talk about what is happening elsewhere in the world—
that is understood, that is noted—and also about the various powers that are in place in other states.
So we heard about the fact that state-of-emergency powers are available to different governments in
different jurisdictions. Indeed, in case you were not aware of those other Australian jurisdictions,
Ms Mikakos helpfully ran through them for us. The point, however, that seems to be missed by many
members of this place, certainly all of those members opposite, is that there is only one second wave
here in Australia. There was a first wave, and everybody experienced that. I understand that. The
second wave is a Victorian wave, a hotel quarantine wave, a Jenny Mikakos wave, a Daniel Andrews
wave, a gang of eight wave, indeed a Labor Party wave. This is demonstrably true. This is factually
correct.
Look, I am being facetious when I say I am pleased in this rendition of the greatest hits to see the tired
old refrain that those on this side are against the poor and immigrants and those who work in the public
sector. Just quickly, if you will allow me to digress, I am in fact a living, breathing repudiation of this
stupid and tired charge. As some members of the house are aware, I was born into state care, the son
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of a first-generation immigrant. In addition, I worked in the public sector; indeed I worked as an officer
in the Department of Human Services. There are many fine people within the Department of Human
Services. I would like to consider myself one of them, albeit in a former life.
So instead of addressing the content of Ms Crozier’s motion, which is of course factually correct,
correct on every point, it is understandable that what we got from Ms Terpstra was instead the greatest
hits. Interestingly, on Donald Trump we heard—and we have heard this on a number of occasions;
indeed we have heard it from Ms Mikakos—that we are on this side of the house are Trumpian. I am
not entirely sure what that is supposed to mean, but that is what we heard. Again today we have heard
it on numerous occasions. However, Donald Trump has been criticised for doing exactly what
Ms Terpstra did today, and that is seeking to demonstrate success based on testing rates. Donald
Trump has been rightly lampooned by the media. He has become a meme for this particular element
of defence in his of course shambolic handling of COVID-19 in his country, and we heard about that
of course from Ms Terpstra. It is ridiculous to seek to demonstrate success in dealing with this virus
through testing rates.
There is one reason that we need to test so many people—of course we want to test so many people
here in Victoria; I encourage every single person in this state who has the mildest respiratory symptoms
to go out there and get tested—and it is necessary because of the egregious failures, the deadly failures,
the fatal failures of this Labor government. It is a fact: 99 per cent. This deadly statistic was hidden
from the Victorian people for weeks. It is a fact that 99 per cent, indeed more than 99 per cent, of
current cases in this Labor government wave link back to the shocking hotel quarantine failures. Again,
I feel sorry for Ms Terpstra. She drew the short straw today. But for her to stand there with a straight
face and say that hotel quarantine was a ‘success’—her word—is beyond bizarre.
Mr Leane likes to talk about the tin hat wearers. Well, it looks like one was linked to Ms Terpstra this
morning. I was very interested by the manner in which our friends on the opposite side of the house
carried themselves yesterday. If I had the great misfortune to be a member of the Labor Party—and
who knows, based on what we have learned about practices of the Labor Party maybe I have been
signed up to that party—I would have slunk into this house yesterday with my tail between my legs
like a mangy dog. That party of course has wrought so much death and destruction on our state. We
were here yesterday to debate a bill to enable the government obviously to lock us down for longer, to
use these repressive, extraordinary powers, for one simple reason: the government’s appalling failure
to manage this pandemic.
And yet the government members did not slink in here like mangy dogs, as they should have done.
Instead they strutted into the chamber with their chests puffed out. They had decided obviously in their
strategy sessions to turn defence into attack. And so we heard from Mr Leane—and this was bizarre
and stupid even for Mr Leane—that we were barracking for the virus. We heard from Ms Mikakos
that we had in fact caused a third wave on this side of the house by opposing the repressive and, yes,
anti-democratic legislation that the government brought before the house yesterday. I was fascinated
by the manner in which she sought to bolster that claim. She said that the opposition, if it had its way
and enacted its plan, would enable people to walk out of quarantine. That is what she said.
Now, you have got to give it to Ms Mikakos. You can say lots of things about Ms Mikakos. You can
say that she is inept; that is a fact. You can say that she has a tenuous relationship with the truth, to put
it mildly. But you have got to give it to her: she has got front. To come into the chamber yesterday and
to tell us that a problem with the opposition’s plan was that we might be letting people walk out of
quarantine demonstrated that she has got more front than Myer, because of course it is a fact—it is a
proven fact; the government has admitted it—that under its own scheme it has allowed for weeks
30 per cent of those in hotel quarantine to walk out without even being tested. That is a fact. That is a
known fact; the government has admitted it. It is a fact that this government for weeks and weeks
allowed those COVID-positive patients to leave their homes—to leave isolation in their homes—to
go out into the community to exercise without a mask, spreading the virus to others. That is a fact; it
has been admitted by the government.
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The government has said that more than 800 people were not at home when officials came to check
up on them, and it has been interesting to note what occurred to those folks, because of course the
Premier said that the rule was, ‘If you are COVID-positive, you must stay home and isolate’. We on
this side of the house have always supported that sensible, commonsense measure. The government
of course has admitted that it was not enforcing that rule either. The initial reason was that enforcement
of that measure was contrary to the Victorian Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities. That was
another lie. The government ultimately backpedalled of course on that as well, demonstrating to
anybody who has eyeballs in their head that this government is not guided by the evidence or the
science; it is guided by what is expedient.
Nonetheless the minister sought to defend herself yesterday, as she has sought to defend herself in the
past, by talking about the unprecedented nature of this crisis. This goes to Ms Crozier’s point about
preparedness. Everybody else seems to be far better prepared than Victoria. We know of course about
the shocking failures of contact tracing, we know of course that Victoria’s contract tracing team was
so small and so ill prepared at the start of this pandemic and we heard again today from poor old
Ms Terpstra, who drew the short straw this morning for the Labor Party, that there is no playbook
when it comes to a pandemic. The current Labor government has written numerous pandemic
playbooks. Everybody knows that the eventuality that sits atop and has sat atop for many years every
single Australian government’s risk matrix is a pandemic. Everybody has known that a pandemic
would hit us again.
I was very interested to re-read recently Ms Mikakos’s late-night Twitter spree. In that Twitter spree
she said one thing that was correct. She said, and this is a direct quote from Ms Mikakos herself:
… pandemics have shaped world history for millenia.

But they are unprecedented. Nobody could possibly have ever predicted that we would ever face a
pandemic in Victoria. Apparently that is why this Labor government has put together, over the course
of its long and miserable life, numerous pandemic playbooks. So the point about preparedness is so
important, and it goes directly to this government’s ineptitude and its appalling handling of this
pandemic. It is, once again, entirely factually correct.
I note again that those opposite have not gone near one single point in Ms Crozier’s motion.
Ms Crozier’s motion is badly worded apparently—well, excuse me. I do not wish to hold my
credentials over those of Ms Terpstra, but I will not be lectured on grammar by her. It is entirely
correctly worded. Every single element of this motion is correct, and it is factual. Let us have a rare
outbreak of bipartisanship in this house today. Given that the facts in this motion of course are all
entirely correct, let us see the house come together to back data, to back evidence, to back the facts
and to make a point that is a fundamentally basic one, one accepted by every single Victorian—that
is, that this government has failed at this time of pandemic in the most lethal and appalling way.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (15:01): Forgive me if I do not really feel in the mood to
celebrate the sparkling repartee from across the chamber and the debating style of Dr Bach. I do not
intend to try because that is not the world I am from. I do not feel much like celebrating snappy little
debates. I feel sick to my stomach at the fear in the eyes of the people who live in my community in
Western Metropolitan Region, who have been hit the hardest in terms of numbers of positive cases
throughout this crisis. As of yesterday there were still 276 active cases in Wyndham, 235 active cases
in Brimbank, 136 in the Melton local government area, 69 in Maribyrnong and 62 in Moonee Valley.
Whilst those numbers, thankfully, have come down significantly, they are still very high, and I
certainly feel the anxiety and the fear of the people in my community, even from behind their masks,
when I go to the supermarket, when I see people on the street, when I see families in our local parks.
So forgive me if I am not really in the mood for sparkling repartee.
In relation to Ms Crozier’s motion that is before the house today, it is a bit rich to be lectured by those
opposite about health preparedness in a circumstance where they have spent the best part of six months
undermining all of the key health messages. The Liberal Party during this pandemic have swung
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wildly. They cannot decide where they stand in relation to this pandemic. They are quite happy to play
politics and to actually spread misinformation. For example, on 24 August Mr Ondarchie tweeted:
I will not support this bloke—

meaning the Premier—
trying to lock you down in your home until September next year, 2021.

That was in reference to our debate yesterday in this place about the state-of-emergency extension. It
was an absolute piece of deliberate misinformation. Mr Ondarchie, you know very well that there was
absolutely no intent on the part of the government to lock anybody down in their home until September
2021. This is the kind of misinformation that those opposite are quite prepared to engage in in a
circumstance—
Mr Ondarchie: You just don’t get it, do you?
Ms STITT: I get it; I see it very clearly. In fact I replied to you that night, didn’t I—in a very
respectful, non-troll-like way, I would add.
So in a circumstance where we have needed bipartisanship in relation to the health messages to the
whole community during this pandemic we have not had that—we have not had bipartisanship. It is
interesting to note that Dr Bach called for that in summing up his contribution moments ago. ‘Let’s
have a bit of bipartisanship’, he said. Wow! Bring it on.
We have had, on 31 July, Michael O’Brien calling for tougher restrictions to do ‘whatever it takes’ to
stop the spread of this virus; 25 days later he was railing against the restrictions that are in place—
apparently they are outrageous and a power grab. We have seen a campaign on behalf of the
downtrodden golfers of Victoria, whose human rights were clearly being breached. We had a
campaign pushing parents and teachers to return to the classroom after the first term of remote learning.
We even had social media from those opposite around Mother’s Day, for goodness sake, blaming the
fact that people could not hug their mother in the middle of a global pandemic on the Premier. So
please, spare us your lectures about an inadequate pandemic health response, because that is what we
have been focused on, that is what this government has been focused on and that is what Minister
Mikakos has been focused on.
Last night we saw from those opposite a shameful attempt to take away the legal framework that would
be necessary to continue the appropriate health responses in relation to this pandemic.
A member interjected.
Ms STITT: It is not misleading the house. You voted against the extension of a state of emergency;
you even voted against the right to debate it in committee.
Members interjecting.
Ms STITT: I will move on, because clearly people are a little bit touchy about the role they played
last night.
Members interjecting.
Ms STITT: ‘Misleading the house’—goodness me.
We have also had some from the opposition and the crossbench flirting with this very callous notion
that this should all come down to a cost-benefit analysis, that vulnerable people in our community,
elderly people in our community, are somehow cannon fodder and the price that we have to pay for a
global pandemic to keep the economy open—
Members interjecting.
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Ms STITT: I sit on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee; I have heard it for days and
days on end.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, Acting President, I think Ms Stitt’s comments around some
vulnerable members in the community being cannon fodder are absolutely unparliamentary, and I
would ask you to ask the member to withdraw that outrageous claim.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Ms Stitt, to continue. There is no point of order.
Ms STITT: Thank you, Acting President.
So while we have been dealing with misinformation and flip-flopping around, whether we should be
open or whether we should be closed—the number of positions that those opposite have taken in the
course of the last six months is quite extraordinary—we have been listening to the public health
experts, and the response has been solely focused on their advice.
Until we have got a vaccine there is no other way in which we can manage this global pandemic. Until
a vaccine is in place we have got to continue the social distancing, we have got to continue the high
levels of testing in the community and we have to make sure that people who are testing positive are
isolating. We have to make sure that we get the numbers of positive cases down to a safe and small
level so that we can then reopen the economy, reopen the community, and do so in settings that will
ensure that we are not opening and closing, opening and closing, because everyone, I am sure,
regardless of their political persuasion, would agree that that would be a disaster for our community
and a disaster for our economy.
I just want to talk a little bit about some of the issues that have come out of this pandemic and the
reason why the government has put in place a number of important measures. In the Western
Metropolitan Region in that north-western corridor where I am from—or the area that I represent—
not only have we seen very high numbers of positive cases, but we have also seen large workplace
outbreaks in particularly vulnerable industries, such as aged care, abattoirs, distribution centres and
even in some call centres. One of the issues that has obviously contributed significantly to these
outbreaks is the insecure nature of many of the workers in those industries. The pandemic has laid bare
that insecurity. And not everyone has the luxury to be able to work from home. They do not all occupy
professions where that is an option for them, so they are in a position where they have to attend work.
They have to put themselves in risky situations and do everything they can to protect themselves and
their family.
Now, obviously throughout this pandemic we have seen a number of instances where unfortunately
the pressure, economically, on people in these insecure jobs has meant that they have not made the
best choices in some circumstances. That is why the government put in place a series of measures to
ensure that they were financially supported so that they could self-isolate and in turn help us get those
positive numbers down and stop the community transmission. That has involved putting in place a
number of important measures, including a one-off payment, a hardship payment of $1500, to workers
who are unable to work during their isolation and have no income and no access to sick leave or other
kinds of special pandemic leave. And that has impacted a large number of people in my region. In
addition to that, people who have taken a test and are waiting for their test results are eligible for a
$450 support payment until they get their test results through. As at 26 August more than
29 400 payments have been made, totalling nearly $11 million. So there was obviously a gap that
needed to be plugged in relation to people waiting for test results. There will be time when we get
through this crisis to tackle some of the key drivers of this pandemic of insecure work. That is
something that needs to be addressed in a systemic way.
Of course there are also people in our community that are doing it incredibly tough because they are
not eligible for any kind of federal government support. They are not covered by JobKeeper. It might
be because they are in a casual job, or it might be because they are in an industry that JobKeeper does
not apply to, such as local government; such as child care; such as the arts industry, because of the
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independent contractor arrangements that predominate in that industry—there are a range of different
examples. They might work for a company that through no fault of their own has got a company
ownership structure that means that a foreign entity is the dominant owner of the company and
therefore they are not eligible for JobKeeper. There are hundreds—actually thousands—of people in
Melbourne’s west in that situation who work for airlines and ground handlers at Melbourne Airport.
There are many, many people in the community in the region that I am from that are doing it really
tough at the moment. And that is why we are completely focused on getting this pandemic under
control—so that we can reopen in a safe and sustainable way so that we can actually start the really
hard work of rebuilding the economy and helping people rebuild their lives.
I am acutely aware of the impact that this is having on people in my community. It is heartbreaking.
Every one of us has dealt with people who have got desperate situations. Let us at least agree on that.
This is not about anyone in this room. It is not about an individual MP. It is not about our parties. This
actually should be above politics. This should be about putting every single effort, every good idea
and every piece of goodwill that we have to try to help the people in our communities who are in dire,
dire straits. None of us have ever dealt with a crisis of this magnitude in our lifetimes—never.
How do you think those people feel in our communities who have no voice and who do not know how
to navigate the bureaucracy to get the answers they need? They do not want to hear us in this place
squabbling about who said what when. They are not interested. They have contempt for all of that. So
in the very short time that I have got left I would like to simply say this: while the Liberals want to
spend time attacking the Minister for Health and our health team, I want to congratulate them for the
incredibly hard work that they have done to date in extraordinarily difficult circumstances. I want them
to be focused on making a difference for my community, for all our communities, to make sure that
we can actually get through this crisis and rebuild a community we can all be proud of.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:17): I will obviously be very brief. I too would actually
like to congratulate a lot of the workers at the Department of Health and Human Services who have
been working incredibly hard during this time. There is no road map for a pandemic. We do not know
the pathway. However, mistakes have been made, things have been mishandled, problems have
emerged and there have been issues at all levels. But it does not mean we do not need quarantine. We
had Ms Crozier voting against the state-of-emergency legislation, which would have ended quarantine.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PATTEN: I understand your position, Ms Crozier, but last night you voted against an extension
of the state of emergency that would have enabled quarantine. However, I actually support this motion.
House divided on motion:
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Production of documents
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (15:27): I move:
That this house, in accordance with standing order 11.01, requires the Leader of the Government to table in
the Council, on or before Tuesday, 15 September 2020, all briefs provided to or signed by the Victorian chief
health officer, the deputy chief health officer or delegate and all briefs provided to or signed by the Minister
for Health relating to the public health and other orders made under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008
and other acts, including the following gazetted COVID-19 response orders and directions:
(1)

Declaration of a State of Emergency;

(2)

Airport Arrivals Direction (18 March 2020);

(3)

Mass Gatherings Directions (18 March 2020);

(4)

Cruise Ship Docking Direction (19 March 2020);

(5)

Aged Care Facilities Directions (21 March 2020);

(6)

Mass Gatherings Direction (No. 2) (21 March 2020) (replacing Mass Gatherings Directions of
18 March 2020);

(7)

Non-essential Business Closure Directions (23 March 2020)—closure or limits on numbers, 4 square
meters provisions for pubs, bars, gyms, casino, cinemas, places of worship, et cetera;

(8)

Hospital Visitor Directions (23 March 2020);

(9)

Isolation (Diagnosis) Direction (25 March 2020);

(10)

Non-Essential Activity Directions (25 March 2020) (replacing Non-Essential Business Closure
Directions of 23 March 2020)—closure of entertainment facilities, places of worship, non-essential
retail, food and drink, et cetera, except for permitted operations;

(11)

Prohibited Gathering Directions (25 March 2020) (replacing Mass Gatherings Direction (No. 2) of
21 March 2020);

(12)

Non-essential Activity Direction (No. 2) (26 March 2020) (replacing Non-Essential Activity
Directions of 25 March 2020);

(13)

Revocation of Airport Arrivals and Cruise Ship Docking Directions (28 March 2020);

(14)

Stay at Home Directions (30 March 2020) (replacing Prohibited Gatherings Directions of 25 March
2020);

(15)

Restricted Activity Directions (30 March 2020) (replacing Non-Essential Activity Directions (No. 2)
of 26 March 2020);

(16)

Stay at Home Directions (No. 2) (2 April 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions of 30 March 2020);

(17)

Ministers of the Crown—Commissioning of the Crisis Council of Cabinet;

(18)

Pharmacists Supply on a Digital Image (PHEO #4) Public Health Emergency Order under section 22D
of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981—in force until midnight 6 October 2020;

(19)

Stay at Home Directions (No. 3) (7 April 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions (No. 2) of 2 April
2020)—provisions for childminding arrangements;

(20)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 2) (7 April 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions of
30 March 2020);

(21)

Care Facilities Directions (7 April 2020) (replacing Aged Care Facilities Direction of 21 March 2020);

(22)

Isolation (Diagnosis) Directions (No. 2) (13 April 2020) (replacing Isolation (Diagnosis) Directions of
26 March 2020);

(23)

Stay at Home Directions (No. 4) (13 April 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions (No. 3) of 7 April
2020);

(24)

Hospital Visitor Direction (No. 2) (13 April 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions of 23 March
2020);

(25)

Care Facilities Direction (No. 2) (13 April 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions of 7 April 2020);

(26)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 3) (13 April 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 2)
of 7 April 2020);
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(27)

Restricted Activity Direction (No. 4) (17 April 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Direction (No. 3)
of 13 April 2020);

(28)

Public Health Emergency Order under section 22D of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Act 1981;

(29)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 5) (24 April 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 4)
of 17 April 2020);

(30)

Order in Council made under section 55(2) of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981;

(31)

Restricting the Sale or Supply or Use of the Poison or Controlled Substance Hydroxychloroquine;

(32)

Pharmacists Supply on a Digital Image (PHEO #4 as Amended) Public Health Emergency Order
under section 22D of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981—in force until midnight
6 October 2020 (replacing PHEO #4 issued 7 April 2020);

(33)

Stay at Home Directions (No. 6) (11 May 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions (No. 5) of 11 May
2020);

(34)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 7) (11 May 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 6)
of 11 May 2020);

(35)

Diagnosed Persons and Close Contact Directions (11 May 2020);

(36)

Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 3) (11 May 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 2) of
13 April 2020);

(37)

Care Facilities Directions (No. 3) (11 May 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 2) of
13 April 2020);

(38)

Stay at Home Directions (No. 5) (11 May 2020) (replacing Stay at Home (No. 4) of 13 April 2020);

(39)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 6) (11 May 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 5)
of 24 April 2020);

(40)

Stay at Home Directions (No. 7) (24 May 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions (No. 6) of 11 May
2020);

(41)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 8) (24 May 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 7)
of 11 May 2020);

(42)

Stay Safe Directions (31 May 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions (No. 7) of 24 May 2020);

(43)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 9) (31 May 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 8)
of 24 May 2020);

(44)

Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 2) (31 May 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions of 11 May 2020);

(45)

Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 4) (31 May 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 3) of
11 May 2020);

(46)

Care Facilities Directions (No. 4) (31 May 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 3) of
11 May 2020);

(47)

Public Health Emergency Order under section 22D (PHEO #7) of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981—supply of Schedule 4 Prescription Only Medicines that may be in short supply;

(48)

Public Health Emergency Order under section 22G (PHEO #6) of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981—administer, supply or subscribe Schedule 8 poison;

(49)

Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 5) (16 June 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 4) of
31 May 2020);

(50)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 10) (21 June 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 9) of 31 May 2020);

(51)

Stay Safe Directions (No. 2) (21 June 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions of 31 May 2020);

(52)

Care Facilities Directions (No. 5) (21 June 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 4) of
31 May 2020);

(53)

Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 6) (21 June 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 5) of
16 June 2020);

(54)

Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 3) (21 June 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 2) of 31 May 2020);
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(55)

Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 4) (1 July 2020) (replacing Diagnosed Persons
and Close Contacts Directions (No. 3) of 21 June 2020);

(56)

Care Facilities Directions (No. 6) (1 July 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 5) of 21 June
2020);

(57)

Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 7) (1 July 2020) (replacing Hospital Visit Directions (No. 6) of
21 June 2020);

(58)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 11) (1 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 10) of 21 June 2020);

(59)

Stay Safe Directions (No. 3) (1 July 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 2) of 21 June 2020);

(60)

Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Postcodes) (1 July 2020);

(61)

Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Postcodes) (1 July 2020);

(62)

Area Directions (1 July 2020);

(63)

Detention Directions (12 Sutton Street, North Melbourne) (4 July 2020);

(64)

Detention Directions (12 Holland Street, North Melbourne) (4 July 2020);

(65)

Detention Directions (9 Pampas Street, North Melbourne) (4 July 2020);

(66)

Detention Directions (159 Melrose Street, North Melbourne) (4 July 2020);

(67)

Detention Directions (130 Racecourse Road, Flemington) (4 July 2020);

(68)

Detention Directions (126 Racecourse Road, Flemington) (4 July 2020);

(69)

Detention Directions (120 Racecourse Road, Flemington) (4 July 2020);

(70)

Detention Directions (76 Canning Street, North Melbourne) (4 July 2020);

(71)

Detention Directions (33 Alfred Street, North Melbourne) (4 July 2020);

(72)

Area Directions (No. 2) (4 July 2020) (replacing Area Directions of 1 July 2020);

(73)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 12) (8 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 11) of 1 July 2020);

(74)

Stay Safe Directions (No. 4) (8 July 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 3) of 1 July 2020);

(75)

Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (8 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity
Directions (Restricted Postcodes) of 1 July 2020);

(76)

Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (8 July 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions
(Restricted Postcodes) of 1 July 2020);

(77)

Area Directions (No. 3) (8 July 2020) (replacing Area Directions (No. 2) of 4 July 2020);

(78)

Revocation of Detention Directions (12 Sutton Street, North Melbourne) (9 July 2020);

(79)

Revocation of Detention Directions (12 Holland Court, Flemington) (9 July 2020);

(80)

Revocation of Detention Directions (9 Pampas Street, North Melbourne) (9 July 2020);

(81)

Revocation of Detention Directions (159 Melrose Street, North Melbourne) (9 July 2020);

(82)

Revocation of Detention Directions (130 Racecourse Road, Flemington) (9 July 2020);

(83)

Revocation of Detention Directions (126 Racecourse Road, Flemington) (9 July 2020);

(84)

Revocation of Detention Directions (120 Racecourse Road, Flemington) (9 July 2020);

(85)

Revocation of Detention Directions (76 Canning Street, North Melbourne) (9 July 2020);

(86)

Revocation of Detention Directions (33 Alfred Street, North Melbourne) (9 July 2020);

(87)

Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 2) (10 July 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions
(Restricted Areas) of 8 July 2020);

(88)

Stay Safe Directions (No. 5) (10 July 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 4) of 8 July 2020);

(89)

Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 5) (15 July 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 4) of 1 July 2020);

(90)

Care Facilities Directions (No. 7) (19 July 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 6) of 1 July
2020);

(91)

Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 8) (19 July 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 7) of
1 July 2020);
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(92)

Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 6) (19 July 2020);

(93)

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 13) (19 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 12) of 8 July 2020);

(94)

Stay Safe Directions (No. 6) (19 July 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 5) of 10 July 2020);

(95)

Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 2) (19 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity
Directions (Restricted Areas) of 8 July 2020);

(96)

Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 3) (19 July 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions
(Restricted Areas) (No. 2) of 10 July 2020);

(97)

Area Directions (No. 4) (19 July 2020) (replacing Area Directions (No. 3) of 8 July 2020);

(98)

Extension of Declaration of a State of Emergency—until 16 August 2020;

(99)

Care Facility Directions (No. 8) (22 July 2020) (replacing Care Facility Directions (No. 7) of 19 July
2020);

(100) Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 9) (22 July 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 8) of
19 July 2020);
(101) Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 7) (21 July 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 6) of 19 July 2020);
(102) Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 5) (15 July 2020);
(103) Restricted Activity Directions (No. 14) (21 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 13) of 19 July 2020);
(104) Stay Safe Directions (No. 7) (21 July 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 6) of 19 July 2020);
(105) Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 3) (22 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 2) of 19 July 2020);
(106) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 4) (22 July 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions
(Restricted Areas) (No. 3) of 19 July 2020);
(107) Public Health Emergency Order (PHEO #7) under section 22G of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 (28 July 2020)—extension of PHEO #7, 9 June 2020 until 31 December 2020;
(108) Stay Safe Directions (No. 8) (30 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions (No. 7) of 21 July
2020);
(109) Restricted Activity Directions (No. 15) (30 July 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 14) of 21 July 2020);
(110) Area Directions (No. 5) (30 July 2020) (replacing Area Directions (No. 4) of 19 July 2020);
(111) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 5) (30 July 2020) (replacing Stay at Home Directions
(Restricted Areas) (No. 4) of 22 July 2020);
(112) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 6) (2 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 5) of 30 July 2020);
(113) Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 4) (2 August 2020) (replacing Restricted
Activity Directions (No. 3) of 22 July 2020);
(114) Restricted Activity Directions (No. 16) (2 August 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 15) of 30 July 2020);
(115) Stay Safe Directions (No. 9) (2 August 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 8) of 30 July 2020);
(116) Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 5) (2 August 2020) (replacing Restricted
Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 4) of 2 August 2020);
(117) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 7) (2 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 6) of 2 August 2020);
(118) Care Facilities Directions (No. 9) (3 August 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 8) of
22 July 2020);
(119) Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Direction (No. 8) (3 August 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 7) of 21 July 2020);
(120) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 9) (5 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 8) of 2 August 2020);
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(121) Area Directions (No. 6) (5 August 2020) (replacing Area Directions (No. 5) of 30 July 2020);
(122) Permitted Worker Permit Scheme and Access to Onsite Childcare/Kindergarten Permit Scheme
Directions (5 August 2020);
(123) Workplace Directions (5 August 2020);
(124) Stay at Home Directions (Non-Melbourne) (5 August 2020) (replacing Stay Safe Directions (No. 9)
of 2 August 2020);
(125) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 8) (5 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 7) of 2 August 2020);
(126) Restricted Activity Directions (Non-Melbourne) (5 August 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity
Directions (No. 16) of 2 August 2020);
(127) Restricted Activity Directions (No. 6) (5 August 2020) (replacing Restricted Activity Directions
(No. 5) of 2 August 2020)—permitted work premises, permits;
(128) Permitted Worker Permit Scheme and Access to Onsite Childcare/Kindergarten Permit Scheme
Directions (No. 2) (8 August 2020) (replacing Permitted Worker Scheme Directions of 5 August
2020);
(129) Workplace (Additional Industry Obligations) Directions (8 August 2020);
(130) Workplace Directions (No. 2) (8 August 2020) (replacing Workplace Directions, of 5 August 2020);
(131) Workplace (Additional Industry Obligations) Directions (No. 2) (8 August 2020) (replacing
Workplace (Additional Industry Obligations) Directions of 8 August 2020);
(132) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 10) (8 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 9) of 5 August 2020);
(133) Workplace (Additional Industry Obligations) Directions (No. 3) (11 August 2020) (replacing
Workplace (Additional Industry Obligations) (No. 2) of 8 August 2020);
(134) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 11) (13 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 10) of 8 August 2020);
(135) Stay at Home Directions (Non-Melbourne) (No. 2) (13 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Non-Melbourne) of 5 August 2020);
(136) Restricted Activity Directions (Non-Melbourne) (No. 2) (13 August 2020) (replacing Restricted
Activity Directions (Non-Melbourne) of 5 August 2020);
(137) Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No.7) (13 August 2020) (replacing Restricted
Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 6) of 5 August 2020);
(138) Permitted Worker Permit Scheme and Access to Onsite Childcare/Kindergarten Permit Scheme
Directions (No. 3) (13 August 2020) (replacing Permitted Worker Permit Scheme (No. 2) of 8 August
2020);
(139) Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 9) (13 August 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 8) of 3 August 2020);
(140) Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 10) (16 August 2020) (replacing Hospital Visitor Directions (No. 9)
of 22 July 2020);
(141) Diagnosed Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 10) (16 August 2020) (replacing Diagnosed
Persons and Close Contacts Directions (No. 9) of 13 August 2020);
(142) Care Facilities Directions (No. 10) (16 August 2020) (replacing Care Facilities Directions (No. 9) of
3 August 2020);
(143) Permitted Worker Permit Scheme and Access to Onsite Childcare/Kindergarten Permit Scheme
Directions (No. 4) (16 August 2020) (replacing Permitted Worker Permit Scheme Directions (No. 3)
of 13 August 2020);
(144) Workplace Directions (Additional Industry Obligations) Directions (No. 4) (16 August 2020)
(replacing Workplace Direction (Additional Industry Obligations) Directions (No. 3) of 11 August
2020);
(145) Workplace Directions (No. 3) (16 August 2020) (replacing Workplace Directions (No. 2) of 8 August
2020);
(146) Stay at Home Directions (Non-Melbourne) (No. 3) (16 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Non-Melbourne) (No. 2) of 13 August 2020);
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(147) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 12) (16 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 11) of 13 August 2020);
(148) Restricted Activity Directions (Non-Melbourne) (No. 3) (16 August 2020) (replacing Restricted
Activity Directions (Non-Melbourne) (No. 2) of 13 August 2020);
(149) Restricted Activity Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 8) (16 August 2020) (replacing Restricted
Activity Directions (No. 7) of 13 August 2020);
(150) Area Directions (No. 7) (16 August 2020) (replacing Area Directions (No. 6) of 5 August 2020);
(151) Extension of Declaration of a State of Emergency (16 August 2020), effective from 11:59 pm on
16 August until 11:59 pm on 13 September 2020; and
(152) Stay at Home Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 13) (20 August 2020) (replacing Stay at Home
Directions (Restricted Areas) (No. 12) of 16 August 2020).

I am pleased to be able to rise and speak to the motion that Mr Davis gave notice of in relation to
requiring the Leader of the Government to table in the Council all briefs provided to or signed by the
Victorian chief health officer, the deputy chief health officer or delegate and all briefs provided to or
signed by the Minister for Health relating to the public health and other orders made under the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and other acts. The motion includes the gazetted COVID-19 response
orders and directions, and they are numbered 1 to 152.
The reason I say that is that we have heard a lot about transparency and the government wanting to
speak to the public in relation to what they are doing, but I remind members that in Labor’s values, in
their manifesto before they came to power in 2014, they said this:
The right to govern is a privilege and it must never be taken for granted. Governments must also be honest
and transparent—

and it goes on to say a few other things. That is my point: ‘honest and transparent’. As we are in this
crisis where we have had many, many issues, Victorians have worked extremely hard to try and assist
in the aim to suppress COVID-19. Everybody has worked with that aim, but they have grown tired of
it because of the lack of transparency by the government, and they are not trusting the government.
They are not actually listening to the government, which is really concerning, because that is what we
need to do to get us out of this mess.
We have just had my previous motion that I moved in relation to the concerns about the failures, in
particular in hotel quarantine and contact tracing, and as I said previously, and as I will continue to
say, the reason Victoria is in this mess is because of the breaches and because of the catastrophic
failures in contact tracing that have led to widespread community transmission. Through that we have
got this devastation that is occurring right across the state and affecting so many—every Victorian,
every Victorian—and now we hear the devastating news that Australia is in recession again. Australia
is really taking a hit, and Victoria has led to that economic position.
So there is much to do in terms of the health response, and all of these directives relate to the health
response in relation to some of those issues, but they also point to other areas: work permits, what we
can and cannot do, who can work, who is restricted, the curfews and why we are in this lockdown. I
think every Victorian has a right to understand these decisions—that the information be provided. We
have seen throughout this pandemic that when we have asked for information it has not always been
provided. FOIs have been denied. If I refer to the classic—which I think is a classic—Cedar Meats, a
pretty reasonable request to have that FOI released, and it was blanked out. Thirteen pages were
blanked out by the minister.
So this is the minister in charge, and I think that all Victorians deserve to understand why these
directives were made—what were the briefs, what were the reasons—so that we can understand. We
discussed this issue last night in the house, and the reason we want to be in house is to be able to
understand any extended state of emergency. Well, we have got one now for six months
unquestioned—well, it will be unquestioned because of the legislation that was passed last night.
Victorians deserve to understand what is going on, and so I request that the government do support
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my motion in providing this information in the interests of transparency, in the interests of all
Victorians, so that they understand exactly the reasons why the government has made the decisions,
controversial or not.
It is incredibly important for the community to have confidence in what the government is doing, and
we know it is being lost. Everybody knows that. We have all received thousands of emails from
concerned citizens that have not understood largely a whole range of issues. But they are concerned,
and they want the information. They deserve the information. They have every right to have the
information about why governments are making these decisions—very, very restrictive decisions. Let
us not forget these are the harshest restrictions of any jurisdiction in Australia, and they have failed
because we are in this mess.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER: And I hear Ms Shing having sort of a smart alec comment over there about
hydroxychloroquine. Again, people do want to have the information about what is going on.
Ms Shing: On a point of order, Acting President, there was no smart-alecky comment being made
about hydroxychloroquine at all. Ms Crozier, if you would like to repeat back to me what it was—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Ms Shing, that is—
Ms Shing: I am being verballed and I would in fact ask that you perhaps bring yourself back to the
motion rather than trying to eavesdrop on what other people are talking about.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): There is no point of order. Please continue.
Ms CROZIER: I think Ms Shing is very sensitive about the concerns that Victorians have—about
the concerns Victorians have for the government’s direction, for what they are saying and what they
are imposing upon them.
Again I say we are in the harshest restrictions of any state or territory. We are the only state or territory
in this mess. Victorians quite rightly do not want to be treated like they have been, like they are being
lectured to. The government and the Premier are saying, ‘It’s your fault, people, that we’re in this
mess’. No, it is not. The government has failed—we have just had the motion I moved before about
contact tracing—spectacularly failed in hotel quarantine, in contact tracing and a range of other issues.
So Victorians quite rightly deserve that transparency, and I go back to the Labor Party values:
Governments must also be honest and transparent.

So if you have got nothing to fear, nothing to hide, then all of these briefs, all of these documents, will
be released in the interests of all Victorians.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Are we closing for a clean now? Mr Leane, before the
clean.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (15:34): I do not know if that is something to do with me, as far
as getting the call goes. I am happy to respond. So far as this motion calls for many, many documents,
the government does not oppose the house calling for documents at all. We believe it is this house’s
democratic right to call for documents from the government, so unless something is deemed cabinet
in confidence or commercial in confidence our government has a good record in actually delivering
on calls for paperwork.
I have been around a while. I was old 10 years ago, so I can say I was around when Ms Crozier and
Mr Finn were sitting on this side of the chamber. There were 21 coalition members that formed the
government in here, and I remember there were six document motions that actually got voted up.
Every other one of them was voted down.
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There has been a lot of conversation about democracy—who are the champions of democracy and
who are not—in the last few days. But the record shows that when the coalition was in government,
only six motions were passed—six motions were passed that called for documents. Only three of those
motions were delivered on. So even after accepting six, it could only deliver on half of what was
accepted.
As I said, whether it is a good thing or a bad thing, I have been around here for quite a while. I was
even here when general business was called ‘opposition business’. When I came in I think a number
of Greens came in, and naturally this was changed to ‘general business’. I wish it was still called
opposition business, because the opposition’s business of late has been intriguing. The opposition
internally of late has been just wonderful to watch. There are TV shows where there is this young
bloke, who cannot even manage to pick his nose properly, who apparently took over the whole
Victorian Liberal branch, was running the whole branch and targeting people. It might have been a bit
of chest beating, because he probably did not have the ability to do it. He was targeting members of
this chamber, saying they were going to be replaced by—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, Acting President, I am quite amused by Mr Leane’s contribution.
He has really gone off the rails here in terms of talking about internal party matters. Look, you have
had your fair share of it. You have lost a minister—you have lost three ministers actually. They got
sacked. I just ask Mr Leane to come back to the motion, if he would not mind.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): As lead speaker, Mr Leane, you can travel fairly
broadly, but let’s try and stick to the motion.
Mr LEANE: I think—
Mr Finn: Let’s talk about the grand final in Brisbane.
Mr LEANE: Mr Finn, that could be the worst audition for the Masked Singer ever, because I am
not too sure what you were singing then.
I take up the interjection that the Labor Party has not had a stellar record of recent times. I remember
that the opposition were quite buoyed about this.
Just briefly as an aside, the thing that got me is that there is this document from the far right of the
Liberal Party, but Mr Finn was not far right enough. I have actually always suspected that. I am sure I
saw him order the carrot parmigiana in the dining room one evening, so I suspect that he is just a treehugging hippie and all this far right stuff is just a put on. It is amazing. Mr Finn—what more can he
do? He works at it. He is the best at it, and then he is not far right enough. It just absolutely amazes
me.
I think the cleaners are waiting, so I do not want to go too much further. I think this is an amazing
motion. It takes up six pages in the notice paper. I cannot remember a motion this long since maybe
back in Peter Kavanagh’s days. He set a number of precedents, apparently, in his time.
There is another thing around democracy where they are asking for 152 documents but when they
were in government they could not even hand over three. I think it is important that we all take into
account that history is not that long in this place and some of us are quite old and we remember a lot
of things. I would just be saying to the opposition, maybe next time they start beating their chests about
what champions of democracy they are, could they just spare me.
Sitting suspended 3.41 pm until 3.57 pm.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:57): In rising to speak to this motion today and
listening to the debate on the last motion, it would be wonderful if we actually received a response and
directions from the chief health officer (CHO) on all of this information. From the debate last night, it
was very clear from my community that they would like to see the detail. They would like to see the
detail behind all the decision-making that the government has done thus far.
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Last night it would have been great during the committee stage if we were able to have the opportunity
to raise questions on behalf of the community. There were many questions that I had—being, you
know, from emails, from Facebook comments, from personal messages—questions that you would
think are quite simple, but the community want to know the rationale behind the decision-making from
the government. They would like to know why the government has chosen 10 people to go to a funeral.
They want to know why in regional Victoria, where currently there are not very many cases, they are
not able to have 20 people at a funeral. They would like to know why and what the rationale is that
children are counted at a funeral, especially when they ring up that hotline or they call the local police
station—because there are many people who do not want to go against the chief health officer’s orders
and they want to do the right thing and they want to do it safely. They want to understand, if they
actually travel from Elwood to Ballarat to see a dying relative, how they can actually do that or, when
they approach the stops on our freeways, what they should be able to say and how they will be able to
get past those checkpoints.
It is pretty clumsy at the moment to go to a Department of Health and Human Services website. A lot
of people do have that ability, but there are a lot of people in my community for whom English is their
second language. They do not necessarily have the ability or skills to navigate a website. Even during
these times they might not have the internet availability or the printer availability or the ink—all those
things. There have been many in my community who I have downloaded documents for from the
DHHS website. I have printed documents for them. But also those simple questions to my office from
the community are: ‘What does this actually mean? What I’m reading from the DHHS website—is
this what it means? Is this the right way? Am I interpreting that correctly, and will I get in trouble if I
do what I think would fall under the category of a carer or under compassionate reasons to see someone
in palliative care or someone who is dying?’. That is why earlier today I raised those issues around the
coronavirus hotline and being able to have those measures in place to have someone who can rise to
be able to make those decisions—they do not just have to fall on the minister’s desk or the Premier’s
desk—for reasons of compassion, and those decisions are made at that time.
I respect the Premier for last week giving compassionate grounds for a newborn baby to attend a
funeral. But in all respect, Premier, why are children included in the numbers to go to a funeral,
especially when most of those children live under the same roof? They would be travelling in the same
car, and to think that you would suggest to parents—and this is what is suggested to them—‘Go and
find other means to have your child babysat while you attend that funeral’. Now, that does not make
any sense to me, CHO—to actually put a child into the care of somebody else while they attend a
funeral. You would expect that those children would be sitting at the back of that room. Those funeral
parlours have the social distancing measures in place. They are quite large. They are used to having
hundreds of people at funerals, so you could have 10 adults and a bunch of children. I consider that
anyone under 18 is there because of their parents. That would allow the adults that are in that room to
have people there for them in their time of need during these funerals.
It has been very sad for me to be part of many funerals that I have watched online and to see only
10 people there and to know that the majority of those 10 people that are there probably—and they
do—live under the same roof. As I said yesterday—and I will continue on—I continue to wait for this
government to be more nimble, to be more compassionate, to understand those grey areas, not to just
be black and white, and to understand that it does not make sense when people live under the same
roof to suggest to them that they have someone else care for their children while they attend a funeral.
What is the rationale to come up with that magic number of 10 or the magic number of 20 and to
actually have in place these blanket rules that do not make sense? And especially for those in regional
Victoria they do not make sense at this time. Why isn’t there a flexible, nimble response, from regional
Victoria to our hotspots?
Now, the government much earlier in this piece were having those nimble responses. They understood.
My West Footscray community, my Maidstone community, were considered a bit of a hotspot at one
particular time, and the government came in and wanted to do extensive testing at that particular time.
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I did feel at that time that there was going to be a proportionate response to the problem, but it would
seem that the proportionate response and being nimble and actually having the CHO’s advice, which
actually makes sense to people, has not been the case of late.
I would hope that when we go forward from this weekend on, from 13 September on, that we actually
start looking at this next six months. You have six months to actually have those plans in place, to
even look globally at what is being done and what is being done well in the way of having a green
response or an amber response or a red response, and people can understand those restrictions and
when those restrictions are called because of what the threat is of that virus in that particular area at
that particular time.
But some of the contributions that I have even heard today are not what the community wants to
continue to hear from this government. They do not want every morning to hear a list of figures. They
do not want to hear that list of figures. They actually want to hear communication that they can actually
use on the day. I would like to hear from the Minister for Health and others—from the CHO, or from
other people in the medical fraternity, from mental health experts or GPs and others that are working
on the front line—on their learnings, as well as the global learnings that have been learned in other
parts of this world that are looking after COVID-positive patients.
Their learnings are things like this: that people who have vitamin D deficiency, if they get COVID,
actually are going to struggle with COVID-19. So why are we not out there ensuring that our
community knows this? And where is the health response of saying, ‘People who are vitamin D
deficient, here we go. Come and get your vitamin D supplements’ or ‘Please, this 1 hour of exercising
is not only for your health, it is actually to help you in these COVID times’; actually explaining to
people that if they have obesity at this time, if they get COVID-19, they will struggle; and actually
saying that to the community? Give them the tools that they can have to make sure that if they get
COVID-19 they will be able to survive this—the reasons why people should be eating healthily or
looking at their diet. Because we can all see online the amount of people who are drinking too much,
that are actually saying how they are hitting the fridge a lot. We can also see from our waste experts
the amount of takeaway food in our recycling bins. The waste industry has come out and has explained
that during these COVID times the amount of waste that we are producing because we are sitting at
home has been enormous. The recycling bins are overflowing. Obviously the medical bins are
overflowing, but the commercial and office waste has been reduced.
We can see this, but have we got that proportionate response, that holistic health response, to actually
say to people, ‘You know what? During these times—during the COVID-19 time—you need to look
at your weight. You need to look at the way you are eating, because you need to boost your immunity
at this time, and eating a healthy diet is one way of making sure that if you do get COVID-19 it might
be a mild case, and if you actually have vitamin D in your system’? But these health messages also
should be towards the people who have disabilities and have mobility problems as well. They might
not be going on that 1-hour walk, but to encourage them to leave their four walls and to go and sit in
the sun for 10 minutes would be fantastic for their health at this current time with vitamin D deficiency,
as would encouraging them to actually look at eating healthily rather than the quick grabs of food, the
quick takeaways. It is about explaining that when you are buying Uber Eats and takeaway, when you
are buying take-out, there is a large amount of salt and there is a large amount of sugar that is provided
in those. You are not controlling your meals, not like when you are cooking something at home for
yourself, which is quick and easy. And we are missing this at this time. We are missing the tools that
we could be giving our community to make sure that they can survive COVID-19 at this time.
But what I heard earlier today with the contributions that I heard around continuing with the statistics,
and then talking about how my fellow member in Western Metro was saying that when she is going
shopping she sees the fear in other people’s eyes—the fear in people’s eyes is not about COVID-19.
It is because they have been locked up and mentally are struggling at this time. They are walking
around, struggling mentally. I am not walking around in fear that I am going to catch COVID-19. I
know that I have washed my hands. I know I am wearing a mask. I know that I have got good hygiene
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practices in place. I know that I am reading the medical research and watching what is happening
across the globe, and I am taking those measures and making sure that my family is safe. I wish for
this government to do the same in the way of their messaging to my community rather than constantly
with these numbers—constantly thinking that you are fearmongering to a disease rather than giving
the community the tools to be able to look after themselves during this time.
Now, my community is wonderful. At the very start of this pandemic they came out when it came
down to lockdown, making sure that they could socially connect to each other via social media. But
that gets a bit thin after a while. After you have watched all of Netflix, after you have FaceTimed half
a dozen of your friends and family, the fatigue of actually sitting in front of a screen gets to you,
absolutely gets to you. That is why what Ms Patten raised a couple of weeks back around the New
Zealand approach to having those social bubbles is vitally important.
So why are we not listening to the experts that know about mental health and know about the problems
that people face when they are locked up? That research and that scientific data is there. It has been
around forever, from people who have been locked up in refugee camps and the children that are
locked up in that manner and from others that are not socialised properly and the isolation that a lot of
people feel. We could actually be putting those tools in place to make sure that people during this time
are not losing their minds—because they are, in so many ways, shapes and forms. We know this by
the suicides. I must say when I raised these questions last week to get a response, to turn around and
tell me that the suicide rate is the same as it was last year, those figures—I do not know how you have
turned that into that.
Ms Stitt: They were the coroner’s figures.
Dr CUMMING: Exactly the same? Wow. Well, you know what? Somehow, by a miracle, I am
seeing so many people more than I normally would see suiciding. And I would probably say there
would be a lot of people in this room that would probably know someone in the last six months that
has. Yes? And if you can tell me that that was like that 12 months ago or the year before that, I would
struggle. We are losing people the way that we are losing them. So yes, you can spin the figures which
way you want, you can send out that kind of messaging, but the community is feeling it. And they
know it via sitting on Facebook and watching other families that are suffering and not being able to be
there for them—only on a medium via a phone or FaceTime or the like.
I guess you all know that I am not always completely doom and gloom. There have been things that
have come out of this experience which have been lovely to watch. It has been lovely to watch the
amount of people in the community walking around and going through their parks, riding their bikes
and actually having the time that they would not normally have because they are jumping in the car
and going to work. They would not normally have the same amount of time to walk around their local
neighbourhoods and streets. That has been a wonderful thing to see. It is an experience that I have only
ever seen in Europe, because they are very much about ‘Sunday is family day’, and you see that. We
are seeing that on a daily basis now. I would hope that in the future somehow we can keep that going—
that we look at the way that we work and look at a way that can allow people to feel that they can
continue on doing some of the wonderful things, in the way of walking and riding and the positives,
that people are doing now.
I will also say that there are a lot of people who during this time have lost weight and have been
exercising. There are a lot of people who during this time have done a lot of soul-searching and
reflecting and are looking after themselves a lot better, probably because they are not rushed off their
feet or whatever the situation has been. They are looking after themselves better. It would be great if
the government had that messaging for everybody and did not just have a bunch of numbers. And my
community would really love some really clear directions around some of the measures that we have
in place and the rationale for them and reasons they have come about, because things are not just black
and white; there are a lot of grey areas.
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I would also like to touch on some of the other parts of what Mr Davis is requesting today which my
community do want to have. They want to know where we have failed and what failings we have
made in the way of protecting our vulnerable. That is only to say that hopefully from understanding
where things went wrong we can improve on that and in the future that will not happen again. I do
agree with other members that have risen today to say that they do not want this situation to be a
political football, that they want us all to work together. The community wants to work together. They
do not want the blame game.
But they do want people, when they make mistakes, to actually own up to those mistakes, be
accountable and fix those mistakes. My community will be very forgiving of anyone who actually
shows a mistake and rectifies it. But if there is a mistake that has been made and they pretend that it is
not there and sweep it under a carpet, my community will not be so forgiving. My community will not
be so forgiving of dishonesty or deception. Deception is just another form of lying. They want brutal
honesty. They want brutal transparency. They want brutal detail so they can actually understand how
this government has arrived at their decisions. They also want that detail to be given to their members
of Parliament so we can be part of this decision-making process, so we can actually value-add.
I do not want to be oppositional. I do not want to pick on anyone. I want to value-add, I truly do, for
the betterment of my community as well as to be able to represent my community wholeheartedly and
fully. So I want to have this information before us not just for me as a member of Parliament but for
the whole community to be able to read through this, to understand the directions and to understand
the reasons why the CHO and others have arrived at their decisions. In this time of the World Wide
Web, when there is so much information to be had, as well as during these times when there is a lot of
misinformation out there, why not give the community all of the information that you have come up
with your decisions from? In actual fact they are deserving of this. They have paid for this via their
taxes. Allow them to be the judges of our decisions and the government’s decisions—and the CHO’s
decisions, to be quite frank, because they pay his wages, they pay my wages and they pay everyone’s
wages here. I know I pay my wages via my own taxes, and I believe that they deserve to have this
information in front of them so they can actually see how this has all come about. And, like I said, it
is not for fault-finding; it is for the very reason of seeing if there are gaps, how we can improve them
and how we can improve them very quickly so those mistakes will not be made again.
So I hope today, just like yesterday, that the government actually does hear from me and from others
and is not fearful to actually put this information out into the community, to allow my community and
others to see all this information, to allow them to understand—and also for history’s sake. If we are
not full and frank as a Parliament during this time, we will be in a position where history might repeat
itself and mistakes may occur again. I would hope that this government also has actually looked at
what occurred a hundred years ago and has looked at, back in that time, what those parliamentarians
left for us, hopefully so that we would be able to learn from that.
It would have been great in 2008 if there had been a pandemic plan drawn up. It would be great if we
saw that as a number one priority and if we worked very hard to make sure of it, even though I have
heard others today say, ‘No-one has experienced a pandemic before; there’s no real road map’. But
you know what? There are a lot of experts out there, and there are other learnings that we can have
from around the world, because this is a global pandemic. Others are learning at the same time as we
are, and we can actually make sure that our community is in a better position in the next six months if
we actually have a plan that is communicated to the community but also if we are not just informing
the community of what the plan is. Get them to be part of the plan. Consult with the community: ‘Is
this exactly what you see as what you need and you want?’. And maybe put out to the community,
‘What is missing?’, because what is missing is those compassionate grounds, the grey areas.
It would seem that, if one person comes to me—and I do not know about thousands—with a set of
concerns that they have, there must be others that have gone through that same experience of ringing
the local police station and being just given a blanket ‘Now, if you can stay at home, stay at home’,
rather than them actually being in a position to make that executive decision of, ‘Wow, these are your
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circumstances. Okay, this is my number. If you get stopped, this is who you should say you spoke to’.
Or when they are ringing up that COVID hotline: ‘Yes, the general inquiries, but wait a minute, you’ve
got something more complicated. Wait one moment, I’ll just put you through to a supervisor’ or ‘This
is a bit of a case manager for you. You’ve got complicated issues and problems. These are the things
that we can do for you’. I would hope that those are the measures that have been taking place. But no,
people are being told to go to a DHHS website where, quite frankly, most people do not understand
what they are trying to interpret, and these are the lucky ones that have that access, know how to
navigate the web, know how to navigate that website.
There are plenty in my community that do not have that access, nor do they watch Facebook for 1 or
2 hours when the Premier gives his daily updates. There are a lot of people in the community who are
not watching that. So how are you reaching them? That is the reason why we have the situation that
we have, because the communication is not getting through—not to everybody in the way that it should
be getting through. Then if you are talking about our youth population, is Facebook the medium for
the youth of today? No, it is not. It is Instagram; it is TikTok. I would like to see the Premier on TikTok.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (16:27): You know what, it has been a very wideranging set of
contributions to this particular documents motion this morning, and I want to take us back a couple of
steps to the point at which Minister Leane sat down and we exited the chamber, because his was a
very pithy contribution as the lead speaker in a government response. The 3 minutes that he was on
his feet were unforgettable. They were in fact so unforgettable that we required not just a mental break
of about 10 minutes but a physical cleansing of the environment within which we operate. So powerful
was his contribution that it left an indelible mark on this chamber.
On a serious note, I want to give a shout-out to the cleaning staff who have worked so hard to make
sure that the facilities at Parliament in the course of this sitting week, not just here in the Legislative
Council but also across the way in the other place, are maintained to the highest standards during these
incredibly surreal and difficult circumstances. I think the chamber here was cleaned at least four times
yesterday. We have had at least three cleanses today, and that work goes on.
That aside, and Mr Leane’s 3-minute contribution aside, I want to go to the content of Mr Davis’s
motion. I feel like it is one of those well-worn karaoke songs that you get up and belt out, like Total
Eclipse of the Heart or something, in a country pub on a Saturday night after a couple of ciders and a
bit of egging on from your mates. Documents motions are another gem of this place that we get to turn
our minds to on a Wednesday afternoon, and to that end responding to requests from the opposition
that they would never, ever, ever have countenanced when they were in government.
But to both of you following along at home, there is good news afoot, because the Andrews
government has been particularly thorough in providing information and documents to this place since
being re-elected in 2014, unless there has been a compelling reason relating, for example, to cabinet
in confidence or to the operation of a specific species of privilege or to commercial in confidence. And
gee, Mr Davis and I have got a shared history of debating the merit of those sorts of applications for
the production of documents. It is a rich history that I share with Mr Davis. It is almost like we have
been through the plot of The Shawshank Redemption together, wrangling over our respective positions
and digging our way through the procedures as the clock winds down in the Parliament until we both
get to a resolution of our respective positions that remains unchanged after all this time.
The bottom line is Mr Davis wants a whole lot of stuff and he is not afraid to list it in excruciating
detail on the notice paper. I am quite confident that if ever we needed to demonstrate in this place
support for the Australian paper industry, a motion like this would do it and do it in good stead, because
this is a motion of 152 specific requests in subject matter. They are listed in exhaustive detail. But
beyond that what Mr Davis is seeking, as set out in motion 362 on the notice paper, is not just those
directions, those declarations and those documents as gazetted under the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008 and other acts, including those listed, what he is in fact looking for—and again Mr Davis
turns to this form of documents request like a tenant going back to the Hotel California; he can check
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out any time he likes but he can never leave—is classes of documents that are so wide that in fact they
may well, if the entire context of the classes of documents were to be interrogated, analysed, sorted,
duplicated and provided, require the entirety of the Public Record Office Victoria and probably half a
dozen compactuses to process. These are:
… all briefs provided to or signed by the Victorian Chief Health Officer, the Deputy Chief Health Officer, or
delegate and all briefs provided to or signed by the Minister for Health relating to the public health and other
orders …

that is, ‘relating to’. It does not actually have to be a direct link. There may well be an indirect
connection that is being sought. Pink champagne on ice, Mr Davis. We are indeed at the Hotel
California, because you are still asking for documents which are so wideranging as to be impossible
in the nature of the request. Again, forgive me, what was it:
Mirrors on the ceiling
The pink champagne on ice
… ‘we are all just prisoners here, of our own device’ …

Well, indeed, I am a prisoner of motion 362 on the notice paper, because Mr Davis again is looking to
be given the world. It is not just about the declarations and the documents and the decisions that are
listed that were in fact the subject of debate in this very place just last night. It is despite the fact that
we have got Minister Mikakos on the record being very clear, not just in the committee stage of the
amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (State of Emergency Extension and
Other Matters) Bill 2020, which those opposite did not even want to debate in the first place, but in a
very clear set of statements from the minister in the summing up that indicate very clearly, without a
shadow of a doubt, that the minister is very happy to provide information, context, advice and briefings
in relation to advice given by or provided to the minister from or by the chief health officer, their
delegate or indeed the deputy chief health officer.
You would have thought that in fact before coming to the chamber today to bring this particular motion
before the house Mr Davis might well have reconsidered his position to press ahead with the precious
time being used in general business to debate this particular motion. But no. He is not even here, and
it is a great shame. I hope you are watching, Mr Davis. I hope you are one of the two people watching
and following along with interest this particular debate, because if you are—this is a bit like love songs
and dedications, isn’t it—this one is for you, Mr Davis. I do not want to do a piece to camera, but I am
very happy to go down that path if indeed the situation requires that.
The bottom line is you just have to actually ask for information, and that is in fact what the crossbench
did in the course of the debate on last night’s bill and the briefings and the preparation and the
negotiations about what occurred yesterday. You can actually, as Dr Cumming indicated in her
contribution—her very wideranging, comprehensive and in-depth contribution—earlier this afternoon
on this documents motion, hop online and there are a variety of search engines. I do not want to give
any free advertising to those people who are following along, because Lord knows they can get that
through all sorts of sponsorships. There was some rumour about the federal government being
involved in the elevation of links, but I will not go into that today with the time that we have left.
What I want to do, though, is just assure you, Mr Davis, again directly down the barrel of that camera
that I am looking up to now, in the 57th Parliament—which, Mr Davis, you were part of; I am not sure
if everyone else is prepared to honour your legacy in the same way that I am about to, but for the
avoidance of any doubt—the Legislative Council passed six documents motions. Six. We have had a
range of debates in the 58th and 59th parliaments, but back in the 57th Parliament you only provided
documents in part, not in whole, for three of those motions. And for the other three you gave us
nothing; you gave us doughnuts. We got zip, zilch, nada. Actually, what was that song? Ultravox,
wasn’t it, Vienna?—‘This means nothing to me’. That in fact should have been the song for the
coalition in the course of responding to documents motions when it was last in government.
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It did not provide any documents in response to requests by Labor seeking orders for documents on
ambulance response times, and Mr Davis was at the front line. The Prime Minister may have said, ‘I
don’t hold a hose, mate’, but when he was health minister Mr Davis was holding the hand sanitiser.
He was in a position to actually be part of a discussion on providing documents around ambulance
response times. This chamber, which was then headed up by the coalition, was in a position to provide
documents sought by the then Labor opposition around the Patrick Stevedores relocation and also the
old chestnut that we know and love and that will cause anyone playing Legislative Council bingo to
leap from their chair in excitement: the east–west link business case.
Mr O’Donohue: On a point of order, Acting President, Ms Shing in her opening remarks did make
the observation, the accurate observation, that this has been a wideranging debate, but now Ms Shing
is straying into areas with absolutely no relevance whatsoever to the motion that Mr Davis has moved.
It is a clear attempt by the government to filibuster and waste the non-government parties’ time on a
Wednesday, and given the way the Parliament has not been sitting in recent months, that is simply I
think disgraceful. I would ask you to call Ms Shing back to the motion before the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. If you could move back
to the documents motion.
Ms SHING: Sure. It is a shame that Mr O’Donohue was not listening earlier, because what I did
refer very specifically to was the nature of actions, decisions and outcomes that can be provided in
response to documents motions. I would be very clear with Mr O’Donohue and with anyone else
following along through the camera—hi again, Mr Davis; I hope you are well—that in fact the basis
for the provision of documents is limited, at least as far as a Labor government is concerned, to
exclusion of classes of documents, for example, as they may relate, unlike those opposite when they
were in government, to commercial in confidence, to privileges that might apply and to cabinet in
confidence.
So the great challenge here with the voluminous, expansive list that has been provided in that notice
paper is not in fact made the most expansive as a result of that 152-subsection list; it is the precursor
paragraph. So what I would encourage Mr Davis and indeed anyone else from the opposition to do
where they are seeking to have documents provided is to provide a context which invites a conclusion
other than that this information is being sought either for an improper purpose or in fact for a purpose
other than in the public interest—and gee, Mr Davis, we have covered that terrain in our time as well,
haven’t we—or in fact in a way that seeks to provide information that will not serve any purpose at all
and will in fact waste time, resources and engagement for reasons that may be entirely of the
opposition’s own making.
As I indicated earlier in my contribution, the government, at least the Andrews Labor government,
provides information, provides transparency, provides as much clarity as possible. As indicated earlier,
the minister is on the record in this place fewer than 24 hours ago making it abundantly clear that there
will be an enhanced, more specific, more general, more thorough, more transparent, more accountable
level of information provided to this chamber, provided by way of advice, briefings, updates and
information about the subject matter which is contemplated by this particular motion. And try as he
might to confound this process with a motion this voluminous, Mr Davis cannot beat the clock around
the fact that the minister got to this point a day in advance of his request now, as we are debating it.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (16:42): I must say that is a hard act to follow from Ms Shing.
I would like to be able to reach into my own hits and memories and come up with a few choice verses,
but obviously iso has done wonders for Ms Shing’s wit, and certainly having many, many debates
over documents with Mr Davis across the chamber has also honed her particular forensic skills. I pay
tribute to that, as I am sure the three people watching at home do. You are selling yourself short,
Ms Shing. There might be a whole cult following now after that, so we take our hats off to you all
enjoying this at home.
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But this is of course a serious debate on what is a very serious couple of days for the Legislative
Council in which all of the members in this place turn their minds in the most solemn of ways to
grappling with the issues facing not just this state but the globe—the impact of COVID-19 on our
lives, on our families, on our health, on our loved ones, on our businesses and on our economy. Those
influences and those impacts are deep, they are frightening and they are long lasting. I know in the cut
and thrust of this debate, at the heart of everybody in this room we have the Victorians who are
suffering, suffering every day, losing loved ones, losing jobs and losing their way of life. While we
may disagree across the chamber, I know that all of our hearts are there, and as we talk on a day in
which Australia has progressed into a recession, that is where our hearts and minds firmly must be.
There is no doubt that this is a terrible time for Victorians. People are really suffering, and in that
time—absolutely—they must be given access to information and to timely updates. They must be
given access to experts, they must be given access to services, and that is precisely what the Andrews
Labor government is doing. And if we just rattle off some of those things that are happening on a daily
basis, I would like to highlight in particular the daily press conference that is occurring with the
Premier. I think we are on to day 53—
Ms Shing: Sixty-two.
Ms GARRETT: Day 62, and the Premier goes and answers every single question that is asked and
stands before Victorians every day. As significantly, we have the chief health officer or one of the
CHO’s deputies who comes every single day, and the CHO acquits himself before the Victorian public
and explains his decisions.
Mr O’Donohue: On a point of order, Acting President, again it is clear the government’s plan is
to filibuster and waste time, and with the greatest respect to Ms Garrett, her comments about how
many press conferences the Premier does or what the CHO says are irrelevant to the documents motion
before the house. I would ask you to bring her back to the motion before us.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. I do note that most of the
documents being requested are documents provided by the chief health officer, so that would suggest
that mention of the chief health officer’s provision of information would fit broadly within this motion.
Mr O’Donohue: Further to the point of order, Acting President, what the chief health officer says
at press conferences and what the Premier says at press conferences and how many days in a row he
does press conferences are not what is before the house. What is before the house is a documents
motion from Mr Davis about those matters.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you. The oracle that is the Clerk notes that there
was very little preamble into this documents motion, which is unusual, so it is specifically only on the
documents. However, given that it is unusual, it is understandable that people were using it to speak
on the chief health officer. But could you speak to the documents, Ms Garrett.
Ms GARRETT: Certainly I will speak to the documents. But the motion is about the Victorian
community getting access to information. That is what it is at its heart: information about the
pandemic, information about the decision-making leading to the pandemic response and information
about the steps that are going to be taken going forward. And as I go back to the beginning of my
contribution, at the heart of everything we must do in this chamber is: what is the impact on the
Victorian people, particularly during this time of great distress? What is the best way for information
to be provided to the Victorian people? What is the best way for accountability to be acquitted by the
government and the public sector agencies and indeed all the service providers to the Victorian people
in this time of hardship?
I note the wideranging documents, and I believe Ms Shing went through in absolutely blistering
fashion how large the requests are and how many will offend the normal processes of government.
People elect governments in a free and fair democratic society such as we have, and they entrust the
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figures that they represent—they entrust those figures—to engage in a cabinet-style Westminster
system of government in which information is provided in a free and fair way in the confines of
ensuring that we have functioning government processes and that information is not released that
offends those basic principles.
Information should be released in a timely manner, and I will return to the CHO, given this is about
the information that he has been providing. I note that the minister on many occasions has provided
comprehensive briefings and updates to this house, to the opposition and to the crossbenchers, as she
should. She has never, ever shirked that responsibility. She was here until 2.00 am answering questions
in the committee stage regarding the latest piece of legislation, which we note—and others have—has
actually strengthened the information-providing capacity and obligations of the government. But,
again, let us go back to: what do the Victorian people need? What do they need in this crisis? I do not
think they need us arguing over an array of documents. What they do need is their elected
representatives and the senior public health official, upon whom we are relying so much, to be present
and active on a daily basis. It is not just the press conferences that that the CHO does. He is regularly
appearing on radio. He is answering questions through his own Twitter feed. He is absolutely
accessible, and I will respond to that point of order.
Mr O’Donohue: On a point of order, Acting President, Ms Garrett is now flouting your ruling by
continuing to reprosecute the same points that she was making before I took the first point of order.
There has been a long tradition in this house that documents motions are generally dealt with in an
expedited fashion with one or two speakers from the government or the opposition. The government,
as I say, is clearly seeking to filibuster and waste the opposition’s time. I would ask you to stop her
flouting your ruling and bring her back to the motion before the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. Ms Garrett, again, refer
back to the actual documents motion.
Ms GARRETT: Yes, well, on the motion for documents, I understand why the opposition is
uncomfortable talking about the access that the Victorian community has been given to the decisionmaking processes, and ongoing access, as it should be.
But we are back to a very highbrow documents motion. I am happy to discuss that in great detail. As
the previous speaker pointed out, let us look at the track record of the parties. In particular, let us look
at the track record of Mr Davis when he was on this side of the house. He was in fact in charge of the
health portfolio himself, and he failed to release documents and information relating to the ambulance
crisis. He himself had the keys. He himself was in the drivers seat with respect to that health data, and
he himself refused to release that to this house or indeed to the Victorian community. It was very
symbolic of how the Liberal-Nationals government operated when they did indeed hold these benches.
They failed to do a hell of a lot of things in their time, and that is why we are grateful for a government
that has got a track record—a very good track record—of releasing information and being open and
transparent. I think it is worth highlighting for all of those watching at home some of the transparency
legislation that has been introduced by the Andrews Labor government in the time it has been in office.
I will list those for the benefit of the house, and particularly for the benefit of those opposite: the
Transparency in Government Bill 2015, the Integrity and Accountability Legislation Amendment
(A Stronger System) Bill 2015, the Parliamentary Budget Officer Bill 2016, the Family Violence
Reform Implementation Monitor Bill 2016—
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, I have listened with a great deal of interest to
Ms Garrett. She has covered a fair bit of land, I think it would be safe to say. She has travelled from
Brisbane to Perth this afternoon. Far be it from me to suggest this to you, but it would be helpful to the
house, I think, if she actually made some reference to the motion that we are debating at some stage
before she finishes this afternoon.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
2680

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 2 September 2020

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you. Ms Garrett, again, please, if you could
speak to the motion and the documents it is requesting.
Ms GARRETT: Well, again, I think it is very important that this house takes a moment, as I have,
to actually look at—
Mr Finn: A moment!
Ms GARRETT: A moment, and they have been glorious moments. I think all of those people
listening from home would be delighted with the wideranging contribution that I have been able to
make. But these things do not happen in a vacuum. These motions and debates do not happen in a
vacuum. The requests, again, from the opposition for voluminous documents is for the purpose of
having these debates and trying to claim somehow that the Andrews Labor government is secret or is
hiding information. This is precisely the purpose of these sorts of documents motions, motions that
when they were in government they certainly did not adhere to. This is precisely why we need to have
a broader conversation and the framework in which information is released in this state. So I will just
go through very briefly again the information that has been provided during this pandemic and the
documents that have already been provided during this pandemic.
I note that all public health directions are gazetted and published on the Department of Health and
Human Services website before their commencement. The directions given and signed by the deputy
chief health officer are based on public advice and are made public. The Minister for Health tables a
detailed report in the Parliament after each extension of the state of emergency. I note, as I said earlier,
that numerous verbal and written briefings have been provided by the offices of the Premier and the
Minister for Health to the opposition and to the crossbenches during this pandemic. Further
enhancements to reporting are contained in the bill last night.
Mr O’Donohue: On a point of order, Acting President, Ms Garrett is now just flagrantly
disregarding your ruling. She is just repeating verbatim the talking points that the Premier’s office or
someone has given her to regurgitate. It is disrespectful to you as the Chair, and I would ask you to
counsel her to stop disregarding your rulings about being relevant to the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. I would actually note that
Ms Garrett was—
Ms GARRETT: On the point of order, Acting President, I reject that point of order wholeheartedly.
This is a motion about wanting access to documents and information related to the pandemic and the
chief health officer’s role in it and the government’s role in it. I am taking the house through the range
of information that has been provided. That is entirely relevant to this discussion. Clearly not every
single document that the opposition are seeking is going to be provided, for the range of reasons that
they would know very well. But I am not going to stand here and allow the opposition to somehow
suggest that the Andrews government is secret and covering things up. It has been quite the opposite.
You do not get access to everything, but you have had access to a hell of a lot, as you should, as the
public should.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Ms Garrett.
Ms Crozier interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Ms Crozier. At that point Ms Garrett
actually was referring to the documents, Mr O’Donohue, so I do not think there was a point of order
there. And she has now run out of time.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (16:58): I do not think anyone should be surprised as to
why we might be questioning the motivations of this extraordinary motion. I mean, you look at the
number of documents, the sheer number of documents. One always has to question: what is the
purpose behind this? Is it genuinely to serve the best interests of our community? No. This is pure
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muckraking. Because if those opposite actually genuinely cared about the citizens of Victoria they
would have supported the state-of-emergency legislation last night, which was endorsed through
public statements of the AMA Victoria, the Australian Nursing & Midwifery Federation, the Police
Association Victoria, Ambulance Victoria—and I could go on—if they genuinely cared. But we know
full well, looking at this ridiculous, verbose and unreasonable motion, that there is no way that any
government in its right mind would serve these documents up.
Now, what are some of the reasons why we do not just serve everything up just because it suits your
political purposes? Because that is all this is. This is a politically driven, muckraking exercise. It has
nothing to do with serving the good citizens of Victoria. I am particularly disgusted because we are in
the middle of a pandemic, and all you can think about is carrying on this disgusting political agenda.
Now, why aren’t documents always revealed? The government—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, Acting President, I am just listening to the member’s contribution
on the ‘disgusting political agenda’. May I remind the member, through you, Acting President, this is
a very simple motion. It is just asking for some documents in relation to the issue of the COVID-19
crisis, and as I have said before all Victorians deserve to understand the reasons why these directions
are made.
Ms Shing: On the point of order, Acting President, in providing a context for issues around proper
purpose and the public interest, which is again very, very germane to the issue of a production of
documents motion, as we all know in this chamber, Ms Taylor is well entitled to make the comments
she has, and they are relevant to the motion at hand.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Order! This is a motion, so for Ms Taylor to lay out
her position on this motion I think is justified in the debate, but I would remind Ms Taylor that this is
a documents motion. It is long, it is detailed but it is a documents motion.
Ms TAYLOR: Understood, and I thank the Chair for her advice. Now, the government takes the
following into account when considering the release of documents: whether documents would reveal
directly or indirectly the deliberative processes of cabinet—we know that that could set a dangerous
precedent for the future; that would apply whoever was in power—reveal high-level confidential
deliberative processes of the executive government or otherwise genuinely jeopardise the necessary
relationship of trust and confidence between a minister and public officials; reveal information
obtained by the executive government on the basis that it would be kept confidential, including
because the documents are subject to statutory confidentiality provisions that apply to Parliament;
reveal confidential legal advice to the executive government; otherwise jeopardise the public interest
on an established basis, in particular where disclosure would prejudice national security or public
safety, and thinking particularly of that latter element when we are looking at the fact that we are in
the middle of a pandemic; prejudice law enforcement investigations; materially damage the state’s
financial or commercial interests, such as ongoing tender processes or changes in taxation policy;
prejudice intergovernmental and diplomatic relations; or prejudice legal proceedings.
So it is not flippant, and it is not light and candid that these kinds of issues are considered. They are
considered very, very seriously. I just have to say, though, when you see the sheer number of
documents requested here it fundamentally sends a signal that you do not have confidence in the chief
health officer (CHO). That is the signal that I read when I was looking at this—not having confidence
in medical advice—and that sends in turn a negative signal to the community. Everyone has the right
to question. That is why we are in Parliament. That is why we have motions. That is why we debate
them. That is fine, but there is a line, and when you interfere with that line suddenly you will find
people more and more will go to dubious sources to get their information. They start going to
Dr Google. They start thinking—and I have had this said to me—‘But COVID-19 is just a cold; it’s
not that serious’ or ‘We didn’t really need the lockdown; the death rate isn’t high enough’. These are
some of the concepts that have been fed back to me by members of the community, and I take them
on board and I take it that they were candid and they were expressed from a place of authenticity.
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So when you are continually questioning and querying every decision of our medical profession, our
senior medical experts and epidemiologists in this way—which, fundamentally, why else would you
be looking at this full array of documents from the chief health officer and beyond?—it is actually
injurious and it is actually not in the best interests of the community, because fundamentally we do
not want to undermine our medical professionals and epidemiologists to such an extent that the
community no longer in any way takes the advice of medical professionals when making very
significant and very important decisions in the midst of a pandemic.
I know that my learned colleagues have already spoken to the fact that we have had substantial
transparency throughout the pandemic, and we do not take it lightly. You are saying, for instance, that
the Premier standing up there for these very long press conferences is meaningless when in fact he is
actually addressing every question—however unpalatable, however difficult, however awkward—
that comes before him. We know that all public health directions are gazetted and published on the
Department of Health and Human Services website before their commencement. That means they are
publicly available. What is the problem? The directions are signed by the CHO and based on public
health advice.
But again and again we see this theme from those opposite that they are fundamentally perpetually
trashing public health and public health advisers. I find it offensive, and it also frightens me because
it is hard for me as an MP when I am going to local members of the community and trying to say,
‘You can trust in our medical professionals’ when those opposite are constantly undermining every
decision that they make in the public interest. And I wonder where this is coming from. Why do those
opposite have so little faith in our medical profession? This is the signal that is constantly sent when
you are perpetually questioning every decision and every bit of advice that our government takes on
board with regard to the pandemic. It is one thing to question, but this is a systemic issue that
undermines the marketing and promotion and political tactics that I have observed. I find it very
disturbing, and I do not know why anyone would want to pursue that and want to offend and insult
our medical profession to the extent that those opposite have.
The Minister for Health has tabled a detailed report in the Parliament after each extension of the state
of emergency: fact. Numerous verbal and written briefings have been provided by the offices of the
Premier and the Minister for Health to the opposition and the crossbench in relation to the pandemic:
fact. Further enhancements to reporting are contained within the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (State of Emergency Extension and Other Matters) Bill 2020 that actually passed the
Legislative Council last night, and I think that should bring comfort as well. The requirement for the
minister to report to Parliament in relation to the state of emergency has been in effect enhanced by
requiring the minister to report to Parliament on the reasons for the extension and the public health
risk powers and emergency powers exercised and to include in the report a copy of the advice of the
CHO in respect of the extension.
So what is it that you are so desperate to find that you cannot already find, that is already publicly
available? This is what I ask myself. There is perpetual questioning in here, which you are allowed to
do. That is democracy. What more do you want? Why do you insist on perpetually seeking to humiliate
our medical profession? I just do not understand it. And as I say, it makes all our jobs a lot harder,
because when we are consulting with the community, they no longer take as valid things such as the
fact that COVID-19 is actually a deadly disease. Some people in the community actually do not think
it is serious and are not frightened, and that really disturbs me as well. I am not criticising them; I
understand that when we have this very destructive narrative from those opposite perpetually through
their marketing, through their tweets and whatever else this undermines fundamentally people who
deserve better and who deserve more respect. So I would caution—
Ms Crozier: What about the Victorian population? They deserve respect.
Ms TAYLOR: What did you say?
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Ms Crozier: The Victorian population deserve respect, and they deserve to have the information.
Ms TAYLOR: They do. That is exactly what I have been explaining to you. You have all the
information that you could possibly want with regard to the way the chief health officer advises his
decision-making. You may not agree with it. You may have superior epidemiological evidence that
we have not discovered already.
A member interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: Maybe the two of you have superior knowledge. I do not know. Feel free to share.
If you have superior knowledge, if you have alternative solutions and directions, if you think you could
do it better, well, serve it up. We are happy; we are here to listen. You obviously think you do, because
you have fundamentally undermined the CHO for months and months and months, so you obviously
think you have all the answers. It is all very well to constantly pick and grind and undermine, but what
are you proposing as an alternative? Zero. I have not seen any alternative that in any way validates the
perpetual destruction and undermining of our medical profession by those opposite.
So I suggest, in the spirit of bipartisanship, which was referred to in earlier discussions today, that you
actually get on board and be part of the solution, because we all know that the quickest way we can
get out of this and get an economic recovery is to get our population healthy and to curb the spread of
this disease. So hey, how about you being supportive? We have seen lots of flip-flopping for months—
one minute, ‘Oh dear, I can’t see my mum’, undermining and emotionally manipulating the
population, making them feel like Labor is denying and building this chasm between you and your
family when in fact with our families we did not see our mothers either, but we knew we were doing
it for their protection. So you have to be very careful when you use this very manipulative and
politically directed and driven agenda that fundamentally undermines the healing of Victoria and the
road map ahead.
We all know letting it rip does not work, because if you do not have a healthy population—if you have
thousands of people who are afflicted with a deadly disease—you do not have an economy. I do not
know what it is they think that they were going to do as an alternative by undermining this certainty—
the certainty that our ambos, that our medical professionals, that our police, that everyone wanted and
deserved by having the state-of-emergency legislation framework in place. Who knows? What was
the alternative? So you were going to have doctors, you were going to have the ambos et cetera at the
end of each month saying, ‘Well, I don’t know what the Libs are going to do. I think they’re going to
wing it again. They’re going to wing it again!’, or are we actually going to—which we have done, and
thankfully the house has voted up—give certainty to a framework which gives our police, gives our
ambos and gives our medical professionals the confidence that, should we get a cluster as the rules are
relaxed, heaven forbid, the chief health officer can direct that somebody actually self-isolates.
To round off the conversation, instead of this horrendous muckraking and waste of taxpayer time in
this chamber, how about we have a bipartisan approach and we actually focus on getting Victoria
healthy.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:12): Acting President, I just
wanted to say, if I could very quickly, that this is a very important motion. This has been the worst
public health disaster in the state’s history. If ever there was a time for transparency and openness, this
is it. Documents motions modelled on the Egan case in New South Wales are a case study of why
these documents ought to be in the public domain. That case went to the High Court.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr DAVIS: That is—it is, it is, it is. Sydney Water—
Ms Shing interjected.
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Mr DAVIS: And I have to say that if these documents are not put in the public domain, the
government is clearly involved in a cover-up. This is an outrage if they are involved in that sort of
cover-up. These documents will actually provide a public health— (Time expired)
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:14): In reports today I want
to talk about the health output in the state budget and particularly the money that is now devoted to the
COVID crisis. It is clearly, yes, billions of dollars, and clearly that is absolutely necessary. But not all
of this is about money. Some of it is about transparency and openness; some of it is about having in
the public domain key data and key figures. Now, a number of health experts have made this point
very clearly: the truth of the matter is that not all wisdom resides in the minister or the Premier or the
chief health officer or the public health section of the department. A great deal of wisdom resides in
the public health community. Professor Bennett at Deakin, for example, is somebody who has written
extensively. Professor Duckett has written extensively too. All of these serious public health experts
understand that, if there is more information in the public domain, they will be in the position to
actually improve the health outcomes and the management of this COVID crisis.
So I say the more information that is put in the public domain, the better the outcomes for the
community—maybe cheaper outcomes too, but actually the better quality health outcomes because
more experts will be able to interrogate the data. The Victorian data release has been slow and
inadequate, and I say that very advisedly. Doctors have said this to me—senior medical people—and
they have written that. As Ms Crozier correctly pointed out, Professor Duckett has made the point very
clearly that the contact-tracing data is hopeless and Victoria underperforms. He singled out Oregon as
the place in the United States and internationally that performs the best. Where a case occurs, all of
the contacts are traced within 24 hours, and there is a reporting of how many of the contacts have been
made within a certain period and how many have isolated in a certain period. That is the sort of data
that helps mightily.
At the same time, it is also clear that, on the availability of data about bed usage and about the types
of ICU beds that are there, these have been very difficult for the opposition and for the community to
get hold of. The government has been very resistant to releasing that sort of information. But that
documents motion that just passed now is a very important motion, because what it aims to do is to
say that the information that the minister is privy to and the Premier perhaps is privy to and the chief
health officer is privy to in making their individual health orders and decisions is information that
should be in the public domain. The act, the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, as we have heard
last night, has principles of proportionality in it, principles of transparency, principles of openness.
Many of these are not being heeded at the moment.
It is only by seeing the documents on which these decisions are made—how have these decisions been
arrived at; what data, what information, has been available when the decisions were made? That is
why that documents motion is so important—because what it would enable is the community to see
and make decisions about the veracity and the groundedness of many decisions. And as I say, I
particularly believe that the public health community and senior medical people will be in a position
where they can actually contribute, add their wisdom and their knowledge and their analysis, and that
is a key point that I think the community should not underestimate.
So we have got to fight for these documents. We have got to fight for that transparency. The idea that
we would resist it is just extraordinary. I was troubled when I heard that some of the briefings may be
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cabinet documents. Well, layers of briefings may go to cabinet, that is possible, but that does not
necessarily exempt them from a documents motion in this chamber. It is not an absolute defence.
Indeed I referred before to the Sydney Water case—the Egan situation in New South Wales—where
Treasurer Egan in the New South Wales government, in the Legislative Council, was held to be
responsible for providing those documents by the High Court of Australia to a significant degree.
(Time expired)
MELBOURNE MEDICALLY SUPERVISED INJECTING FACILITY
Petition
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:19): I rise to speak and make some brief comments on
a petition that was tabled by Mr Ondarchie yesterday. It was a petition calling on this Legislative
Council to call ‘on the Andrews Labor government to reverse the decision and not put an injecting
room in our area’. This was in regard to the announcement and the recommendation from the expert
panel reviewing the supervised injecting room in North Richmond. There was a recommendation from
them that a second centre be opened and be located in the CBD. It was recognised that we had seen
an influx in overdose deaths in the CBD and that there had been an increase in street drug use in the
CBD, and so this warranted investigation into establishing a second room in the CBD.
I would just note out of a slight curiosity that this petition has been authorised by Mr Ondarchie. Now,
under normal standing orders, or under normal protocol, a member of Parliament cannot initiate a
petition and then table the petition themselves. I think it is interesting. I have not seen it before. I have
not seen a petition authorised by a member of Parliament and then tabled by the same member. But
having said that, it is a petition that was signed by some 200 people. It was a petition that was
specifically looking at the Cohealth centre, which is down in Victoria Street in West Melbourne, quite
close to the Queen Victoria Market there.
Now, I think it is a little bit premature to be starting to, I guess, encourage people to oppose this
location, because we do not know that that is going to be the location. What we do know is that there
is a process that we are going through that is being undertaken by the department, by the City of
Melbourne, by Cohealth, by the medical experts into what would be the best place, because there is
no doubt we need a second one. North Richmond is at capacity. They are seeing thousands and
thousands of people every day, and people are dying in the CBD from overdoses. We know that there
is open drug use there. We know that these centres act as a pathway to treatment. We know that if we
can keep someone alive, they may well reach into treatment.
I recently had the pleasure of meeting the CEO from Cohealth, Nicole Bartholomeusz, and Kim
Webber from Cohealth to discuss what their thoughts were on a centre in the CBD. They really were
imagining something quite different to the centre in North Richmond. It would be a centre that is very
much incorporated into the broader health services that Cohealth provides down there. As Cohealth
remarked, a considerable number of the people who access Cohealth at that location are intravenous
drug users. There already is the cohort there.
This is what we know from the research in Australia and also overseas: if you are to set up a centre to
help people stay alive while injecting drugs, you must set that up where they are actively using drugs.
If you are thinking that people will get on a bus and travel quite some distance up the road—some
people have suggested up to St Vincent’s Hospital to use the centre up there—forget it. It does not
happen. It does not work. All over the world we have seen this successful model that not only saves
lives but reduces the level of bloodborne viruses in our community and improves the health and
wellbeing of the people using those centres. Let us face it, these are people who are very vulnerable.
They have mental health issues. Many are homeless.
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AUDITOR-GENERAL
Management of the Student Resource Package
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:25): I am rising to speak on the Auditor-General’s
report on the management of the student resource package. The Department of Education and Training
distributes both state and federal funds via a student resource package, also referred to as the SRP. The
SRP was introduced in 2005 to better target funds and aimed to improve learning outcomes. Our public
schools in Victoria educate over 60 per cent of our students, and all of those schools rely on the SRP
for the majority of their funding and indeed to operate.
The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office have conducted a review into whether the Department of
Education and Training allocate funding through the state resource package fairly, consistently and
transparently to support intended school outcomes. I would start by pointing out that this is not the
first review of this program. In 2012 the Department of Education and Training conducted an internal
review of the SRP and found it lacking. In 2015 the Bracks government reviewed it and noted that the
Department of Education and Training lacked a clear strategy and that the strategy was complex and
difficult to understand. It also found that the department used outdated information to determine
funding eligibility, and based on the VAGO report it appears nothing has changed. How can two
reviews be conducted and yet the problems are still not fixed?
The VAGO report states that the Department of Education and Training staff are uncertain about their
authority to update the SRP, and I quote:
They do not always know whether DET can make changes itself or requires ministerial approval to do so.
DET has taken an inconsistent approach …

So I ask: how could this be possible and how does this align with the Department of Education and
Training’s own objective of improving the targeting of resources to achieve better outcomes for all
students by aligning resourcing to individual students’ learning needs? I would argue it cannot. In this
report the Auditor-General makes seven recommendations. These recommendations are sound, and I
hope the department takes note and, importantly, action.
I brought this up today because of those individual students’ learning needs, knowing that there are a
lot of students in my community who are vulnerable, who have been identified as having learning
disabilities, but that those public schools are left wanting the resources to be able to look after those
students’ needs. Many of those students in the western region of Melbourne, their families do not have
the resources to be able to give their children those individual resources that are needed. Some of them
really struggle to be able to even find the money to have their kids diagnosed with those learning
disabilities that their parents can see that they have, and without the proper diagnosis they will actually
go wanting in the way of that school being able to actually get the child the wraparound supports that
they need.
So I urge the Department of Education and Training to actually help the public schools in my area to
make sure that those schools actually can look after those vulnerable students, because at the moment
they are only giving those children the smallest amount of time due to a lack of funds because the
amount of money needed in the way of supports is not there at that school, and those schools are
having to make those very tough decisions.
Adjournment
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (17:30): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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COVID-19
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:30): I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Attorney-General as the minister responsible for the Infringements Act 2006. I have
received representations from the peak bodies representing recreational hunting and shooting in
Victoria following the distribution of an email from the licensing and regulation division of Victoria
Police last Friday, which I believe went to a number of shooting clubs and similar. This is an issue that
affects in the first instance around 230 000 firearm licence holders, many thousands of whom are in
my electorate. The email from LRD states, and it is regarding the COVID situation:
Victoria Police takes breaches of licence conditions and CHO restrictions seriously. Blatant and deliberate
disregard of the CHO’s directions endangers public safety and calls into question a licence holders suitability
to be licensed in an area that requires a strong emphasis on safety.
Should a licence holder blatantly and deliberately breach the CHO’s restrictions, your licence can be
suspended, cancelled or may be subject to a reprimand which could harm any future licensing.

This email has generated considerable concern among licence-holders. It calls into question the issue
of equity when a person who receives an infringement for COVID or something else receives a
penalty, and another person, simply by virtue of the fact that they hold a firearms licence, is apparently
to receive a secondary consequence which indeed could be a more serious consequence than the fine.
In Victoria we have about 4.5 million infringements issued annually, so the scope for this to be of
significant concern to the community is very large.
The issue I would like to raise with the Attorney-General is, firstly, section 33 of the Infringements
Act provides that the issuing of an infringement and the payment of a fine is, to quote:
… not and must not be taken to be—
(a) an admission of guilt in relation to the offence …

So paying a fine is not an admission of guilt, and for the vast majority of infringements it is also not a
conviction, so the use of an infringement as the basis to take a secondary action is of great concern.
Within the Victorian statute there are 42 acts of Parliament which impose 181 requirements in relation
to fit and proper persons. So the suggestion that an infringement could be used as the basis to trigger
an action, a more significant action, under a fit and proper person test is of concern and also is
inconsistent with the Attorney-General’s guidelines which have been issued in respect of the
Infringements Act, which note that, and I quote:
In the state of Victoria, infringements are used to address the effect of minor law breaking with minimum
recourse to the machinery of the formal criminal justice system …

Given the focus of infringements is minor offences, I ask the Attorney-General to ensure that the spirit
of the guidelines is upheld and the Infringements Act is not used to carry out secondary and more
serious consequences against people who receive infringements.
SEX OFFENDER REGISTER
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:33): I would like to speak to my adjournment matter, which
is for the attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I also note that given the
inclusion of sentencing commentary in this adjournment matter it may also be the responsibility of the
Attorney-General.
Ashleigh Rae Cooper is a valued member of Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party. In her own words she
describes herself as being first and foremost a survivor. Any form of abuse, particularly sexual abuse,
has the ability to compromise mental health, separate families, prematurely end careers and destroy
relationships. Ashleigh has described to me how she was sexually abused from the age of 13 until the
age of 21. In May this year one of Ashleigh’s abusers was sentenced to 200 hours of community
service, 50 hours of which could be used for therapy, and an 18-month suspended sentence and made
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a registered sex offender for life under the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, having been
convicted of one class 2 and three class 3 offences. Now, this is a light charge given the offending, but
it is the unfortunate reality of sentencing in Victoria.
Ashleigh explained to me how on 21 July this year she received a phone call from the sex offender
registry advising her that her perpetrator was eligible for and intended to apply for an exemption to his
life sentence on the sex offender registry. This effectively gave her abuser the same rights and
opportunity for exemption as an offender convicted of less serious offending simply based on his age
at the time the offending occurred. On Tuesday, 25 August, he was successfully exempted from the
register.
Many others have shared equally harrowing experiences with me—individuals who are overwhelmed
by the challenge of seeking to reform our laws. Whilst I do not seek a response based on an individual
case, collectively how can someone convicted of a heinous sexual crime be removed from the sex
offender register whilst also leaving victims clueless and voiceless? Further to this, some survivors are
not required to be informed that this process is taking place if their perpetrator is the one applying for
the exemption. Again, I ask: how can this happen? If the courts initially believe the prosecuted sex
offender should be placed on the register, how can it then be deemed unnecessary for that individual
to be listed on such a register? Given this, the action that I seek is for the police minister to state how
many individuals have been removed from the sex offender register since its creation and the reasons
which have been used to justify those exemptions.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:36): My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Health. It again relates to the issue that I have been speaking extensively about not only
for the last few days but also for weeks, if not months. I have been talking about the failures in contact
tracing. As I have said previously, Victoria is in this mess because of the breaches in hotel quarantine,
the catastrophic failures in contact tracing and the large community transmission that has gotten into
some of our most vulnerable communities and caused devastation. As a result, Victorians are in
lockdown. Victorians are having to have a permit to go to work. Victorians are locked in their homes
for 23 hours a day, only allowed out for an hour’s exercise. There is a curfew in the evening. These
issues are there because the government has said it is to keep people safe and to stop the movement of
people. We have seen some contradiction in relation to people being able to go to regions from stage 4
into stage 3 every day, but the vast majority of Melburnians and Victorians cannot leave their homes
except within a 5-kilometre zone.
Now, it is well known that there have been some very large issues within the Department of Health
and Human Services around the contact-tracing team. There have been issues around the public health
team itself and the funding. It was cut, and there were only 14 or so people. We are hearing all of this
through the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and other areas where it is coming out. It is
demonstrating what a shambles and what an issue the contact tracing has been in the department—the
processes, the programs, the IT systems and the ability for people to even be contacted. Therefore,
when you do not follow up and when you are not contacted, of course this virus will have this large
effect that it has had in community transmission. Time and time again my office has been called by
people—by doctors and by concerned family members—around the failures. I got another call today
and spoke to someone about another extraordinary story around the failures in the department and
what is going on.
I am calling for, and I have called for, an independent audit of what is happening with the contacttracing team so that we can get this right, because this virus is not going away. We need to have
confidence, and we need to have real hope that we can get through this future crisis—however long it
lasts until we get a vaccine—and to know that that contact-tracing team is in place. We need to
understand what has happened in the past so that we can know how to fix the future. I am calling for
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that independent audit. The action I am seeking is for the minister to immediately undertake that
independent audit of the contact tracing that has occurred in the department under her watch.
COVID-19
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:39): My adjournment matter is to the Treasurer in the
other place. The action that I seek is for the Treasurer to develop a comprehensive and meaningful
economic pathway for Melbourne’s Western Metropolitan Region to respond to and recover from the
pandemic, in partnership with those affected. My electorate has been the worst affected by COVID-19,
with over 40 per cent of active cases. Brimbank City Council has continued to be at the epicentre of
Victoria’s COVID-19 crisis.
Like other regions that have experienced severe economic shocks and received record support
packages, such as with Geelong’s closure of Ford and the Latrobe Valley’s closure of Hazelwood,
Melbourne’s Western Metropolitan Region now needs unprecedented support. The pandemic has
sadly exposed and increased the social, health, wellbeing and economic challenges and disadvantages
that the region has continued to experience for many years. What is happening across the region is
devastating. We have experienced some of the most significant clusters across the aged-care,
manufacturing and meatworks sectors. Many businesses are associated with sectors that are subject to
prolonged social distancing restrictions and shutdown directives. There is also socio-economic
disadvantage; unemployment; workforce casualisation; poor educational outcomes; high diabetes,
mental health and obesity rates; low physical activity; a frail elderly community; and high numbers of
culturally and linguistically diverse communities. This means the region is particularly vulnerable to
a prolonged pandemic.
Unprecedented support to help our community through the economic consequences of the pandemic
is urgently needed. Brimbank City Council has prepared a 19-point action plan for a COVID response
and recovery, and I commend this document. This plan provides the federal government, the state
government and non-government sectors with a pathway to partner with council and help support their
communities to mitigate and contain the spread of the virus and to respond to the health and wellbeing
and economic consequences of this evolving pandemic. Please recognise the vital role of local
government in the recovery from COVID-19 and ensure that local councils are consulted and included
in any recovery plan. The impact of the pandemic is felt now and will be for many years to come, as
it will be sadly compounded by the pre-existing socio-economic issues the region faces. My
community needs help— (Time expired)
VICTORIA POLICE
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:42): I wish to address my adjournment matter today to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. As the minister is aware, and I am sure the house is
aware, I have been a very, very strong supporter of Victoria Police for a very long time, but it does
concern me enormously that there have been a number of events recently which have harmed the
reputation of Victoria Police in the eyes of the community. I have always been of the view that we do
have a very high standard of policing in this state and that the man and woman on the beat are of a
particularly high standard and one that we should respect. But I fear that some of the activities that
they are being directed to participate in during the course of this pandemic are causing the reputation
of the force to suffer, and that is something that I am particularly concerned about.
I am this afternoon raising for the attention of the minister something that I just witnessed a few
minutes ago. That is a video of a young pregnant woman who is alleged to have put a post on Facebook
advertising an event this weekend, and she was visited by two police officers and handcuffed and
arrested. To my way of thinking, if indeed what I am told is true, that seems to me to be particularly
heavy handed. It seems to me to be just giving fodder to those who are looking for conspiracies and
looking for reason to kick back against the Department of Health and Human Services and against the
chief health officer.

ADJOURNMENT
2690

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 2 September 2020

I am asking the minister to investigate this particular incident, to ascertain the truth or otherwise of
what I have been led to believe and to take the appropriate action. What I am told is that this woman
has been handcuffed in her own home and arrested for putting up a Facebook post. I mean, that is just
beyond all comprehension, or beyond my comprehension anyway. It is just an extraordinary act and
one that I think will infuriate a good number of people right throughout the state and indeed right
through the country. I understand this video has gone viral, and given what I have seen this afternoon,
that does not surprise me at all. So I ask the minister to investigate and to take the appropriate action
if that is needed.
OPEN COURTS LEGISLATION
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:45): I raise a matter for the attention of the AttorneyGeneral, and it rises out of the media reports last week that Ms Nina Fennell has been central to and
the Let Us Speak campaign that she has launched that I think has concerned many of us in this chamber
and the other place and in the community.
Now, the Open Courts Act 2013 which passed the Parliament was supposed to—according to the
Attorney-General—make the courts more open and more transparent. And the Open Courts and Other
Acts Amendment Act 2019 was supposed to implement some of the Frank Vincent reforms that he
recommended following the request from the previous Attorney-General to have a look at how the
courts could be more transparent. In fact Minister Hennessy said on the passage of the Open Courts
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2019:
The laws are designed to enhance public confidence in Victoria’s legal system and empower victims to share
their stories publicly without fear of breaking the law.

Well, it would appear that despite Minister Hennessy’s comments about what the bill does the courts
have given a very different interpretation, and we have a very unfortunate situation—a terrible
situation—where victims have been gagged. This is most concerning and requires urgent action from
the Attorney-General.
Now, last week the minister put out a statement saying that she had referred the matter to her
department and then subsequently that there would be ‘round tables’, to use her language, in
September. Since her media statements it has been revealed that victims first contacted the minister in
April. So rather than acting swiftly, as some have commented or reported, it appears that the Attorney
has actually sat on her hands, despite victims in very, very vulnerable positions who have been gagged
contacting her in April, and that she has done little if anything about it until last week—until the media
reporting in the Herald Sun and elsewhere. If the minister has known about this since April, as has
been reported and as has been stated, what has she been doing between April and last week? She has
had notice since April, she has had time to consult, she has had time to get advice from her department
and it is time to bring forward legislation. So the action I would seek from the minister is that she
expedite legislation to make the necessary changes to stop this gagging of the victims and bring that
legislation forward as soon as possible.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:49): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change and concerns the news yesterday that the Maddingley
Brown Coal company site has received EPA approval for its bid to receive contaminated soil from the
West Gate Tunnel Project. As the minister must by now know, the Maddingley Brown Coal site is
completely unsuited to this project, given the proximity of housing, schools and agricultural land as
well as the transport infrastructure issue. It simply could not cope with projected traffic volumes.
The action I seek from the minister surrounds the approval by the EPA. I am asking the minister to
confirm whether it was based on the tunnel-boring spoil regulations introduced by her without public
warning or consultation and replacing a previous licensing regime which provided far greater
protection for the communities now threatened by this project. I also ask for her action and to confirm:
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is this the latest example of a government riding roughshod over all opposition, hell-bent on pushing
through the West Gate project and caring nothing for the cost to the people of Bacchus Marsh?
Following matters incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 1 September:
FAMILY VIOLENCE SERVICES
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria)
I would like to briefly speak to my adjournment matter, which is for the attention of the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, Hon. Gabrielle Williams.
I would like to start by commending the government’s efforts in the space of family violence; indeed last
week an additional five ‘Orange Doors’ were announced for Victoria. But there is still much to do.
Western Victoria is blessed to have an abundance of family violence services to help those fleeing abusive
relationships and an Orange Door recently announced. However, there are still too many women and children
who either are awaiting further support or do not know where to find appropriate support.
Recently my office had the pleasure of meeting with Helen Bolton, who is the CEO of the Sexual Assault &
Family Violence Centre in Geelong. The 24/7 service, which also operates in the Wimmera, is available to
those who are not only navigating high-risk and violent situations, but they also help those enduring emotional
abuse.
The Sexual Assault & Family Violence Centre—the SAFV centre—was created in 2016 following the merger
between Barwon Centre Against Sexual Assault, Barwon CASA, and Minerva Community Services,
Minerva. The establishment of the SAFV centre now means that clients can access all sexual assault and
family violence services under the one roof.
Overall, with a team of 14 practitioners, four of those in the Wimmera area, the not-for-profit centre offers a
range of free and confidential trauma-informed sexual assault and family violence services.
Whilst the Sexual Assault & Family Violence Centre receives government funding for its support services
for survivors of sexual abuse in the Wimmera and some small group funding, I was surprised to learn that the
centre has not received any recent funding to assist in its work in providing family violence counselling
services to women and children.
The service received a one-off payment of $70 000 in the 2016–17 financial year for family violence
counselling to support women and children, and has since had to look after itself. This simply doesn’t make
sense. In 2019–20 the centre continued to support 241 individuals in an unfunded capacity.
Whilst government agencies are playing a vital role in reducing the rate of family violence in Victoria, it is
local organisations such as the SAFV centre which are best placed to respond to local issues.
Given the importance of community-based services in helping fight rising cases of family violence in Victoria,
the action that I seek is for the minister to consider providing family violence counselling funding to the
Sexual Assault & Family Violence Centre so those who are seeking help in Western Victoria can get it.

ALCOHOL AND OTHER DRUG SERVICES
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria)
My matter is for the Minister for Mental Health.
It concerns the funding of the treatment and rehabilitation of drug addiction, and has been prompted—in
part—by the minister’s reply to my question on notice number 2211.
I do want to thank the minister for his response.
However, given it revealed that the Turning Point organisation directly received around $16.5 million during
2019–20, it has actually now left me with even more questions. I was previously unaware that Turning Point
was receiving anything like that amount of money from the Victorian government or perhaps even additional,
indirect amounts.
Mostly, the only previous anecdotes I had seen about funding to Turning Point were press reports and online
references about a $1.5 million grant it received some time ago.
Aside from the occasional piece about a federal Labor election promise of 2019 of another $13.5 million,
many of those press reports were actually written about Turning Point’s extraordinary advice earlier this year,
on its Counselling Online website, that individuals should (quote) ‘talk to (their) dealer about what might
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happen if (their) regular drug supply may be restricted and stock up on (their) drugs of choice’ during the
COVID-19 period.
As I have looked through official government publications, including various annual reports, relating to the
funding of alcohol and other drug (or AOD) services, full public disclosure of this funding has continued to
prove elusive. I note that the minister’s answer to question 2211 also curiously talks about ‘approximate’
funding to Turning Point as though the government itself might not be exactly sure about what is currently
being given to it and/or other recipients of public support in this field.
In short, all of this has left me concerned both about the state of the public reporting of the full breadth of the
Victorian government’s funding of AOD services and also about how efficiently that money is being spent.
The action I therefore seek is that the minister provide the following, specific information:
•

the total number of individual organisations and service providers, during the 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years, to which the government has provided funding, and the respective amounts of that
funding, for AOD services;

•

the total amount being spent over the forward estimates specifically on the drug injecting room in North
Richmond; on drug rehabilitation facilities across Victoria; and on education, including in schools and
on social media, about the dangers of illicit drug use, as one means of reducing this overall spending in
the future; and

•

where Victorians can view completed evaluations of the government’s policies and expenditure on AOD
services, including the Acil Allen Consulting 2018–19 evaluation of alcohol and other drug treatment
interventions for medium- and high-risk offenders.

COVID-19
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
I rise to contribute to the adjournment debate this evening. My matter is for the attention of the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers. The action I seek from the minister is that he provides urgent support for food
relief in the Greater Dandenong area.
I have previously spoken about the extraordinary work being undertaken by the City of Greater Dandenong
and local charities and not-for-profit organisations in response to COVID-19. Together, in partnership, they
are working to provide material and food support packages for vulnerable individuals and families across the
south-eastern corridor.
The program began earlier this year as the devastating effects of the COVID-19 pandemic were beginning to
be felt across the globe and impacting on individual and families in our local community.
At the time, the City of Greater Dandenong showed great leadership by allocating $330 000 of emergency
funding to undertake this ambitious initiative. They have since transformed the council’s Springvale town
hall into a centralised distribution centre to coordinate the procurement and distribution of perishable and nonperishable food and other material aid.
By taking a lead role in the direct procurement and distribution to vulnerable residents, City of Greater
Dandenong have been able to streamline processes across the community to help local businesses, community
organisations and volunteers to donate and provide life-saving support and aid in a COVID-safe manner.
The following local charities and organisations involved in this program deserve to be acknowledged again
for their inspiring and selfless efforts to help others over the last six months:
1.

Afri-Aus Care

2.

Asylum Seekers Centre

3.

CoCOs (Community Creating Opportunities)

4.

Cornerstone Contact Centre

5.

Nourish church

6.

Enjoy Church East

7.

Friends of Refugees

8.

Red Cross (Dandenong)

9.

Salvation Army (Dandenong)

10. Springvale Benevolent Society
11. St James Anglican Church (Dandenong)
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12. We Care Community Services
Despite the generosity of council’s funding allocation, along with donations from local residents and
businesses, these funds are expected to be exhausted in coming weeks. Council and the local organisations
involved are in desperate need of additional funding and resources to ensure this vital program can continue.
As vulnerability remains, an injection of funding or resources for this program will go a long way to support
the most vulnerable cohorts in the south-eastern corridor, including:
•

the unemployed,

•

those experiencing homelessness,

•

refugees and people seeking asylum, as well as

•

the thousands of other people who due to circumstances beyond their control are not eligible for
any income support through the federal government’s programs.

I am so proud that our local community has come together in the face of great adversity and through this
project has exemplified what it means to be a compassionate and inclusive Victoria.
I ask for your urgent support for the vulnerable members of the Greater Dandenong community, and for
projects run by local organisations such as City of Greater Dandenong’s project to be able to continue to help
those in need and ensure that everyone in our community has access to basic necessities.

MOUNTAIN BIKING
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan)
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for Sport and Tourism.
Jack Harberts is a 12-year-old from Croydon. Jack and his mates take breaks from home schooling by riding
their mountain bikes around the local reserves, as they try to get some exercise into their daily routines.
Like many young lads before them they have come up with ways to make their ride more interesting, by
setting up jumps off the main tracks.
In a letter addressed to residents, what some call harmless fun the Maroondah council called, ‘a marked
increase in the incidence of youths gathering illegally to construct mountain-bike trails and jumps within
Maroondah’s native bushland’.
Mountain biking is one of the fastest growing recreational and adventure tourism activities, and Victoria is
following this global trend.
Rapid growth in participation has led to increasing demand for quality trail networks that can meet different
user needs. This presents challenges for land managers, clubs, volunteers and other stakeholders. This has led
to the need for a strategic statewide approach to the development of appropriate facilities, to provide
environmental, social and economic outcomes for Victoria.
Approximately 20 per cent of mountain bikers in Australia reside in Victoria (Mountain Bike Australia, 2018).
The climate and proximity of residents to beautiful natural landscapes promote an active outdoors culture and
lifestyle.
What is needed is data which would establish an understanding of participation in mountain biking. A
demographic profile of mountain bikers needs to be developed, as well as an understanding of where they
ride, what style and types of trails are desired, and their propensity to travel for mountain biking and events.
There is high existing demand for mountain biking facilities within and surrounding highly populated
metropolitan areas and popular tourist destinations. Many regional areas have outstanding topography, terrain,
existing infrastructure and services that have the potential to create demand for mountain biking and yield
significant economic benefits.
In various regions, enhancement of existing trail quality, accessibility, supporting facilities and effective
promotion has the potential to cater for the demand for recreational and mountain bike tourism experiences.
Detailed assessment of existing sites should be undertaken as part of a strategic planning process to identify
these opportunities.
The action I seek is for an analysis to highlight the current gaps in participation in the broader community,
lack of supply and diversity of adequate trails and infrastructure, as well as lack of coordinated governance
and management to consistent standards.
Therefore, kids like Jack and his mates can ride in safety and peace, without fear of overreaching council bylaw officers.

ADJOURNMENT
2694

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 2 September 2020

RESPONSES
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (17:50): There were seven adjournment matters raised this evening by Mr Rich-Phillips,
Mr Grimley, Ms Crozier, Dr Cumming, Mr Finn, Mr O’Donohue and Mrs McArthur. All of those
matters will be referred to the relevant ministers.
I also have written responses to adjournment matters raised by a number of members, totalling nine
responses to adjournment matters.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (17:51): I actually had an adjournment as well. But that is
okay; I will just incorporate it.
President, I would like to draw your attention to standing order 4.13. As you will know, that standing
order requires that adjournment matters receive a response within 30 days. I also cite standing
order 4.14, which requires a minister to explain why adjournment responses have not been supplied
within that time frame. In that context, I would like to refer you to each of the following adjournment
matters of mine, and I am afraid to say there are an awful lot of them.
On 6 February this year I raised a matter for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services about
CFA integrated station vehicles. That is now 179 days overdue. On 18 February I raised a matter for
the Attorney-General about the James Haberfield appeal case. That is now 167 days overdue. On
20 February I raised a matter for the Attorney-General about child pornography and exploitation
matters. That is now 165 days overdue. On 3 March I raised a matter for the Attorney-General about
court transcripts. That is now 153 days overdue. On 4 March I raised a matter for the Attorney-General
about the use of tendency evidence for child abuse cases. That is now 152 days overdue. On 5 March
I raised a matter for the Attorney-General about the Christopher Empey case. That is now 151 days
overdue. On 23 April I raised a matter for the Attorney-General about the impact of COVID-19 on
court sentencing practices. That is now 102 days overdue. On 2 June I raised a matter for the AttorneyGeneral about bail breaches during the COVID-19 period. That is now 62 days overdue. On 4 June I
raised a matter for the Minister for Health about the handling of the COVID-19 testing of a constituent
of mine. That is now 60 days overdue.
With all due respect, without the answers to these questions it impedes our work within this Parliament,
so I ask if that can be passed on and we can expedite the answers coming to us.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you. My apology for not calling you for the adjournment, but thanks
for incorporating the issue.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (17:53): I will chase up the matters raised by Ms Maxwell, and I thank her very much for
raising them.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:54): I would like to draw your attention to adjournment
matter 726, which I raised with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the house on
17 June this year and which remains unanswered. As per standing order 4.13(1), a response ‘must be
given at the time the matter is raised or provided in writing within 30 days’. It has now been 76 days
since I raised this matter. I wonder if you could prosecute an answer.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (17:54): I will chase that up with the relevant minister’s office.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.55 pm until Tuesday, 15 September.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 2 September 2020
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (16 June 2020)
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans):
The new mandatory candidate training is being delivered as an online training module and is available now
via council websites and at localgovernment.vic.gov.au.
The candidate training is being promoted via councils, social media, advertising and radio.
As of 28 August 2020, 1,457 people had already completed the training course which will be available right
up until the close of nominations.
This election is shaping up to be the biggest yet with more than 2,000 candidates expected to contest
290 separate elections across the State.

VICTORIAN BUSHFIRE APPEAL
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
I understand how difficult it has been for fire affected communities this year as they navigate the process of
recovery alongside the coronavirus pandemic.
Fire affected communities remain front of mind for the Government and to date, more than $19 million from
the Victorian Bushfire Appeal Fund (the Fund) has been made available to affected communities, with 92%
allocated for future distribution at the recommendation of the Victorian Bushfire Appeal Advisory Panel. The
Victorian Government remains committed to allocating and distributing 100% of donated funds to
communities.
We also recognise that Fund monies must be distributed to those in need in a timely and transparent manner.
The Victorian Bushfire Appeal Advisory Panel, chaired by former Victorian Deputy Premier Pat McNamara,
has provided expert advice on the distribution and allocation of funds, ensuring that the Fund assists all those
impacted by the 2019-20 fires.
The Fund has already delivered much needed immediate support, including $4 million in relief payments for
residents in bushfire-affected areas who have experienced loss of, or damage to, their primary residence. The
Fund has also allocated $10.1 million to Windermere Child and Family Services to deliver $25,000 in housing
assistance payments to the 313 households who lost their primary place of residence in the fires. Immediate
payments of $50,000 were also made to each of the families of people who tragically died during the 201920 fires in Victoria.
Importantly, distribution of monies from the Fund to date has also reflected needs identified by local
communities and individuals. This includes over $800,000 for family violence services to support prevention
and intervention work in bushfire affected communities, and $1.5 million through BlazeAid to help farmers
replace critical boundary fences destroyed by the fires.
The Advisory Panel has recommended that the remaining monies in the Fund be used for medium to longterm community led recovery initiatives to ensure that communities can lead and take charge of their own
recovery, at their own pace.
We recognise that communities impacted by the 2019-20 fires will need ongoing support in addition to the
Fund, as they move from the short-term ‘stabilising’ phase to longer-term rebuilding and recovery. To date,
our government has invested more than $420 million for bushfire response and recovery projects shaped and
supported by local communities including councils, Community Recovery Committees, businesses and other
local groups.
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COVID-19
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
The Chief Health Officer is responsible for providing health advice to the Government to promote and protect
public health and wellbeing through the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
The Government acted on the advice of the Chief Health Officer when reinstating Stage 3 restrictions in
metropolitan Melbourne and Mitchell Shire from 11:59pm on Wednesday 8 July.
The Government again acted on the Chief Health Officer’s advice when prescribing the Area Directions and
Restricted Activity Directions No. 6 that came into effect for metropolitan Melbourne at 11:59:00pm on
5 August 2020.
The definition of metropolitan Melbourne is based on the Planning and Environment Act 1987, which sets
out the local government areas that form metropolitan Melbourne. Mornington Peninsula Shire is one of the
31 local government areas that constitute metropolitan Melbourne.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
The Victorian Government has, on the advice of the Chief Health Officer, implemented Stage 4 restrictions
in metropolitan Melbourne to slow the spread of coronavirus. These measures are necessary to limit the
movement of people, reduce community transmission, and protect the health and safety of Victorians.
The restrictions have been set to maintain supply of essential goods and services. To this end, the Government
has undertaken detailed consultations with businesses and unions across impacted industries including
supermarkets, warehousing and logistics providers, meat processors and construction. The final restrictions
reflected this consultation.
The Public Health Directions also permit ancillary and support businesses to continue to operate where
necessary for the operations of a permitted workplace. This applies to the production, supply, manufacture,
repair, maintenance, cleaning, security, wholesale, distribution, transportation and sale of equipment, goods
and services required for the operation of permitted work premises.
Detailed guidance materials and COVIDSafe Plan templates have been produced to support industry
awareness and compliance, accompanied by appropriate enforcement arrangements.
I thank all Victorians for their contribution to our shared fight against coronavirus.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION PROJECTS
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Environment Protection Authority (EPA) will use the full extent of its powers to ensure that the
management of waste soils produced by the West Gate Tunnel Project (WGTP) meets rigorous environmental
standards to keep Victorians safe.
EPA advises that the levels of PFAS in the spoil from the West Gate Tunnel alignment are expected to be
low. Spoil from tunnel boring operations comes from depths of around 20 to 40 metres below ground level
where contamination levels tend to be low and would not impact the community or environment with the
appropriate controls being put in place.
The regulations require operators seeking to store TBM spoil to comply with an EPA approved Environment
Management Plan (EMP) and strict conditions set out in new regulations. This plan must be published on
EPA’s website and demonstrate:
•

construct an appropriate containment and management system manage the spoil appropriately so
that its risks are controlled, including leachate capture and dust control and;

•

demonstrate how soil, groundwater, surface water and air quality will be protected.
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The Minister for Planning, the Hon. Richard Wynne MP, has determined that the Western Victoria
Transmission Network Project will be subject to an Environment Effects Statement (EES) under the
Environment Effects Act 1978. The EES process will provide all stakeholders with opportunities to access
information about the proposed project and to provide feedback and formal submissions. I encourage
everyone with views or concerns about any aspect of the project to take full advantage of those opportunities.
The EES will be prepared with the assistance of a Technical Reference Group, which includes relevant entities
such as local councils, the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, and the EPA.

KERRIMUIR PRIMARY SCHOOL
In reply to Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for the Coordination of Education and
Training: COVID-19):
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to growing educational opportunities for all Victorians. We
have invested more than $7.2 billion over the past five years to build new schools and modernise existing
educational facilities across Victoria. Our ongoing challenge, however, is to responsibly balance and prioritise
the needs of over 1,530 government schools, all in varying condition.
As you are aware, Kerrimuir Primary School was allocated $126,000 to address maintenance issues in
Building B under the 2016–17 Planned Maintenance Program (PMP). An additional $120,702 was allocated
to the school for asbestos removal works in November 2017 as part of that project. I can confirm that these
works were completed in 2018.
The Rolling Facilities Evaluation (RFE) is auditing the condition of every government school over a five-year
period. Kerrimuir Primary School is scheduled for its RFE condition assessment in 2022. Following its RFE
condition assessment, the Department of Education and Training will work with the school to develop a fiveyear School Maintenance Plan. Information collected through the RFE will help the school to prioritise its
asset planning and management activities, and it will further inform state-wide school infrastructure planning
and investment decisions.
In September 2019, we announced that every government school would receive a share of $515 million in
the single largest boost to school maintenance ever undertaken in Victoria. Kerrimuir Primary School was
allocated $59,691 to undertake essential maintenance works as part of this Maintenance Blitz Package.
Furthermore, I am advised that, as part of the Relocatable Buildings Program, the school received a relocatable
building this year. The provision of this relocatable building will ensure that students have access to
appropriate facilities to address their learning needs.
I am aware that the school may have capital requirements. I can assure you that the infrastructure needs of all
schools, including Kerrimuir Primary School, will continue to receive fair and equitable consideration through
the State Budget process and when determining future priorities for the capital works program. We will
continue to use all available data, including condition assessments, when allocating funding in future State
Budgets.
I trust this information is of assistance.

COVID-19
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19):
The matters raised in your question should be directed to the Minister for Industry Support and Recovery.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18 August 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19):
The matters raised in your question should be directed to the Minister for Industry Support and Recovery.
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MELTON HEALTH SERVICES
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19):
The matters raised in your question should be directed to the Minister for Health.
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Answers to constituency questions
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period shown.

19 August to 2 September 2020
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (6 February 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
Through the State’s Market-led Proposal process, Transurban submitted a Market-led Proposal for the
Western Distributor project to the Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF). The proposal was assessed by
DTF against the guidelines, which are publicly available.
The government awarded the contract to Transurban as it met government objectives and the key criteria and
requirements of the Market-led Proposal process. The government renamed the project in 2017.
The West Gate Tunnel project will remove trucks from local streets in the inner west and is the vital alternative
to the West Gate Bridge that Victorians have been waiting for, for far too long.
The Liberals have been against this project from the start and voted to revoke planning approvals, putting
thousands of jobs and this vital second river crossing at risk. Only Labor will deliver this project–and we’re
getting on with it.

SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (3 March 2020)
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
Thank you for your question. The new Minister for Fishing and Boating, the Hon Melissa Horne MP, has
referred your question to me as vehicle registrations, including marine vessels, are a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety.
VicRoads issues five‐digit vessel registration numbers at the time the vessel registration is processed.
Customers may apply for registration by mailing an application to VicRoads or making an appointment at a
VicRoads Customer Service Centre.
The average wait time for customers wanting to book a vessel registration appointment at a Customer Service
Centre is within three days and the five‐digit number is issued on the spot. If a customer mails their
application, the processing time is seven days. These wait times are not currently affected by the COVID‐19
pandemic and remain as above.
If you can provide your constituents details, VicRoads would be happy to contact the customer to understand
what has occurred, why it took a month for the money to be returned and assist further where possible.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (5 March 2020)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing):
Victoria has a well-established system to protect heritage places of state and local significance.
The Heritage Act 2017 provides a statutory framework for the protection of places and objects of state
significance. The Victorian Heritage Register lists and provides legal protection for heritage places and
objects that are significant to the history and development of Victoria.
If a place or object of potential state-level significance is not listed on the Heritage Register and it is under
immediate or imminent threat, an Interim Protection Order can be made under the Heritage Act 2017 to
protect it.
Heritage Victoria’s Living Heritage Grants Program also provides funding for the conservation of places and
objects on the Victorian Heritage Register.
The protection of places of local significance is the responsibility of Victoria’s 79 local councils.
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The Planning and Environment Act 1987 obliges local councils, in their role as planning authorities, to
identify, conserve and enhance buildings, areas or other places which are of significance through heritage
controls in their planning scheme.
I have supported councils, including Stonnington City Council, to achieve this protection by using my
ministerial powers under this Act to introduce interim heritage controls. This has occurred in numerous
instances where the council is progressing a planning scheme amendment to introduce a Heritage Overlay or
where a heritage place is threatened by a demolition or development application.
The Building Act 1993 also provides a safety net which requires demolition permits being considered by
private building surveyors to be referred to councils. Councils may then seek my approval of interim controls
for buildings that have, for whatever reason, not yet been provided with protection until an assessment is made
of their potential significance.
While Victoria’s heritage system is in good shape, there is always room for improvement. I requested the
Heritage Council of Victoria to conduct a State of Heritage Review and report its findings to me.
The main aims of the review are:
•

to establish a clear picture of local cultural heritage protection and management arrangements across the
state to identify what support is required to improve local cultural heritage management

•

to identify examples of best-practice local cultural heritage management and how this may be shared
and celebrated

•

to provide tangible and practical opportunities for enhancing the way state and local governments work
together to recognise, protect and manage local heritage.

In undertaking the review, the Heritage Council is consulting with every local council in Victoria.
The Heritage Council will complete the review this year and I look forward to its findings.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (2 June 2020)
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
The appointment of school crossing supervisors is the responsibility of municipal authorities. Council may
appoint a supervisor at any time, on a voluntary or paid basis, provided the person is properly trained and
equipped.
Notwithstanding the above, Victorian Government subsidies are provided to municipalities for adult
supervision of pedestrian crossings used by school children. There are a number of requirements that must be
met for sites to be eligible for the subsidy which relate to whether a school is primary or secondary, the number
of children and vehicles using the crossing, or where there are other factors affecting safety.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (4 June 2020)
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans):
The new mandatory candidate training is being delivered online to ensure the safety of participants.
The training has been designed as an interactive training module that will help potential candidates understand
the role and responsibilities of being a councillor as well as the support available should they be elected.
The online candidate training is being promoted through the VEC, councils and the media and can be accessed
at localgovernment.vic.gov.au.
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NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (16 June 2020)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The operation of brothels during the COVID-19 pandemic are currently subject to a range of Directions issued
by the Deputy Public Health Commander under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. The relevant
Directions, which are to be read together, are:
•

Restricted Activity Directions (No. 16)

•

Stay Safe Directions (No. 9)

•

Area Directions (No. 6)

•

Restricted Activity Directions (Non-Melbourne).

Each of these Directions remains in force until 11:59pm on 16 August 2020. The effect of the Directions
during their currency on the operation of brothels is that they are not permitted to operate in the State of
Victoria. Escort agencies are not expressly governed by the current Directions.
Up to date information about the Directions issued under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 are
available on the website of the Department of Health and Human Services, which is the primary public source
of health and safety information during the application of the Directions.
The re-opening of currently prohibited businesses, such as brothels, will be subject to the advice of the Deputy
Chief Health Officer and will depend upon compliance with restrictions within the community, the rate of
testing, and the spread of COVID-19 in Victoria.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (16 June 2020)
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
The vehicle classification system used on Victorian toll roads was introduced in 1995, when the State
Government entered into contractual arrangements with Transurban for CityLink. The same system was then
used for EastLink in 2004, was adopted for the West Gate Tunnel Project in 2017 and is intended to be used
for the North East Link Project.
Under the vehicle classification system used on Victorian toll roads, the toll road operators are entitled to
charge lower tolls for vehicles classified as Cars, higher tolls for vehicles classified as Light Commercial
Vehicles (LCVs) and highest tolls for vehicles classified as Heavy Commercial Vehicles (HCVs).
An LCV is defined as a vehicle with a cab‐chassis construction (i.e. utes) with a mass of between 1.5 and
4.5 tonnes, whereas Cars are vehicles with a mass of less than 4.5 tonnes without a cab‐chassis construction.
LCV tolls are 60% more expensive than Car tolls.
The Victorian toll road vehicle classification system applies to all vehicles travelling on Victorian toll roads,
including those registered for toll accounts in New South Wales. Specifically, utility vehicles with a mass of
between 1.5 and 4.5 tonnes registered for toll accounts in New South Wales are still liable for LCV tolls on
Victorian toll roads.
The Victorian Toll Road operators use various processes to check the classification of vehicles registered for
toll accounts in New South Wales and there have been occasions where vehicles that should have been
classified as LCVs have been incorrectly classified as Cars and thus benefitted from lower tolls. However,
the Victorian toll road operators routinely review whether vehicles have been classified correctly and apply
correct charges where errors are detected.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17 June 2020)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing):
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for his question.
The West Gate Tunnel Project is a state significant infrastructure project, and the disposal of spoil from the
project must be managed appropriately. I acknowledge your concerns about the possible use of the Hi Quality
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Group site at Sunbury Road for this purpose and appreciate that there are environmental, social and economic
issues that require careful consideration.
The West Gate Tunnel Project Environment Effects Statement identified the need to address PFAS and other
contaminants, and the sites for disposal of spoil form part of delivering a solution to address the issue.
A request is expected at some time for planning provisions to be made for the safe disposal of soil from the
West Gate Tunnel project at the Hi Quality Group site. However, to date, I have not received a request to
amend the Hume Planning Scheme to allow the development and use of a spoil processing facility at the Hi
Quality Group site.
If I am requested to intervene, I will carefully consider the matters that you have raised, and I will take your
comments into account in deciding whether to amend the planning scheme to enable the use of the site for the
requested use.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18 June 2020)
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs):
Family violence is our states number one law and order issue, and access to support for people who are
experiencing family violence remains a key priority for our government. That is why we embarked on a
world-first Royal Commission into Family Violence and committed to implementing all of its
recommendations.
We have invested almost $3 billion to rebuild Victoria’s family violence system–more than any other state
and the Commonwealth combined. To date, we have acquitted over half of the recommendations, with the
remainder well and truly underway.
For all Victorian families experiencing family violence who need urgent assistance out of hours, we urge
them to contact the statewide 24/7 family violence response centre Safe Steps on 1800 015 188. Safe Steps
can activate a local after-hours outreach response to people experiencing family violence in the Melton area
when required. This practice is the same across all of Victoria.
During business hours, residents of Melton can currently access a range of family violence services and
outreach support through Women’s Health West, Good Shepherd, the Salvation Army, CoHealth, The
Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency (VACCA) and Baptcare.
In addition, the Andrews Labor Government is in the process of rolling out the Orange Door Network
statewide, including to Melton.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources):
Farming and related services can continue to operate under the new restrictions so that Victorians will have
food on their tables, and supermarket shelves will be stocked. Abattoirs, meat processing and related
businesses facilities are a critical part of the agriculture supply chain and continue to be permitted industries.
Several workplaces are required to have specific measures in place, including warehousing, distribution
centres, meat processing and cold storage. These measures help protect the health and safety of our
agricultural workforce and keep the Victorian community safe from coronavirus while ensuring agriculture
supply chains continue to operate amid increased restrictions.
Our Government is committed to continuing to work closely with the agricultural sector, including through
our COVID-19 Victorian Agriculture Industry Reference Group, to ensure it is supported to maintain
operations under pandemic conditions and manage any business and economic impacts.
One practical way we are supporting the industry to maintain supply is through our Agriculture Workforce
Plan, which provides targeted support to agriculture, food processing and critical supply chain businesses in
rural, regional and outer metropolitan areas to meet their labour and operational needs during the pandemic.
The Plan assists businesses with recruitment support and financial assistance for worker relocation and
transport, worker induction and retraining, and business adaptation funding.
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I also recently announced the $20 million AgriLinks Upgrade Program for rural, regional and interface
councils to fix roads, bridges and intersections to improve access by farmers to markets and communities.
Eligible councils can apply for up to $350,000 with no co-contribution required. Additional funding is
available on a co-contribution basis for councils wanting to complete bigger projects.
My Department and I are also working closely with the New South Wales and South Australian governments
to ensure our food supply chain continues to function effectively across borders during these challenging
times.
Our Government will continue to work tirelessly with primary producers and the broader agriculture industry,
to help support them through this difficult time.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Victorian Government is committed to improving air quality, and air quality information for communities
across Victoria, and has invested $10.8 million over the past five years for key air quality initiatives, including
providing additional air quality monitoring stations and building incident air monitoring capability.
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has an air quality monitoring network which displays real time air
quality data on the EPA AirWatch website and can predict air quality and inform daily air quality forecasting.
EPA’s network consists of 24 fixed ambient air quality sites in metropolitan and regional locations, and an
additional 16 sensor sites across Victoria. This network includes monitors in Brooklyn, Footscray, Point
Cook, and Altona North.
EPA also maintains a fleet of mobile Incident Air Monitors which can be deployed anywhere in the State of
Victoria within 24 hours of being activated, at the request of an incident controller.
EPA supported the response of fire agencies at incidents at the Kealba Landfill in December 2019, and Altona
North in July 2020. In both cases EPA deployed incident air monitoring equipment to provide air quality
advice to community and Incident Controllers about possible community and environmental impacts. Real
time data from incident air monitoring equipment was displayed live on EPA’s AirWatch website during both
incidents.
EPA continues to expand its air monitoring network. Since 2014, EPA has increased its air monitoring
capability by adding additional monitors and sensors and relocating monitoring locations to better align with
point sources of pollution.
Subject to coronavirus restrictions, EPA will be launching a number of air quality initiatives in 2020-21 in
Melbourne’s west, including a Citizen Science initiative working with the community in Melbourne’s Inner
West to monitor PM2.5 levels, and a Source Apportionment study to identify significant sources of air
pollution in Melbourne’s inner west.

EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19):
I thank the Member for your question.
The Government recognises that the spread of coronavirus has had a significant impact on all members of the
Victorian community.
The Government has taken strong measures to slow the spread of coronavirus and save lives. All decisions
regarding restrictions on people and businesses continue to be made based on the best epidemiological
evidence available and the advice of the Chief Health Officer.
The pandemic will continue to have significant impacts on our economy, but we are determined to help
Victorian businesses, households and workers to recover.
To date, the Government has announced more than $10 billion in measures to help businesses, workers and
the community get through to the other side of this pandemic and support the economic recovery.
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Our initial $1.7 billion Economic Survival and Jobs Package announced on 21 March 2020 included
$550 million to refund 2019-20 payroll tax to businesses with payrolls less than $3 million and waiving or
reimbursing liquor licence fees for businesses that hold a renewable liquor licence for 2020. It also included
a $500 million Business Support Fund to support the hardest hit sectors, and the $500 million Working for
Victoria Fund to help workers who have lost their jobs find new opportunities.
Following close consultation with industry, on 10 July 2020 the Government announced a further
$534 million Business Support Package that built on the Economic Survival and Jobs Package. This included
an expansion of the Business Support Fund to provide $5,000 grants to impacted employing businesses in the
restricted locations of metropolitan Melbourne and Mitchell Shire, as well as mental health support for
business owners, relief for tourism operators, and mentoring advice for businesses to adapt, stay afloat and
then bounce back on the other side of the pandemic.
Businesses with annual Victorian taxable wages up to $10 million can also defer paying payroll tax for the
first six months of this financial year–providing more than half a billion dollars in vital cashflow support.
On 3 August, after the introduction of Stage 4 restrictions in metropolitan Melbourne and the reintroduction
of Stage 3 restrictions in regional Victoria, we further expanded the Business Support Fund to support those
businesses that have suffered significant losses or need to close as a result of the changed restrictions.
Businesses in regional Victoria can apply for a $5,000 grant while those in Melbourne and Mitchell Shire can
apply for up to $10,000 in recognition of spending longer under restrictions.
The Government will continue to provide members of the Victorian community across every corner of the
State with the support needed to weather this crisis.
I trust that this information is of assistance.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Victorian Government is committed to maintaining hygiene and safety, and the following actions have
been implemented in our parks:
•

The frequency of cleaning and servicing of facilities has been doubled. Toilets in high use parks
are being cleaned to COVID standards, in line with Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS) and Safe Work Australia guidance.

•

Park visitors are encouraged to bring their own hand sanitiser, and practice good hygiene.

•

Shared facilities, such as playgrounds and barbecues, are currently closed.

The Parks Victoria website provides up to date information on how COVID-19 is affecting the access and
use of our parks, and how visitors can meet the requirements of the Chief Health Officer.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Environment Protection (Management of Tunnel Boring Machine Spoil) Regulations SR 62/2020 (TBM
Regulations) were introduced in response to current and anticipated future use of tunnel boring machines
(TBMs) by Victorian infrastructure projects.
Spoil from a TBM is produced in large volumes, and given the depth from which it is extracted, is generally
wet and contains low levels of contaminants. The spoil must be removed, transported, tested and deposited in
a manner that minimises any risks to human health and the environment.
While some landfills are licensed to receive this spoil, generation can exceed the rate of waste acceptance of
Victoria’s existing landfills and significantly reduce the future capacity of these landfills. The Regulations
provide for the safe management of TBM spoil, which is a high-volume, rapidly generated waste with a low
risk of contamination, and so it can be disposed of more sustainably rather than taking up landfill space.
EPA advises that the levels of PFAS in the spoil from the West Gate Tunnel alignment are expected to be
low and would not impact the community or environment with the appropriate controls being put in place.
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The regulations require operators seeking to store TBM spoil to comply with an EPA approved Environment
Management Plan (EMP) and strict conditions set out in new regulations. This plan must be published on
EPA’s website and demonstrate:
•

construct an appropriate containment and management system manage the spoil appropriately so
that its risks are controlled, including leachate capture and dust control and;

•

demonstrate how soil, groundwater, surface water and air quality will be protected.

EPA will continue to monitor the disposal of TBM spoil and use the full extent of its powers to ensure that a
receiving site meets rigorous environmental standards to keep Victorians safe.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
Thank you for raising the issue of the Swan safety in Lake Wendouree. It was good to discuss this when we
met recently.
Wendouree Parade is a local road and is the responsibility of the City of Ballarat.
I have asked Regional Roads Victoria (RRV) to look into the matter and to work with the City of Ballarat on
ways to improve road safety around the Lake Wendouree.

NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans):
On 19 August 2020, I confirmed that the council general elections will proceed on 24 October 2020 based on
advice from the Chief Health Officer.
In coming to this decision, I listened to the concerns of the sector in relation to the impacts of the current
restrictions on campaigning and sought advice from the Victorian Electoral Commission and the Chief Health
Officer on how best to proceed.
The Chief Health Officer has advised that October represents a period when risk is likely to be substantially
lower than at present, and there are no compelling public health grounds for the elections to be delayed.
The Chief Health Officer has also advised me that appropriate physical distancing, cleaning and hygiene,
workforce planning and other important public health risk mitigation strategies have all been considered and
integrated into the VEC’s COVID safe plans.
This means that Victorian communities can have their say on their local government representatives at
democratic council general elections as planned.
A range of other measures are also in place to ensure these elections can be run safely.
For the first time all council elections with be conducted via postal vote. All candidates will be able to provide
a 300-word statement which will be included in the voter ballot pack.
The new mandatory candidate training is being delivered as an online training module and is now available
on each council’s website and through Local Government Victoria.
To assist candidates in understanding how the current health directions apply to campaigning activities, Local
Government Victoria has issued a set of safe campaigning guidelines.
These Guidelines have been developed with public health advice from the Department of Health and Human
Services and include advice on permitted campaign activities, safety for campaign teams, basic hygiene and
physical distancing.
The guidelines have recently been updated to include areas under Stage 4 restrictions will be updated as and
when the Chief Health Officer’s advice changes.
This election will not be the same as the 2016 council elections. Candidates will need to do their bit to protect
the community by adapting and using online and telephone communications as much as possible in order to
reach voters.
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NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (4 August 2020)
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs):
I thank the member for Northern Victoria for his question.
The Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 2018 define the high impact activities that require a Cultural Heritage
Management Plan to include activities where a statutory authorisation is required to change the use of land
for the purpose of such things as places of assembly.
A Cultural Heritage Management Plan would only be required should the Sea Lake Mallee Rally be held at
a different location within the Lake Tyrell area. A Cultural Heritage Permit would instead be required for the
Rally to proceed at its usual location.
As you are aware, the Government has funded the preparation of a Conservation Management Plan to assess
all activities taking place at Lake Tyrell, including the Rally.
It is vital that Victorians can enjoy and appreciate regional Victoria’s unique landscapes in a way that respects
and ensures the protection of our significant Aboriginal cultural heritage. The Conservation Management Plan
will facilitate this at Lake Tyrrell.

SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Industry Support and Recovery, Minister for Trade,
Minister for Business Precincts, Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing,
Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts and Regions: COVID-19):
These are challenging and unprecedented times for all industries and the broader community. Major events,
business events and regional events are all important parts of Victoria’s visitor economy, and I acknowledge
that the restrictions that have been in place to slow the spread of coronavirus (COVID-19) and reduce its risk
to the health of Victorians have severely affected the Victorian event industry.
The Victorian Government is delivering a range of support to assist the State’s visitor economy and businesses
more broadly through the pandemic, including the $150 million Experience Economy Survival Package
which provides $11 million for Victoria’s tourism sector, and the recently announced $534 million Business
Support Package which includes an expansion to the Business Support Fund and support for regional tourism
accommodation providers through the $40 million Regional Tourism Accommodation Support Program.
To support businesses impacted by the restrictions, one-off grants are available to eligible businesses under
the Business Support Fund–Expansion program. Applications for the program have been extended until
14 September 2020. Businesses may also be eligible for the other components of the Business Support
Package, including the $10 million business mentoring program which pairs small business owners with
experienced professionals who can help them navigate their way through the crisis, and the $26 million in
mental health support for Victorians dealing with the compounding challenges of running a small business
during this difficult time. Further information is available on the Business Victoria website and I encourage
businesses to explore the resources available.
These measures complement Commonwealth Government initiatives including the JobKeeper Payment
scheme, which has been extended to 28 March 2021.
The Victorian Government is committed to the development of a visitor economy recovery plan that will set
a clear blueprint for the State and deliver new reforms to boost tourism and visitation for Victoria.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher Education):
Thank you for your important question and your strong advocacy for the Eastern Metropolitan Region.
TAFEs have an essential role to play in response to the current COVID-19 crisis and in Victoria’s economic
recovery. TAFE is training people for the frontline workforces we need now and skilling up others for the
jobs that will open up in the recovery phase of the pandemic.
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In line with changes to Melbourne’s COVID-19-related restrictions, Melbourne TAFE campuses have
reverted to remote learning under Stage 4 restrictions, with limited exceptions for critical delivery where
remote delivery is not possible such as study for health care workers.
TAFE teachers and curriculum developers have been working to adapt teaching and learning materials to
formats suitable for remote and online delivery since the pandemic crisis began. TAFEs have also shifted
student support and engagement services to operate remotely to ensure that students stay connected with
specialised support services and with each other, and have the equipment they need.
Box Hill Institute, like other TAFEs, has a program to provide laptops and internet dongles for students
without access to a computer or internet service. Through its Student Life program, it provides online personal
and educational eCounselling, support for students who are having difficulty paying fees, experiencing
problems at home, or having accommodation issues, and support, activities and programs to help students
succeed in their course. International students have access to a dedicated International Student Wellbeing
Officer and International Academic Advisor.
Similarly, the dedicated team of teachers at Holmesglen Institute’s Learning Skills Centre provide remote
support via WebEx, phone or email in the skills students need to succeed in their course, including with
accessing and navigating online content and assessments, and using and participating in online classes.
Students can also ask questions and access useful study tips and resources via Holmesglen’s Online
Community Learning Skills Centre group page.
Holmesglen is continuing to deliver meals and pantry items to students in need with the support of community
partners, and the Institute’s range of academic, personal, financial and welfare support services continue to
be available. Library services provide online access to databases, e-journals, e-books and streaming videos.
To continue providing education and support services during the pandemic, providers need funding certainty
and for this reason the Victorian Government has provided a $260.8 million provider viability package to the
TAFE network, AMES and Learn Locals including:
•

a $191.9 million guarantee to lock in government funded training revenue at expected pre-COVID-19
levels; and

•

$68.9 million in crisis support to ensure Victoria’s public providers have the certainty and support to
keep training Victorian students and job seekers.

This support will ensure that TAFEs, AMES and Learn Local providers can continue to teach around
330,000 students per year. The package will further assist TAFEs to deliver more online and remote learning,
maintain staffing, and continue teaching skills that will be critical in the response to COVID-19.
The Department continues working with TAFEs to ensure they remain updated on the latest health advice, to
secure additional hygiene and sanitation supplies, and to support training continuity and planning for the
recovery phase.
Like you, I am incredibly proud of the dedication of all TAFE staff across Victoria. Their commitment to the
students and communities that they serve is second to none.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans):
On the 15th of August this year Australia commemorated the 75th Anniversary of the end of World War Two
(WWII).
I would like to take this opportunity to join the Member in honouring and thanking WWII veterans for their
service and enormous sacrifices.
The Victorian Government provided support to the Shrine of Remembrance and a range of other organisations
to develop an extensive program of activities to enable Victorians to recognise this important anniversary at
home.
Taking advantage of new digital opportunities, Victorians were able to watch a pre-recorded and streamed
presentation for Victory in the Pacific Day on Saturday 15 August.
People were also able to explore online exhibitions, write to a veteran or display some bunting on their home
or fence.
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Whilst this year’s commemorations were different to previous years, I thank those who took the opportunity
to reflect it’s important that we mark 75 years since WWII was finally over.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (4 August 2020)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for the Coordination of Education and
Training: COVID-19):
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan Region for her question.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to building the Education State. That’s why we have invested
more than $7.2 billion in the last five years to build, upgrade and maintain school infrastructure across the
state. In response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic, in May 2020 the Government announced the
$2.7 billion Building Works package. At the centre of this package is a $1.18 billion allocation for education
infrastructure projects.
The project at Saltwater P-9 College is part of this package, which will generate more than 1,600 local
construction jobs to help Victoria’s economy rebound from the coronavirus crisis. As the Member for
Western Metropolitan Region notes, the latest funding will enable the college to build the extra classrooms
and specialist learning spaces needed for secondary education.
I am advised that site investigation works and preparation of tender documents for the project are currently in
progress. The Victorian School Building Authority is working collaboratively with the college’s leadership
team to coordinate important details of the project, to ensure a successful construction phase.
I am advised that construction works are scheduled to begin in late 2020 and will be completed in time for
the 2022 school year.
I trust this information is of assistance.

SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18 August 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19):
The matters raised in your question should be directed to the Minister for Industry Support and Recovery.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister for
the Suburban Rail Loop, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19):
I thank the member for the Western Metropolitan Region for her question.
Disposal of soil from the West Gate Tunnel Project (WGTP) is entirely the responsibility of Transurban and
its builder CPB John-Holland. We are continuing to encourage Transurban and its builder to resolve this
matter as soon as possible but I am advised that no decision has been made.
Melbourne’s west will be transformed by the WGTP, which will slash travel times to and from the central
city, boost economic growth by improving access to the Port of Melbourne, take more than 9000 trucks per
day off local roads in the inner west, deliver 9 hectares of new parks and open spaces, and provide
14 kilometres of new and upgraded walking and cycling paths.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes):
The Victorian Government’s landmark $1.3 billion Solar Homes Program is making it easier for families
from across Victoria to slash their energy bills by installing solar PV, a solar battery or a solar hot water
system, including those living in the Western Metropolitan Region.
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We have had tremendous interest in the program since it opened in August 2018, with more than
100,000 households across Victoria applying for a rebated solar system under the Solar Homes Program.
Our Solar for Rentals rebate provides landlords with a saving of up to $3,700 off the upfront cost of a solar
panel system on their rental property. 1000 Solar for Rental rebates will be made available between 1 July
2020 and 31 December 2020 to all Victorians including residents of Western Metropolitan Region.
We know that suburbs within the Western Metropolitan Region are among the top suburbs for Solar Homes
supported installations, including Tarneit. In postcodes located within the Western Metropolitan Region,
101 households have so far installed a solar system under the Solar for Rentals rebate stream.
The Solar Homes program will continue to make sure that households in the Western Metropolitan Region
and across the state are able to get the benefits of solar.
I thank the member for their question.

EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
In reply to Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for the Coordination of Education and
Training: COVID-19):
I thank the member for her question, and I note that Victoria is leading the nation when it comes to early
childhood education with this landmark $5 billion initiative.
In an Australian-first, we are introducing universal funded Three-Year-Old Kindergarten to lift children’s
learning and development outcomes right across the state, including in the Eastern Metropolitan area, and to
help to reduce the cost of living for families.
The first stage of the reform has started successfully this year in six regional local government areas (LGAs).
Next year we will expand to a further 15 LGAs. And in 2022, funded Three-Year-Old Kindergarten will be
rolled out across the entire state, ensuring every Victorian child, no matter where they live and what their
circumstances, will have access to the very best in early childhood education.
The Government’s historic commitment includes $1.68 billion for building the Education State, through coinvestments in early childhood infrastructure. This will be the largest investment ever in Victoria’s early
childhood infrastructure.
As part of the 2019-20 State Budget, the Andrews Labor Government is already investing $473.2 million
over five years in early childhood infrastructure.
In planning for how we can best work together to meet demand for kindergarten places, we have been listening
closely to our sector and local government partners, and peak bodies, including through the Kindergarten
Capacity Assessment Program Survey, with 95 per cent of early childhood education and care services in
Victoria taking part.
To respond to what we heard, the Government launched Building Blocks: Three-Year-Old Kindergarten
Infrastructure Strategy, which sets out the approach for investing the Government’s record infrastructure
funding in the most effective ways possible, including providing greater flexibility, certainty and coinvestment to the sector.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed to ensuring that there is a kindergarten onsite or next door
to every new government primary school that opens from 2021.
As part of Three-Year-Old Kindergarten infrastructure investment, new kindergartens will also be delivered
on a number of existing school sites. Through consultation and planning with local government authorities,
schools and existing early childhood providers, new facilities will be delivered in ways that best meet the
needs of local communities.
Co-locating new kindergartens with primary schools helps reduce the burden on parents and carers by helping
them avoid the dreaded “double drop-off”, makes the transition to school smoother for children, and will also
help Victoria to meet future demand for kindergarten places.
We are also improving the way we work with our partners to understand where the greatest demand for new
services will be through enhanced joint planning processes.
That is why the Department of Education and Training has invited all 79 local government authorities to
discuss and agree on a Kindergarten Infrastructure and Services Plan (KISP) for their local government
area. The KISP will be used as a way for local governments and the Department to discuss and agree on the
level of need in each municipality.
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The KISPs represent a new approach to information sharing, collaboration and coordination. Through these
discussions we are ensuring we have the best possible information and understanding of where new
infrastructure may be needed, including in the Eastern Metropolitan region.
To support this co-operative work with the Department, in consultation with the Municipal Association of
Victoria, the Andrews Labor Government offered all local government authorities a one-off planning grant,
as part of a $4.4 million package.
The new Building Blocks grants program streamlines all pre-existing kindergarten grants into one process.
The program will allocate the $156.6 million over five years made available in the 2019-20 State Budget as
the first instalment of funding for Three-Year-Old Kindergarten. The KISPs will be the foundation for
investment decisions, making sure that we are co-investing in projects to equitably and effectively address
infrastructure needs across the state.
Building Blocks includes significant increases to the maximum state funding contributions for projects and
offers new delivery options such as purpose-built modular kinder facilities.
Through Building Blocks, local councils and not-for-profit organisations delivering kindergarten facilities can
apply for up to $1.5 million for a New Early Learning Facility, including under the new modular kindergarten
facility option, a delivery option that can potentially reduce costs, timelines and project management
requirements for the roll-out of quality, purpose-built kindergarten infrastructure, up to $600,000 for an
expansion, or up to $2 million for a new Integrated Children’s Centre.
Since 2016-17, the Government has supported 24 early childhood infrastructure projects through major grants
in Banyule, Knox, Manningham, Maroondah, Monash, Nillumbik and Whitehorse local government areas.
This includes co-investment in major projects such as the new Swinburne Children’s Centre in Lilydale, and
an upgrade to the Kurboroo Kindergarten in Warranwood.
I trust this information is of assistance, and thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for her
enthusiasm on funded universal Three-Year-Old Kinder.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
The Friday before the AFL Grand Final public holiday–Grand Final Friday–is a legislated Victorian public
holiday.
Regardless of where the AFL Grand Final is hosted this year, Victoria remains the home of Australian Rules
Football. As I noted on 15 August 2020, I believe Victorians have been through a lot this year and deserve to
enjoy this public holiday.
Retaining the Grand Final Friday public holiday will provide certainty for the Victorian public and businesses
to inform their public holiday arrangements.
The Government is acutely aware of the significant impact that coronavirus is having on businesses, which is
why we have provided a range of supports to help businesses through this challenging period.
Through the Business Support Fund, originally announced as part of the $1.7 billion Economic Survival
Package in March 2020, over 77,000 small businesses in metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria have
been able to access $10,000 grants. The additional $534 million Business Support Package announced in July
2020 included:
•

The Business Support Fund Expansion program which provides $5,000 business support grants to
eligible businesses in metropolitan Melbourne and Mitchell Shire.

•

a $30 million fund to support Victoria’s night-time economy to support the hardest hit businesses
in the hospitality sector;

•

$26 million in mental health support for Victorians running small businesses;

•

a $10 million business mentoring program pairing small business owners with experienced
professionals who can help them navigate their way through the crisis; and

•

a $40 million fund for regional tourism businesses to cover the costs of refunds.

When Stage 4 restrictions began, the Business Support Fund Expansion program was further expanded to
$10,000 grants for eligible businesses in metropolitan Melbourne and Mitchell Shire and $5,000 grants for
eligible businesses in regional Victoria.
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The Government has also created a $500 million package to alleviate the hardship faced by residential and
commercial tenants and landlords, including a moratorium on evictions for small and medium businesses and
land tax relief for landlords who negotiate rent reductions.
In addition to these supports, we have provided significant tax relief and waived a range of fees for small
businesses.
The Victorian Government remains committed to supporting businesses and families through this pandemic.

WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19):
The Business Support Fund is administered by the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions. Your questions
should be re‐directed to the co‐ordinating Minister.
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Written responses to questions without notice
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period shown.

19 August to 2 September 2020
DUCK HUNTING
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19):
I am advised that:
The Board of the Game Management Authority (GMA) is diverse and appointed in line with section 10 of
the Game Management Authority Act 2014.
At the time of the 2019 duck season, three of the seven directors on the GMA Board held a licence to hunt
duck and quail; and at the time of this year's season, one director held a licence to hunt duck and quail.
The Minister for Agriculture recently increased the GMA Board membership to eight directors; increasing
diversity with country Victoria-based members; additional animal welfare expertise, gender equality, and
Aboriginal representation.
The GMA commenced addressing the 26 recommendations of the Pegasus Report in 2018 and provides
regular implementation updates on its website.

HOMELESSNESS
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19):
I am advised that:
My department does not fund Royal Melbourne Hospital to deliver an outreach program for people
experiencing homelessness and there are no outstanding proposals to do so.
My department has established the COVID-19 CBD hotels taskforce to coordinate the support offered to
people experiencing homelessness who are temporarily residing in hotels. Taskforce membership includes
homelessness services, Victoria Police, the City of Melbourne and health services including Melbourne
Health, St Vincent's Hospital Melbourne and CoHealth. This taskforce and response sits with the Minister for
Housing.
Hotel Emergency Response teams are currently operating in 20 hotels across metropolitan Melbourne
providing health concierge and referral to health and community services. The objective of this response is to
ensure appropriate preventative measures are in place to protect the health and wellbeing of people
experiencing homelessness from further COVID-19 outbreaks and to ensure homelessness and housing
services have the resources they require to support people in temporary accommodation. These supports will
remain in place while homelessness services develop tailored plans and pathways for them to move into
longer-term housing.
The Victorian Government has committed $150 million to enable homelessness services to sustain emergency
accommodation for clients while developing tailored plans and pathways for them to move into longer-term
housing. The package builds on previous funding and includes a significant investment in 1,100 homes which
will be leased.
Since 7 July 2020 there have been seven people experiencing homelessness who have tested positive to
COVID-19. Five of these cases were linked to outbreaks in the Flemington high rise estates. The source of
the other two are yet to be confirmed.
At the time of being tested positive, four of these seven people were in homelessness accommodation, one at
a congregate facility, another a resident of a youth foyer and one was sleeping rough.
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WEST GATE TUNNEL
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19):
I thank the member for her question. The West Gate Tunnel Project builder, CPB-John Holland, has advised
that the only hotel currently being offered as accommodation for residents affected by nearby works is Quest
Williamstown North.
The hotel is not part of the Victorian Government’s Hotel Quarantine Program.
The health and wellbeing of residents and workers is a top priority on the West Gate Tunnel Project. Every
effort is made to minimise any impacts from construction works near homes and, where required, residents
have access to mitigation ranging from noise-cancelling headphones through to temporary relocation.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19):
I am advised that:
The COVID-19 Hotel Quarantine Inquiry has been established to “inquire into, report and make any
recommendations considered appropriate” in relation to a range of matters including “decisions and actions
of Victorian government agencies, hotel operators and Private Service Providers, including their
staff/contractors and any other relevant personnel involved in the Quarantine Program ... relating to COVID19 Quarantine Containment”.
While getting on with the work of responding to this global pandemic, I intend to wait for the Inquiry to
establish the facts rather than participate in the Opposition’s naked politicking on this issue.
All witness who are called to give evidence to a Board of Inquiry may be required to swear an oath or
affirmation that their evidence is truthful, and if so called, I will so swear.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services,
Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19):
I am advised that:
I cannot comment on the specifics of the individual’s circumstances you refer to in your question. However;
please be advised that in Victoria firearms are regulated by the Firearms Act 1996 (the Act). The Act requires
that an individual must be a ‘fit and proper person’ to possess, carry, use, acquire or dispose of a firearm. I
am advised that a range of factors are taken into consideration when making this determination and each
application for a firearms licence is assessed on its merits. An individual may not be considered to be a ‘fit
and proper person’ if they have had findings of guilt for crimes of violence; a history of irresponsible handling
of firearms; not proven to be of good character; a criminal history associated with firearms; provided false or
misleading information to the police in a firearms matter; failed to possess sufficient knowledge or
competency in the carriage and use of firearms; or a record of physical or mental illness or a record of drug
or alcohol misuse which medical evidence suggests they should be excluded from owning or using a firearm.
There may be other criteria that will prevent a person from being considered fit and proper and these are
assessed on a case-by-case basis.
A prohibited person will also not be allowed to retain a firearms licence or possess, use or carry a firearm. A
person automatically becomes a prohibited person if they meet the definition provided in section 3 of the Act.
This includes being found guilty of specific criminal offences in Victoria or any other Australian state or
territory or being made the respondent in a final intervention order under the Family Violence Protection Act
2008 or the Personal Safety Intervention Order Act 2010 in Victoria or equivalent legislation in other states
and territories. The list of offences that cause a person to be considered prohibited can be found in section 3
of the Act.
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An individual who is dissatisfied with a decision by the Chief Commissioner of Police (CCP) in relation to
their firearms licence can request this decision be reviewed by the Firearms Appeals Committee (FAC). The
FAC is a statutory appeals body, independent of government, established under Part 9 of the Act. The function
of the FAC is to review certain decisions of the CCP. Parties to an application before the FAC have a further
right of review from a decision of the FAC to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
If you or a constituent has specific allegations of improper conduct or corruption against sworn or unsworn
LRD staff, I encourage this to be raised with the Professional Standards Command of Victoria Police on
1300 363 101, or the Independent Broad-based Anti-Corruption Commission (IBAC) on 1300 735 135. You
or one of your constituents may also consider making a Public Interest Disclosure under the Public Interest
Disclosures Act 2012 (Vic), and IBAC will be able to provide further information on how this can be done.

