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Wednesday, 11 November 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. N Elasmar) took the chair at 9.35 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:35): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978—Minister’s Order of 7 October 2020 giving approval to the granting of a
licence at Knox Community Gardens Reserve.
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008—Report to Parliament on the Extensions of the Declaration of a State
of Emergency, pursuant to section 198(8A) of the Act.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 121.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS
Notice given.
Members statements
APPRENTICE OF THE YEAR
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (09:38): I rise today to congratulate Shona McGuigan of
Mortlake for being awarded Victoria’s Apprentice of the Year at the recent Victorian Training
Awards. Shona was the first female plumbing apprentice at Cri-Tech in Warrnambool after completing
her training through South West TAFE. Cri-Tech employs over 30 workers and has served south-west
Victoria for nearly 70 years. Shona has a lot to be proud of, winning the award in a highly male
dominated industry but also against the thousands of apprentices in metropolitan Melbourne and right
across the state. Shona first discovered her passion for plumbing at her school, Mortlake College,
where they allow students to trial various career pathways. Trades men and women across Victoria
play a vital role in our local communities in ensuring the safety and functionality of our homes and
businesses. Congratulations, Shona.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:39): Today not only marks Remembrance Day but also
the 75th anniversary of the end of World War II and the 102nd anniversary of the end of World War I.
It is estimated that 730 000 Australians served in World War II. Tens of thousands of these men never
returned home. Many others lived out the rest of their lives scarred both physically and mentally. It is
believed that there are only 3000 Australian veterans left from World War II. Many Australians grew
up with a father or mother, grandfather or grandmother that could attest to their experiences of this
time. It is a strange and hollow feeling to be at the end of a generation of men and women that gave
so much to protect our country and to drive a dagger through the heart of tyranny. Today we honour
and remember all those Australians that have given so much, sometimes all.
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I will leave you with this poem from the Vonda Stanley collection called Thoughts:
Take this simple message,
From a Pioneer, such as I,
We’ll come back to Aussie,
When the clouds roll by.
We’ll cuddle up to our sweethearts,
And “roll the barrel” too,
When we get back to Aussie,
And all the friends we knew.

Lest we forget.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:40): On 11 November 1918 the guns of the Western
Front fell silent after four years of war. Today we remember the service members who have lost their
lives protecting this great country of ours. It makes us reflect on past servicemen who were family
members. In particular for me it was the old man. Remembrance Day was always important to him.
He always marched, catching up with his mates for lunch. The Premier would be glad to know he was
known to get on the beers today. Late afternoon my brother or I would get a phone call from our
mum—‘Go get your father and bring him home’. He was a member of the RSL from the time he
immigrated to Australia in 1951, and this meant a lot to him in his later years. Remembrance Day was
a great day for these servicemen to get together, reflect and remember those who gave their lives in
service to our country. Today I remember the sacrifices my father and his generation made. Lest we
forget.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:42): Remembrance Day 2020, a day to remember all
the Australian men and women who have given their lives to defend our country, a day to remember
just what they fought for over 100 years ago—to preserve our liberties and freedoms of this great
country. Remembrance Day 2020 is also one to remember because of COVID. Just like Anzac Day,
we do not gather today at local cenotaphs or the Shrine of Remembrance, because of government
directions. Whilst no-one wants to put anyone at risk, and especially our elderly veterans, when
numbers for the virus are so low, when social distancing could be observed and when other
commonsense measures could be put in place, it is disappointing to all those Victorians that want to
be able to pay their respects that they have been directed by the government that they cannot.
It is those liberties and freedoms of the democracy that we uphold and the morality of good
government that our forefathers fought for. Sadly, during this COVID crisis when the Victorian
government took the liberties and freedoms of so many of us, the very least they could do is be
transparent and truthful as to decisions they made. The morality of this government is also questionable
when the actions speak louder than words. The hotel quarantine inquiry demonstrated to each and
every one of us the lack of moral fortitude, when each minister, senior bureaucrat and the Premier had
a prepared ‘I don’t recall. I don’t remember’ response.
So just like Anzac Day, this year’s Remembrance Day will be a virtual one. On Anzac Day Victorians
came out in droves to stand silently and reflectively in their driveways to commemorate those who
died to fight for our country and defend our liberties and freedoms. Let us hope that when we all pause
today at 11.00 am it has the same powerful reflection as to what this great country provides to us all,
thanks to those men and women who fought over 100 years ago and who died in the line of duty to
keep us free.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:43): I join with members in acknowledging this most solemn
of days, Remembrance Day, the day when the supposed war to end all wars ceased in 1918. The
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Australian War Memorial records show that more than 60 000 Aussies died in World War I, with
155 000 wounded and some 4000 taken as prisoners. The tragedy of Gallipoli, the horror of the
Somme and the quagmire that was Fromelles must never be repeated and must never be forgotten.
For many of us as we move through our electorates, particularly those of us with rural constituencies,
the centrepiece of small country towns is of course the war memorial. What comes to mind is
Centenary Park in Wycheproof, which has a most impressive and beautiful memorial. What strikes
you is just how many names from the district are on the memorial. It is very, very moving. Here you
have a small town, yet many of its sons are resting on the other side of the world. One of these brave
men is Tatura born and bred Private Robert Mactier, VC, enlisted in the Australian Imperial Force,
23rd battalion, in 1917. He died in 1918 at the age of 28. Private Mactier was posthumously awarded
the VC for his incredible heroics in the battle north of Péronne in France.
On this Remembrance Day I also want to take the opportunity to acknowledge the great work done by
Legacy and the Legatees, who are providing not only much-needed financial and practical assistance
to the families of veterans but also love and companionship. Lest we forget.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:45): The 11th of November at 11.00 am is the day
and time Australia stops to remember when the Western Front fell silent in 1918 at the end of the First
World War. Three hundred and thirty thousand Australians served; more than 60 000 died. In the
102 years since, there have been further wars and armed conflicts, and we now stop to remember all
who have served and died during their service on this day. We also remember those who suffered due
to those conflicts and the sacrifices of families here at home. In the Western Metropolitan Region the
HMAS Castlemaine is primarily docked at the Williamstown Pier, where it was originally built and
launched in 1941. It was one of 60 Australian minesweepers built during World War II as part of the
commonwealth government’s wartime shipbuilding program. There are many resources online where
the community can find out about what Remembrance Day means, including veterans’ stories—
exhibitions now necessarily online due to this worldwide pandemic. When we open again, I encourage
you to visit the Castlemaine at Williamstown Pier with your family and learn more.
WYNDHAM INTERFAITH NETWORK
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (09:47): Recently I attended the National Unity Week
virtual dinner event organised by the Wyndham Interfaith Network, WIN, to coincide with National
Unity Week. WIN is a prominent organisation in my constituency that works to create harmony among
Victoria’s diverse faith groups. This year’s virtual dinner included various prerecorded cultural
programs to promote interfaith learning and sharing presented by members of the diverse communities
in my region. Participants enjoyed a delicious dinner in their own homes delivered by Sunil Abbott
from Jai Ho restaurant. Reverend Ian Smith, the executive officer of the Victorian Council of
Churches, was the keynote speaker. I take this opportunity to acknowledge WIN’s great work and also
thank Bhakta Dasa, Jenny Barrera, Laurence Grey, Monica Raizada and other team members for their
work and extending an invitation to me.
ASSOCIATION OF HARYANVIS IN AUSTRALIA
Ms VAGHELA: On another note, I was delighted to be part of the 54th birth anniversary
celebration of the Haryana state, which was conducted on a digital platform, organised by the
Association of Haryanvis in Australia, AHA. This year’s virtual event was an international event for
the benefit of global Haryanvi communities. The Association of Haryanvis in Australia have been
working hard to promote their culture, to support senior citizens in the community and to help migrants
and international students in other communities across Australia. Despite the COVID-19 restrictions,
AHA was able to organise this year’s virtual event to allow its members and the community to
celebrate their culture and heritage and share their traditions with the younger generation and the wider
community. I take this opportunity to acknowledge the great work of the AHA.
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REMEMBRANCE DAY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:48): I rise to also speak briefly about
Remembrance Day. I would like to share a small story. Like many people my age, both of my
grandfathers fought in World War II, and on my mother’s side my grandfather fought in Papua New
Guinea against the Japanese. Like many veterans, when he came back he spoke rarely about his
experiences and went back to his life as a builder. After he retired he went back to Japan with his wife,
my grandmother, and I think that it was a way of him making peace. It was sad that he died before he
could see it, but my now grandparents-in-law were also fighting in World War II, on the other side,
on the Japanese side. What I said at my wedding and I will repeat to people now is that the world must
be a better place, because our grandparents were literally trying to kill each other and now we are
trying to be married to each other. So I think the world is a better place now.
COMMUNITY ORGANISATIONS
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (09:49): I rise to offer my thanks to the organisations that I
am proud to have served as a board member for in the time immediately before entering this place. I
have a long history of service to community organisations, and today I would like to acknowledge and
honour with great fondness the work and contributions to our community of the following
organisations: the Victorian Council of Social Service, chaired by Stella Avramopoulos; Women’s
Health Victoria, chaired by Candy Broad; the Victorian Health Promotion Foundation, or VicHealth,
chaired by Dr Sally Fawkes; Merri Health, chaired by Carlo Carli—there are a couple of names that
might be familiar to folks here; the Progressive Public Health Alliance, chaired by Dr Alex Wodak;
and the Living Future Institute Australia, newly chaired by Tom Grosskopf. Can I thank the members
of these organisations and their workers, clients and board members for their best wishes as I leave
these respective organisations, and I thank them once again for their immeasurable contributions to
the Victorian community in the provision of advocacy, policy, services, advice and community
leadership. I look forward to continuing to work with these organisations towards better health and
wellbeing outcomes for the Victorian community. I send them my best wishes as they convene their
annual general meetings and make plans and preparations for 2021 and continue their services to
Victorian communities, our people and our beloved environment.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:51): I would like to pay homage on Remembrance Day
to our late Pa Butcher, who served in World War I. He served in the Battle of the Somme and I believe
also the Middle East. Unfortunately he was gassed. He did survive, though. I was thinking, do I use
the word ‘lucky’ or do I use the word ‘fortunate’? I am going to lean on fortunate in that he was able
to return home and raise a family; however, the gas did take a toll on his lungs and he did die
prematurely. The reason I am also mentioning him is that it just brings home the fact that war is always
very personal. It starts on a global and political scale, and that is the nature of war. Fundamentally I
would like to think it is about protecting democracy—and I believe that is why people go out and
defend, as they have and so bravely did—but at the end of the day it comes back to each and every
one of us. It touches us very personally, and it leaves a mark. Hopefully it is an inspiration to do better
in the future and prevent war in any way we can, but at the same time I honour the incredible sacrifices
of those who have served on our behalf so bravely overseas in years past.
REMEMBRANCE DAY
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (09:52): Every year we mark the 11th hour of the 11th day
of the 11th month. We take time to remember. We remember those selfless men and women who have
served, suffered and died in all wars and peacekeeping operations. The year 2020 marks the
75th anniversary of the end of the Second World War. Almost a million Australians answered the call
and served their country. Half of them served overseas on shores far from home—from Europe to
North Africa, to South-East Asia and the Pacific—in their slouch hats and khaki. They left their homes,
their loved ones, for something greater than themselves. Not all came home. On this day we pause to
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remember them. We remember all Australians who have served our country. We take a moment to
remember their service and sacrifice to make Australia what it is today. I also wish to recognise the
ongoing dedication and sacrifice made by our servicemen and servicewomen across Australia and the
globe. The year 2020 has been turbulent. As I look at events unfolding around the world, I am grateful
for the freedom our service men and women have afforded us, and I am humbled when I think what
it has cost them. Lest we forget.
Motions
CHINA TRADE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (09:54): I am pleased to move:
That this house:
(1) notes:
(a) the unjustified and provocative actions of the Chinese communist government in blocking access
to Victorian exports, including barley, wine, beef and lobster;
(b) that these actions by the Chinese communist government are not consistent with World Trade
Organization rules and do not honour the commitments made by China under the China-Australia
free trade agreement;
(c) the memorandum of understanding between the Victorian government and the National
Development and Reform Commission of the People’s Republic of China, signed on 8 October
2018, referred to as the Belt and Road Initiative;
(d) the framework agreement between the Victorian government and the National Development and
Reform Commission of the People’s Republic of China, signed on 23 October 2019, in particular
article 1, cooperation principles, which have been ignored by the Chinese communist government;
(2) calls on the Andrews Labor government to:
(a) request that the Chinese communist government reverse its trade blockades of Victorian
produce; and
(b) rebuke the Chinese communist government over its deliberate and damaging actions.

It is with sadness that I begin this motion, because China has been a very good trading partner and
indeed friend in many respects to Australia and to Victoria, and I put on record that my friend and
indeed predecessor, the Honourable Rupert Hamer, Premier of Victoria, was the one who signed the
Jiangsu sister-state relationship with China in 1979. It was the first of these signed around Australia
and was regarded as far sighted, and I think it was. It actually opened up dialogue between Victoria
and Jiangsu and thereby the People’s Republic of China and indeed the Chinese people, and we should
not make any mistake about the distinctions between the Chinese communist government and the
Chinese people. The Chinese people are people who are our friends and people that we wish to engage
with on every possible level. But the government has embarked in this recent period on a series of
actions which are damaging to the relationship but also damaging to, in particular, the trade between
Australia and China but in our context Victoria and China, and we need to be quite clear that this is
something we can take a stand on, something we can make clear statements about.
It is true, as people will point out, I am sure, in this debate, that foreign trade is primarily a federal
responsibility. The federal government has clear responsibilities here, and I have no doubt that they
will discharge them. But that equally does not mean that we cannot have a clear view, and this chamber
has on many occasions expressed views about trade, about international links, about international
relations on a number of levels. In this circumstance where Victorian trade is directly threatened we
need to be both thoughtful and moderate but also firm and clear. We need to make it absolutely crystal
clear that what is occurring—the threats, the actuality in some cases, of blockages and blockades and
the under-the-radar talk and what are in effect threats—is wrong and should be called out as such. As
the motion says, they are not in the spirit of the relationship. They are not in the actuality of the World
Trade Organization principles, selecting goods from one country or one jurisdiction and singling them
out in that way. The China-Australia free trade agreement also lays out rights, privileges and
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agreement between the nations with respect to movement of goods and people indeed between both
jurisdictions, and some of the actions that have occurred in the recent period are not consistent with
those principles either.
I think it is important in this context also to state that the state government has signed an agreement,
which we think is an unwise agreement, through the Belt and Road Initiative. There are two of these,
and I invite people to read them. They can see that they are in many respects very weak documents,
but they are also lopsided documents. They are documents that are more favourable to the Chinese
Communist Party and its focus and less favourable to Victoria indeed in this context but Australia in
the broader context. I note the strong focus on infrastructure in the 2019 document—a very strong
focus on infrastructure and road maps. There is in each of the agreements an article that deals with the
settlement of differences, and I will quote one of them. This is the 2019 document. It says both sides:
… will settle differences in the interpretation, application or implementation of this …

agreement—
through friendly consultations.

Well, that is a very weak dispute settlement clause, of course, but it is nonetheless something that can
be activated if the government is actually arguing that these have any merit. I do not think they actually
help Victoria terribly much, and we heard yesterday in the chamber when we asked a question about
whether the Minister for Agriculture or the Premier had activated any of those clauses that they had
not. They had not. I say that we cannot be mealy-mouthed in this process at this point. I think we need
to be quite firm and thoughtful but clear that what is going on is quite, quite wrong.
It is interesting to look at the articles that are coming through today in a lot of the newspapers at the
moment. It is very clear that in fact wool is one that is in the gun, with China talking under the radar,
but there are seven sectors listed: wine, lobster, sugar, barley, timber—all of these are significant risks
for us in this period. We have got to be quite firm that we need to stand up strongly and stand up
clearly. This is an opportunity for the chamber to take a position and to say, ‘No, what is being done
here in China is wrong’.
We have heard the story of lobster being on the tarmac and facing significant losses. We know that
Victorian wine producers are terribly worried, and people can read the Weekly Times stories today and
see that a number of the wine groups are very worried about the fact that wine will not be able to get
into China. This operates on several levels. Let us be clear. There are sort of formal bans, and there
have obviously been some formal bans. Coal has hit hurdles, as people know, in certain circumstances.
We have heard of what has happened to barley, and this chamber has dealt with that. I am not going
to put on record all the details of the barley movements out of Victoria, but barley is clearly being hit
quite sharply. Wine is also on the hit list. This can be done by a formal blockage or it can be done by
this surreptitious campaign of whispering and making importers in China cautious and afraid to import
new orders and new shipments, and that is now happening across a wide front.
Importers are fearful, and the federal government has indeed given advice to people here who are
exporting to China that they need to check carefully and make decisions that factor in the risk that is
involved. So if you are a small producer trying to export wine into China, for example, you face the
challenge today as to whether to send a new shipment to China with the uncertainty of the bans and
the go-slows and the unfavourable attitude of the Chinese Communist Party in China. I say that this is
completely and utterly unfair to our producers. It is unfair to those small firms that are seeking to do
the right thing to export and build jobs here. It will have a significant impact; it is having a significant
impact now. Now, obviously there is a large international context and that is one aspect, but this is
actually a set of decisions that have been made by the Chinese communist government now to
disfavour Australian and indeed, in our context, Victorian exports.
I should say that many of the links to China and the agricultural and other exports, whether it be
education or the long list of successes—tourism, the long list of exports that we have successfully built
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up with China—have been bipartisan policy. Ted Baillieu, as a new Premier, led the largest trade
delegation to China in China’s history from Victoria, and that delivered very significant benefits to
China and to Victoria. It delivered a great increase in exchange of not only education exports but
tourism and even aged care. I was the minister for aged care at the time, and there was a very significant
focus on potential exports of knowledge and approaches with aged-care support for older Chinese that
could be moved from Victoria into China.
My point here is that this is not something any of us want. On one level we have to keep talking
positively to the Chinese communist government and maintain the links with the Chinese community,
which are so important. But we also have to speak plainly and say that what is going on is wrong and
it is not consistent, and Victoria’s government is not without influence in this. They can actually speak
directly and plainly to the Chinese communist government, to provincial governments even, to say
this is damaging and it is wrong. I think that they can also speak publicly, and I think they should;
hence the motion is in the form that it is in.
So I think this is a very important set of moments that we face with this challenge. I am not pretending
that this is easy. I am not pretending that any of us would have wished this. I do not think the state
government’s Belt and Road focus has been helpful. I do not think that it was the right agreement to
sign. We have been quite clear about that, and we think that in many respects they are not worth the
paper they are written on in terms of delivering for Victoria, but they do deliver a political and
otherwise economic benefit for China. The focus on infrastructure is strong in those agreements.
Now, of course Chinese involvement in infrastructure is in general appropriate, but where a Chinese
communist government-controlled entity is involved we need to think carefully about that too. And
we have seen contractual disputes with some of these firms. So they are not like a normal firm; they
are actually a wholly owned and controlled government subsidiary of the Chinese communist
government. So a state government having a legal and financial dispute with a firm like that faces
certain challenges. Let us be clear about that too.
But the key point today is that agreed strategy to expand our exports over a longer period—by all
parties, I think—and now we are hitting very heavy weather. I think that we can speak up. I think the
chamber can speak up, but I think the state government, under Daniel Andrews, can speak up as well
and should speak up in favour of our exporters.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:09): I rise today to make a contribution to Mr Davis’s motion,
and I note that the motion itself has leapt around a bit from the impact on primary producers and
exports in Victoria through to the way in which free trade agreements on the one hand, tariffs and
indeed the Belt and Road Initiative as a document, which lists the aspirations of two jurisdictions, have
formulated the basis for Mr Davis’s contribution in seeking—I think the last dot point of the motion
refers to it—a ‘rebuke’ against the Chinese government.
But one thing that has been consistent in Mr Davis’s contribution today is his inability to refer to the
Chinese government simply as the Chinese government. If you go back through Hansard from today
and you look at Mr Davis’s references to the Chinese government, you will see that in fact he refers
to the ‘Chinese communist government’ on every single occasion. In that we have a very telling slip
perhaps from Mr Davis or indeed an inclusion by design, because this motion is being brought by
Mr Davis for the purpose of making political points rather than practical ones which will assist our
primary producers and exporters across a range of different sectors and industries in Victoria, including
beef, dairy, horticulture, viticulture and other primary and secondary product.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms SHING: Well, Mr Davis, you have just heard me refer to beef, dairy and horticulture, so those,
with viticulture, would probably constitute agriculture.
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What we are talking about here, though, is Mr Davis’s preoccupation with grandstanding at the state
level in a jurisdiction which is not in a position to effect change on tariff agreements, which are strictly
the purview of federal governments, whilst also having a bet the other way and championing the
actions of a former coalition Premier, Mr Ted Baillieu, in leading the first-ever trade delegation to
China. Now, Mr Davis is very happy to refer to the work that the former coalition government did in
seeking to enhance and attract export opportunities and bilateral trade opportunities to and with China
on the one hand, and yet on the other the way in which this motion has been drafted seems to fail
diplomacy 101 in its clumsy and awkward expression. I fear that Mr Davis’s characterisation of these
matters, in seeking to rebuke the Chinese government and in using the sort of language that he has
used in seeking to request a reversal of trade blockades of Victorian produce, may have the reverse
effect to that which, as Mr Davis has claimed quite passionately in this place on a number of occasions
now, all parties seek to achieve.
When he got to his feet to talk about this motion, Mr Davis also referred to the need to be, and I quote
him, ‘thoughtful and moderate’ on the one hand but also ‘firm and clear’ on the other. Now, this is a
common sleight of hand from Mr Davis and from those opposite. On the one hand they want to wade
into the territory of international diplomacy and trade relations in a way that might be seen to occupy
a space on the world stage, and on the other they are very happy to take language into the public
domain which condemns our relationship with China, which has made China our largest trading
partner in many, many parts of the Victorian economy and in a number of sectors.
What we do have is a situation where the Belt and Road Initiative, which again is widely
misunderstood—and we have seen that in this chamber when people have variously referred to it as a
funding agreement, have variously asked about grants and have variously confirmed that they have
neither read nor understood the document—is an intention by the two jurisdictions, namely, Victoria
and China, to work together to enhance cooperative opportunities to build trade and commerce
opportunities now and into the future.
This is something which—if you go back and look at Mr Davis’s contribution—Mr Baillieu when
Premier in fact did by his own actions in leading that first trade delegation to China. How far we have
come now—that the very same actions which are facilitated through the Belt and Road Initiative are
now something which Mr Davis wants to conveniently use to condemn the work being done by this
government to enhance and build upon existing Sino-Australian relations and to enhance trade and
export opportunities in Victoria.
What Mr Davis also conveniently neglects, despite his protestations to the contrary, is the importance
of a good and productive working relationship with primary producers and exporters across a range of
different sectors. Mr Davis has referred to lobsters languishing on tarmac, which has resulted in
significant product spoilage. There is also another risk for this should it come to pass in relation to
quarantine matters that may arise for fresh fruit and vegetables. There are issues in relation to the way
in which exported product may be received with delays upon receipt, and these do present a matter of
concern and indeed worry for primary producers who rely so heavily upon this global part of the
market.
What Mr Davis has not achieved through his contribution, however, is any constructive way to work
with and alongside our primary producers and our exporters to raise the profile in a beneficial and
positive way of the goods which we produce, which are world class by any measure, and to make sure
that our primary producers, from our dairy farms through to our grain growers, from our wineries
through to our beef, from those processing plants that manufacture milk powder through to the way in
which our tourism and visitor economy operators work so hard to get a share of the Chinese visitor
market, are supported in the work that we as a state government do.
There are also around a quarter of a million Victorians with Chinese heritage and ancestry. I am one
of them. That is why I take personal umbrage at Mr Davis’s obsession with referring to the Chinese
communist government whilst also paying lip-service to the impact that his particular contribution and
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that motions like this may well have in practical terms on members of the Chinese Australian
community here in Victoria.
There are a number of communities which stand to lose from contributions such as Mr Davis’s. We
have in fact a situation where we must continue to work carefully, diligently and thoroughly with our
trade partners all around the world. This is not something that has changed. This includes our work
with and alongside China, including through decentralised trade negotiations with that jurisdiction, as
well as making sure that we continue to work constructively with our colleagues in Canberra and the
federal government, which regulates tariffs in the jurisdiction that we are talking about with our trade
partnerships with China, and that we do not in fact seek to unnecessarily weigh into a debate with
inflammatory language such as that referred to by Mr Davis in this motion today, around seeking to
kick the shins of a process which is intended to resolve issues and deadlocks.
We need to work through the intercultural issues that may arise in the course of trade relations and
associated debates, to work to enhance mechanisms such as dispute resolution, which are referred to
in the Belt and Road Initiative, and to understand what the spirit of this document is in terms of
encouraging a bilateral approach to cooperative decision-making in a way that enhances—not, as
Mr Davis has referred to, a one-sided set of benefits—bilateral improvement of trade relations such
that Victoria can continue to benefit from the numbers of tourists that we see here. There were more
than 650 000 in the last year before COVID restrictions came into force. We must do so in a way
which builds upon the jobs which are created across a range of industries and sectors and in a way in
which we can enhance our trade partnerships with China so that in every part of our state, from the
middle of Melbourne through to our borders with other states in Australia, we are maximising our
opportunities, not just with China but with every trading partner that we have.
For this motion to be brought for any reason other than a cheap grandstanding attempt at relevance in
what is ostensibly a federal matter belies Mr Davis’s true intentions and indeed the intentions of those
opposite in wanting to inject themselves into a situation which is the subject of intense and ongoing
diplomatic discussion. We need to make sure, in having these debates as we do, that we understand
the relevance of trading partnerships with jurisdictions all over the world, that we do whatever we can
to support our communities, our sectors and industries and our workforces which rely upon productive,
constructive and indeed profitable arrangements with China and that we do not fall for the cheap
theatre of a constant reference to the Chinese communist government, because I have got to say I have
been asked on a number of occasions now over the last couple of years what my affiliation with the
Chinese Communist Party is—and if that is not an indication of where this debate has started to head
then I do not know what is. What this sort of discussion does in an incredibly puerile and
unsophisticated way is make cheap tactical points at the expense of building, of ameliorating and of
recovering relationships which Mr Davis has referred to as ‘hitting very heavy weather’, to quote his
contribution from earlier this morning.
We have announced in the course of our term in government since being re-elected in 2014 a range of
measures to assist primary producers with enhancing their export opportunities. We have done that
through inbound trade delegations to make sure that people from China and a range of other
jurisdictions can see what it is that we do rather than sending a small group of people in trade and
commerce to China to spruik that particular set of skills and offerings that we have as a Victorian
economy, as a Victorian jurisdiction, and that has been enormously successful. We have seen that in
fact we had before COVID the largest source of international overnight visitors from China, more than
650 000, and international student enrolments in 2019 were up to 87 875.
So this is why agreements, arrangements, contracts and commitments of this magnitude require a
deftness of diplomatic skill and expertise that Mr Davis simply does not have. These sorts of cackhanded motions put before the house do nothing other than raise the profile of an opposition which is
desperately seeking to be relevant. They do not change the narrative of diplomatic discussions and
negotiations which are taking place in Canberra. They do not change the trade office’s work, the
business and peak bodies’ work—those efforts being undertaken around the clock to correct
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misunderstandings, to improve misinformation and to restore effective and positive trading
relationships with China. What motions like these do is languish in Hansard until such time as those
opposite want to refer yet again to the Chinese communist government and want to cherrypick the
sorts of political issues that may apply to one jurisdiction in a specific part of the political spectrum
whilst ignoring the issues which have also arisen in other jurisdictions around the world.
Victoria and indeed Australia have trading partnerships with other countries and nations which it might
be said have also had issues that have taken our relationship into what Mr Davis says is ‘very heavy
weather’. Yet you do not hear Mr Davis talking about those issues and those challenges in this place,
and the reason that you do not is what Mr Davis has referred to repeatedly, obsessively, in his
contribution in relation to the Chinese communist government. This sort of Sinophobia is politically
motivated. It does not assist those farmers, those communities, those workers, those businesses and
those industries which rely upon productive relationships, and if Mr Davis suddenly wishes to become
an ambassador, an attaché or indeed a diplomat then he is in the wrong place to be doing that and he
has also got a fair bit of work to do to improve the way he goes about his business.
What we see repeatedly in this place is Mr Davis standing up and decrying in the most vocal and florid
terms just about everything that this government does. When we see that superimposed onto
diplomatic relations, it is almost certain to fail. When we see an inability to understand the intercultural
matrix and the trade relations as they operate between different jurisdictions, that is almost certain to
fail. When we see Mr Davis’s dogged attempt to engage in international relations in a way that shows
and demonstrates little respect for the practical consequences of his words, then we know that
Mr Davis in seeking to be a diplomat is definitely in the wrong business.
What I would suggest in relation to this particular motion is that Mr Davis and others look to the many,
many billions of dollars in trade that have been achieved and secured with Victoria over decades,
whereby China has become one of the pre-eminent trading partners, if not the pre-eminent trading
partner, with Victoria across a range of sectors, and I would in fact entreat people who are interested
in this particular motion to look at those billions of dollars in current investment and in past investment,
the growth of that return for Victoria in jobs and in financial, social and economic terms and the future
of that trajectory as it relates to increased spend from one of the largest trading partners on the globe.
I would encourage those who might be interested in this debate to understand that not everyone in this
place shares Mr Davis’s view around rebukes, as the blunt instrument which Mr Davis proposes to
use, being the most suitable tool for resolving diplomatic deadlocks. I am hopeful that we can see an
improvement in practical terms in the way in which agreements operate and function on a practical
level on the tarmac, in the fields and paddocks and in the processing facilities and factories here and
in China, such that our trade partnerships can continue to grow and grow healthily over time. I am also
looking forward to continuing the work and to seeing the work unfold within Victoria to improve
export opportunities for our producers and to build job opportunities around that.
We have got a long way to go in terms of meeting our full potential in terms of engagement and
relations with not just China but other jurisdictions globally. We have seen markets open up
exponentially, particularly as it relates to the pandemic, whereby business and markets have embraced
an entirely new way of undertaking commerce, and this is something which I think we also need to be
mindful of, presenting the opportunities that it does for Australia as a geographically distanced
jurisdiction to take advantage of now and into the future. We are increasingly seeing supply chain and
logistics developments and technological advances make the delivery of primary production and
secondary goods to the world stage from Victoria in a more efficient and swift way than ever before.
So we on this side of the chamber want to see that work continue, and we on this side of the chamber
want to see an ongoing effort in good faith and by reference to established diplomatic processes
continue to work in the way that it should, whilst also continuing discussions with our colleagues in
Canberra to resolve deadlocks wherever possible.
The sorts of challenges that Victoria has faced and is continuing to face around quarantining and other
unofficial channels, reducing the capacity for goods to be delivered and contracts to be fulfilled in
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China, are causing significant grief. They are causing economic harm, and they are indeed causing a
level of uncertainty that our primary producers and exporters desperately want to see resolved. We
want to make sure that our exports of wine, of beef, of barley, of lobster and of other primary and
prestige goods make it to their destination, we want to make sure that we continue to secure our share
of one of the largest markets on earth and we also want to make sure that we continue to engage in the
sort of diplomatic discussion and building of relationships that is so integral to the way in which such
trade partnerships operate.
So the government will not be supporting the motion put by Mr Davis for the reasons that I have
outlined. We continue to be invested in the practical and economic benefits of a productive relationship
with China. We continue to note that there is work to do to resolve deadlocks and to remove blockages
which have occurred and received media coverage in recent times and which are hurting our primary
producers. However, we do not believe that a motion in the terms couched by Mr Davis achieves those
ends or does anything productive in the course of the discussions, which are necessary and a crucial
part of continuing good and effective trade relations into the future, and we do not believe that
Mr Davis’s motion, couched in the terms that it is, does anything more than indicate a desperate squeak
for relevance from those opposite. The government opposes this motion.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (10:30): The issue of foreign relations with China
is a difficult one for the Liberal Democrats because we love free trade, but we also love human rights.
When it comes down to it human rights are of the utmost importance in China and in Victoria, for that
matter. This motion asks us to note the provocative action of the Chinese government in regard to
exports, but I would like to draw your attention to a particular export that has concerned me and a
shameful export that I would like to never see happen again.
A few months ago the ABC ran a documentary on Foreign Correspondent and Radio National called
‘The power of Falun Gong’. Since starting this job I have come to know practitioners of Falun Gong
both in my electorate and in other areas. They are a peaceful group of people who courageously stand
up against persecution from the Chinese Communist Party to practise their beliefs, which in many
ways are no more unusual than those of many Christian denominations. I was shocked to see their
vilification in the ABC documentary, which repeated a number of Chinese Communist Party talking
points. If this program had referred to nearly any other religious minority in Australia, the producers
would be accused of hate crimes. In fact the ABC was so successful that the CCP used some of the
documentary for their own websites—exactly as they were warned beforehand—and they went ahead
and broadcast the episodes anyway.
In the days that followed I heard of Falun Gong practitioners in Australia being abused by members
of the public as a direct consequence of this program. When I spoke up in their support, websites in
China that were originally set up by what is called the 610 Office, which was set up in the late 1990s
to persecute and eradicate religions that the Chinese Communist Party deemed outlawed, actually set
up a webpage on me. They started criticising me directly because I dared to defend freedom of religion
and criticise the ABC. So while members of the government might like to visit China to talk about
free trade they will have to count me out, because I fear if I go I will never be able to return. I have
since complained to the ABC on the grounds that it breached its own policies by inciting undeserved
stigmatisation of a vulnerable religious minority. They investigated themselves and declared
themselves innocent.
Mr Finn: As they do.
Mr LIMBRICK: As they do. I have taken it further, to the Australian Communications and Media
Authority, and I eagerly await their reply. I would like to see free trade with China, but I would urge
the ABC to stop using taxpayers money to export propaganda about persecuted minorities to the
Chinese government. We should always stand up to bullies, so I commend this motion to the house.
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Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (10:33): I rise to support the motion so very ably put by my
friend and colleague Mr Davis today. In doing so I congratulate Mr Limbrick on his contribution,
because I too have had a great deal to do with Falun Gong practitioners and their associated supporters
now over a number of years, and they are good people. They are very good people. They do not
deserve the persecution and they do not deserve the treatment that they have received from the
barbarians in Beijing, and that is the flat-out truth. It is a disgrace, the way that they have been treated,
and of course they are not alone. When you talk about human rights it is not something that you
immediately connect with the Chinese government. There are probably—I would say almost
certainly—very few governments in the world that are more involved in the violation of human rights
than the Chinese communist government. They are despicable in many ways, and I commend
Mr Davis on making the point that whilst we are a friend of the Chinese people, and I have many,
many, many Chinese friends, the Chinese Communist Party is not one of them.
Anybody who tries to tell you that the Chinese communist government is a friend of Australia is having
a lend of you. The fact of the matter is that it is not, and it has shown that of recent months. Putting
aside the debate about the genesis of the Wuhan virus and whether it was allowed deliberately to infect
the world—some have even suggested that it was part of a Chinese government plan to destabilise the
US in the lead-up to the election, but putting all that aside—you have got to wonder why the Chinese
communist government reacted so badly when Scott Morrison suggested that we have an inquiry, we
ask some questions and we find out what happened. They went berserk, and you can understand
why—because if there is a more secretive government, apart from North Korea perhaps, in the world
than communist China, you will be hard-pressed to find it.
Of course the Chinese government is not just an enemy of Australia; it is an enemy of its own people.
Anybody who shows any form of criticism at all cops it in the neck. There are many, many, many
people in prison camps, in jails. There are many, many people who were taken away in the middle of
the night and have not been seen since. There are many, many people who have been murdered by the
Chinese government for the simple deal of criticising the Chinese regime. It is appropriate, as
Mr Limbrick pointed out, that the ABC would be supporting the Chinese Communist Party, because
there is a pretty strong link there as far as I am concerned. Maybe—not maybe, definitely—the sooner
we pull the plug on the ABC, the better we will all be in this nation as well.
I am not going to go on forever today, because I know there are a number of people who wish to have
their say and I will be considerate in that regard. But I am very concerned about the Belt and Road
Initiative (BRI) that has been put up by the Andrews government. The Premier seems to regard himself
as some sort of Chinese communist best friend or something similar to that. I am not sure what it is.
Until the Wuhan virus hit he had spent more time in China than he had in country Victoria, and that
tells you a fair bit about where his priorities are. What I am very concerned about is that the Premier
of this state is selling our future. He is selling Victoria’s future, and that is something that every single
member, whichever side we are on, should be deeply concerned about. I do not want our future owned
by the Chinese Communist Party. That is not on. That is not an option. I do not want in any way, shape
or form my children or my grandchildren being controlled by the Chinese Communist Party, and that
is my very deep concern. That is a very real possibility, indeed a probability, if Mr Andrews continues
down this track.
I know there are huge number of people in the community who are equally concerned. It is certainly
an issue to which, when it was first raised about I suppose 12 or 18 months ago, the reaction in my
electorate was huge, because of course there are a number of people in the west of Melbourne from
China, from Vietnam, from a number of communist nations. They have come here to Australia for
freedom. They have come to Australia to escape the communists. They do not want our Premier selling
our state and our future—and their future—to the Chinese Communist Party. That is the last thing they
want, and they are genuinely afraid of that because they have seen communism firsthand and they
know how totally and thoroughly evil it is. So I have given them a firm commitment that I will fight
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BRI in every way that I possibly can. I will do that with every fibre of my being because this is
something that is so very, very important.
China has shown over recent times that it cannot be relied upon for trade—or for anything else for that
matter. We have to find new markets. We have to go out beyond what we have traditionally done and
find those markets. They are out there. We need to do that because, as I say, we just cannot rely on
China.
I find it disappointing, but not surprising, that the government is not supporting this motion today. We
know the connection between the Andrews government and the Chinese Communist Party, so it
should not surprise anybody that the government of Victoria does not in any way wish to upset their
communist overlords in Beijing. That is not surprising to anyone, but certainly it is very, very
disappointing. I commend Mr Davis for this motion. I think it is an extremely important motion, and
I urge all members of the house to give it their full support.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (10:41): I will not take too much of the chamber’s
time, but these are important issues and, as Minister for Agriculture, it is important that I respond.
Obviously I was asked about it yesterday. I get asked quite a bit in this house about our relationship
with China. Fundamentally what is important to me is what is important to Victorian farmers,
producers and exporters, and China is our number one customer. This is a very important issue for me
and for country Victoria in particular. So the Victorian government very much values the partnership
we have with China. As I have said, it is our number one trading partner and it is obviously a significant
investor. China has created opportunities and jobs for Victorians. Our relationship is not just an
economic one; the Chinese community in Victoria has a history of over 150 years and continues to be
a cornerstone of Victoria’s vibrant multicultural community.
The Victorian government’s relationship with China benefits all Victorians, and it will continue to do
so as we emerge strongly from this pandemic. Exports to China have grown by 62 per cent in the last
five years, and that is since we have been in government. It is obvious that having a good working
relationship with China is in everybody’s best interest. After all, trade policy at a state level is a jobs
policy, and the Victorian government has a strong role to play in protecting and promoting the rights
of our exporters. Some would prefer that we do have a worse relationship with this trading partner.
That is a matter for them, but it would mean less exports, less customers and less jobs for country
Victorians in particular.
The Belt and Road MOU was signed in 2018 and provides a strong platform to engage with China
and explore mutually beneficial opportunities for China and Victoria. The agreement provides Victoria
a seat at the table. Our trade and investment offices in China are utilising in-market contacts, including
the National Development and Reform Commission, to understand developments and advocate for
Victoria’s interests. Through our established networks we are advocating in the best interests of all
Victorian exporters, including abattoirs who have self-volunteered to suspend exports in response to
COVID detections at the facilities, and these efforts are considered, they are respectful and they are
ongoing.
I received a briefing from Brett Stevens, the commissioner for Victoria to greater China, on Monday
of this week. He is based in Shanghai and joined me from there—via technology, obviously. The
commissioner gave me an update on the status of trade relationships with China and the potential
implication for Victorian exporters. He remained positive about the quality of Victorian products and
the produce going into market. I know from personal experience, when I visited China some years
ago, that there is a lot of excitement from locals about the quality of produce that comes from Victoria.
We have a reputation for being clean and green and have the most premium products in the world, and
there is no denying that they are in high demand for the growing middle class of China and indeed
other countries around the world, such as India and Indonesia.
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The commissioner has a strong established relationship with Chinese businesses and officials,
Victorian businesses in market as well as key contacts through the commonwealth Department of
Foreign Affairs and Trade and the Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment. These key
contacts, along with the presence through five Victorian government trade and investment offices in
China, have meant that the agriculture department has also received multiple briefings from the
commonwealth government over the past week as issues have arisen. The Victorian government has
of course the largest network of government trade and investment offices of any Australian state, with
22 trade and investment offices located around the globe.
The commissioner and our trade and investment offices in China are actively facilitating trade and
investment opportunities for Victoria and supporting exporters to navigate trade relationships and
situations that we are currently experiencing. Brett continues to reach out and engage at these different
levels, supporting continued dialogue at the government level, including through two sister-province
relationships and leveraging the City of Melbourne’s sister-city relationship with the Tianjin
municipality. I think it is something to point out too that China obviously has, not unlike Australia,
lots of different provinces that have different relationships with different parts of Australia, and
obviously Victoria has got different relationships with different parts of China. So to treat China as all
one big country is to oversimplify it to a large degree. There are a lot of areas where our produce is
more popular than others, for instance.
The commissioner was able to give me a firsthand account of reactions to Victorian products at the
China International Import Expo which has just been held this week. The expo is a significant trade
fair held in China, and it is the first import-themed national-level expo and receives global recognition,
featuring exhibitions from multiple countries and businesses. The Victorian government supported
28 Victorian food and fibre firms to exhibit at the expo across the last week through utilising in-market
partners of Victorian businesses. Key product categories that attended include dairy, wine, horticulture
and processed foods. Early indications are of a strong level of interest in Victorian food and fibre
products from key buyers and distributors, including countries reporting immediate sales on the
ground. These are new sales this week.
This is a fantastic outcome. It goes again to the quality and the reputation of our amazing Victorian
produce and the Victorian network of support for our exporters, and that will be further developed
under the recently announced $15.7 million export recovery package which is indeed a direct response
to the pandemic. The package will address logistics and supply chain issues caused by the pandemic
and is hoped to establish new export channels. Businesses will be connected to international markets
through virtual trade missions as well as assistance to adapt their export strategies to respond to the
rapidly changing global market. Virtual trade missions will be delivered to maintain and build
connections with key international markets, including opportunities to connect with key buyers and
distributors in market. This includes many important markets but of course China.
The Victorian government will also shortly open our 23rd trade and investment centre in Vietnam,
which is seen as a growing opportunity for Victorian food and fibre firms. Ongoing support is provided
to enable firms to connect with this region more generally. For example, in February this year Global
Victoria hosted 30 horticultural buyers from throughout South-East Asia. The delegation visited
Mildura, Swan Hill and Shepparton to sample firsthand our state’s world-leading horticultural sector,
and during this time they met with more than 80 businesses on the ground. The export recovery
package also will support programs to enable firms to remain engaged in other international trade as
we identify more opportunities for our producers and our exporters to explore.
I am also aware obviously that freight continues to be front of mind for our exporters, and I thought it
was a good opportunity to use this motion to update the house on some of the developments in this
space. Obviously freight is a critical step to get products into market. We are working closely with
industry and of course the commonwealth to ensure Victorian exporters are able to access the freight
pathways they need at this critical time of the upcoming harvest. It is particularly important given the
massive reduction in passenger airlines.
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Agriculture Victoria meets regularly with the agriculture industry reference group established to
navigate the COVID-19 response and now moving to a recovery phase. This group was established as
a forum for communication, information sharing and advice focused on economic and other issues
relevant to the Victorian agricultural sector. A subgroup has now been established that is meeting
today, actually, to discuss export challenges, with a particular focus on how farmers can get better
access to the commonwealth International Freight Assistance Mechanism, and the group is also
exploring how export pathways will be managed when this program finishes on 30 June next year.
Such strong industry engagement is vital for the Victorian government because it helps us identify
solutions and manage any trade issues as they arise when we hear about them coming directly from
those they impact.
We have also strategically invested to focus more broadly on securing the confidence of Chinese
customers. The Victorian government has recently completed a trial of new traceability technology
for the citrus industry, giving overseas importers and consumers confidence that they are buying
Victorian produce. We have invested $200 000 in the citrus traceability pilot, a partnership with Citrus
Australia. The pilot traced fruit from orchards in Mildura through the Mildura Fruit Company pack
house and onto international consumers in China. Improved traceability is really, really important
because it helps combat food fraud, which is a major issue in some export markets. It also provides
confidence about a product’s origin, allowing Victorian growers to better capitalise on the state’s
reputation as a quality producer, and helps prevent people trying to get what we have got. The pilot
used digital fingerprint labelling and blockchain technology. Projects like this can help in providing
confidence to international markets that our products continue to be high quality and meet technical
market access requirements and are not imposters.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem): The time being 10.50 am, I have to interrupt business
to acknowledge Remembrance Day in accordance with the resolution of the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 10 November.
Sitting suspended 10.51 am until 12.33 pm.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:33): My question is to the Minister for Local
Government. Minister, over the weekend, health department officials urgently met with Hume and
Wyndham council officers to discuss a proposed asymptomatic testing blitz to be undertaken, so I ask:
what additional resources have been provided to those affected local councils to undertake the rollout
of this program?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:33): Ms Crozier, because I would say this would be a healthled operation, I am happy to get more information in line with the standing orders. I can say that the
local councils have been terrific in supporting the community in this global pandemic challenge. I
think since the first postcode lockdown of areas which included those councils towards the north and
the west we organised high-level people from the Department of Health and Human Services to meet
with all the mayors. And of course after the increase and the need for it to be expanded, with certain
high-level restrictions through the metropolitan area, we ended up having I think about four or so
regular, around weekly, meetings with all the mayors so they could ask DHHS questions directly on
this challenge.
On top of that, definitely weekly and even probably closer than that, at the early stages and during the
real challenges around the high-level restrictions, high-level departmental people were meeting with
all the CEOs. As the higher level of restrictions applied to regional areas, a similar meeting on a weekly
basis was held with the CEOs and other personnel of all the regional councils. So there has been a
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great deal of direct dialogue between councils and high-level health officials, which is as it should be.
I have got to say, giving the CEOs and the mayors an opportunity to ask questions of those high-level
health officials was a good thing. But in saying that, it was a two-way street, where the mayors and
the CEOs actually gave some local intel and suggestions about how they might be able to assist in this
challenge, and what you are referring to may be partly a result of that.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:36): Thank you, Minister, for your response. I think
that is exactly the point in terms of how the councils may respond, and that is really what I am asking,
so that is why I directed it to you and not to the health minister, understanding that there is that dialogue
going on between the department and local councils. But it is my understanding that the councils are
quite concerned about the resourcing required, so in relation to my supplementary, Minister, if you
could also assist me with this: what is the model of testing that DHHS has decided on and which has
been communicated to the local council areas of Hume and Wyndham? I ask that because again it
relates to the resourcing that local councils will require and some of that uncertainty that you have
referred to here in the house today.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:37): I am more than happy to assist Ms Crozier. I think that
question, given the nature of it, should have been directed to the Minister for Health, because I would—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr LEANE: I would do you and me in this house a disservice to outline a health model that has
been suggested to any stakeholder. So what I will do, President—because I like to help, and you know
that—is I will get Ms Crozier a written response, and I will even provide that response within the
standing orders for me doing it, in one day rather than two.
CHILD PROTECTION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:38): My question is to Minister Stitt, representing the
Minister for Child Protection. The Victorian Ombudsman report released this week revealed that
children in residential care are being exposed to drugs and abuse because of ongoing failures in the
system. In one instance children were given psychotropic drugs to manage their behaviour, despite
there being no controls in place to manage this. I have experienced firsthand as a police officer
returning children to resi care and charging adult men with taking advantage of vulnerable teenagers.
I note the high-risk youth unit is targeting these situations, but there are still many instances of this
happening. My question to the minister is: can the minister outline what other steps are in place to
ensure that this serious situation is being addressed?
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:39): I thank Mr Grimley for his question, and I will ask Minister Donnellan to provide a written
response in accordance with the standing orders.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:39): Thanks, Minister. It is an understatement to say that
there are many issues we are seeing from out-of-home care and resi care especially. For example, the
Department of Health and Human Services has recorded that 600 Victorian children are reported
missing each year from out-of-home care due to the horrific circumstances and conditions that they
live in. The minister would be aware that the Victorian commissioner for young people, Liana
Buchanan, stated:
In the last decade the number of children in care has doubled but funding has not kept pace.

My supplementary question is: why have we not seen funding keep pace with the number of children
in care, and when will we see this funding increase?
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Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:39): I will get a response from Minister Donnellan in accordance with the standing orders for
Mr Grimley.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: VETERANS SERVICES
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:40): I would like to update the house on recent grants to a
number of ex-service organisations, particularly ones that are awarded by the Victorian Veterans
Council. And can I give a shout-out to Roger Clifton, the chair of that council, who does a great job.
They initially announced $1 million funding to ESOs. One of those that I would like to highlight is
$100 000 to Melbourne Legacy to provide support of $3000 per family to help veterans’ families and
their children, particularly around education expenses. I think it will go as far as 185 veterans’ families
and their children. I cannot speak highly enough of Legacy and of Joanne Moloney’s work.
I would like to highlight another project. My colleague John Eren is a former vets minister and, I have
got to say, was one of the architects around the employment program in the public sector that has
employed nearly 750 vets. His advocacy helped the Lara RSL, which will be provided with support
around wanting to preserve and store some displays that they have in the best way that they can to
keep them in good quality for as long as possible. So I just want to give a shout-out to John Eren.
There are a number of other community grants for these ex-service organisations, and I am sure they
will be appreciated. I want to acknowledge all of those groups and the great work they do for veterans
and the community.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:42): My question is to the Minister for Small
Business. Minister, Business Wodonga chief Neil Aird is calling for consistency with mask wearing
in the Albury-Wodonga bubble to assist retailers and those within the hospitality industry to not lose
any more business to New South Wales. So I ask: what discussions have you had with the Wodonga
business community about their concerns of ongoing loss of business to New South Wales?
Ms Symes: On a point of order, can I just ask if Ms Crozier could elaborate on what she means by
‘Albury-Wodonga bubble’, because to my knowledge that does not exist.
Ms CROZIER: It is Albury-Wodonga in terms of how they operate—people that are working
within Wodonga and Albury. It is your electorate, Minister; you should understand that Wodonga and
Albury—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I did not ask for anyone else.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:43): I thank Ms Crozier for her
question about the Albury-Wodonga bubble, and I assume that what she is talking about are the
interstate arrangements that exist as different state jurisdictions apply different rules to deal with their
pandemic response. I would indicate that, as the Minister for Small Business, I do not have a
particularly clear role or jurisdiction over the question of whether people like or do not like wearing
masks. I think they are pretty annoying for all of us, but they are also a pretty reasonable price to pay
to have the economy reopened. I think that that would be the view of many in our small business
community—that the measures that have been taken enable businesses to proceed with some
confidence to reopen and resume successful trade, and it is very exciting to see that happening.
Now, on the question of cross-border arrangements, I do certainly know that Minister Symes has been
asked by the Premier to lead cross-border community issues on behalf of our government in her
capacity as Minister for Regional Development, and she has worked very closely with members of
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Parliament—state, federal, from all parties and a whole lot of Independents. I have attended many of
the meetings and sessions that she has organised, and Minister Symes continues to lead that dialogue
with border communities. Of course my own electorate does share a border with South Australia, and
whilst the issues have been perhaps a little more acute on the northern side, that is not in any way to
diminish the very significant inconvenience being experienced by people on our border with South
Australia. I have met with regional cities, including Wodonga, in recent times and have also met with
the regional cities’ chamber groups. Both of those were meetings where people from Wodonga were
present and participated, but they were not exclusively meetings with people from Wodonga or
exclusively on the question of masks. To the best of my knowledge I have not had a representation to
that end.
Again, it is a pretty weird old question, but on masks I think you know the position of the government
on this; the Premier has made that pretty clear. On the question of cross-border issues, Minister Symes
is doing a marvellous job dealing with some incredibly difficult and challenging issues, ably assisted
by Luke Wilson but working in a spirit of great collaboration with members state and federal, upper
house and lower house, that share an interest in our border communities and their wellbeing.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:46): I listened to the minister’s answer in relation to
the specifics. Yes, you met with regional cities and have done various things in terms of—
Ms Pulford: And the Wodonga traders organisation.
Ms CROZIER: So, Minister, in that respect you will be aware that Wodonga businesses have set
up microshops in Albury to maintain trade during the Victorian COVID lockdowns that have seen
their businesses absolutely smashed because of the failures of your government’s directions, actions
and decisions. So I am asking you: what actions are you taking to ensure that those Wodonga
businesses return back to Victoria and do not remain over in New South Wales and continue to trade
and that we do not lose businesses from Victoria to New South Wales?
Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, the substantive question was about masks. I am not
quite sure how this relates, unless Ms Crozier is saying people prefer to shop interstate because they
do not like wearing their masks. If that is the case, then I would suggest I am not the minister
responsible for people not liking masks.
Ms CROZIER: On the point of order, President, I appreciate the minister does not want to answer
my supplementary question, but I am happy to repeat my substantive. It is about trade and cross-border
issues, and the masks are just one issue. It is about the businesses in Albury-Wodonga and those issues,
so they are directly related.
Ms Pulford: Further on the point of order, President, that was about ‘the vibe’. I do not know how
I am supposed to answer such a dumb question.
The PRESIDENT: Order! No further points of order, thank you. As we all know, the
supplementary question can be relevant to the question or to the minister’s answer, so I will ask the
minister for an answer to the supplementary.
Ms Pulford: Do you want to have a go at the supp again so I can try and make some sense of what
you are talking about?
Ms CROZIER: The minister might think she is being smart and patronising, but the question is
very clear. Some Wodonga businesses have set up microshops in Albury to maintain trade during the
COVID lockdowns in Victoria because of the decisions made by your government—the devastating
decisions your government has made—in relation to that shocking display of what has happened with
businesses and the decimation that has occurred, including the lockdowns in Wodonga. My question
is, and it is very important to these businesses—you may laugh, Minister—
Ms Pulford: You’re making no sense.
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Ms CROZIER: You may laugh, but these businesses want to know what you are doing, and I am
asking you. Their businesses have been smashed. They have set up trade in Albury. My question to
you is: what actions are you taking to ensure those Wodonga businesses will return benefit to Victoria
and operate?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:49): In addition to $2.3 billion
of grants and supports for our business community, we have also successfully managed to not just
flatten but smash the curve—it is now 12 days of double doughnuts—and a safe reopening of the
economy where people can be confident about resuming their normal activities and their normal trade.
If Victorian businesses as part of their survival and adaptation strategies over the last six months have
been able to access customers in other states, whether it is through internet trade or other means, then
surely they should be congratulated for that. Surely they should be congratulated for doing what they
can do to ensure the security and the future of their business. How people run their businesses—you
would think that the Liberal Party of all— (Time expired)
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:51): I move:
That the minister’s answer be taken into account on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
VETERANS SERVICES
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:51): My question is to the minister for veterans
affairs. Will the minister please provide me with a briefing and time line for the progress of the veterans
transitional accommodation project and the business case for the veterans services hub? The 2015
veterans sector study reported and highlighted the priorities for Victorian veterans, including strategies
to assist transition to civilian life. In 2018–19 the state government committed to continuing to deliver
the 14 recommendations to better support veterans and their families. This included evaluating the
veterans transitional accommodation project and developing a business case for the veterans services
hub. The defence force has continued to keep our community safe, and more can be done to help
support our veterans to transition to civilian life.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:52): Can I thank Dr Cumming for the question, and I know
she has quite a personal interest in this area. We have had discussions a number of times about her
own personal experience in the reserves. She used to drive big trucks, I think, and stuff like that. I
appreciate her ongoing interest. On this particular project, Dr Cumming, I will commit to you to get a
written response with more detail. If I can just say that these sorts of projects and any transitional
projects are really important, and I personally want to review all the processes we have around these
transitional processes. I think I answered to a question of Ms Patten’s previously that I actually want
to introduce new processes on this transitional issue. As I said, such a shame and probably an
indictment of all of us are the level of homelessness for veterans and the level of unemployment, which
I have spoken about and which we are doing some work on, particularly in acknowledging skills and
reflecting them to the private world. I am happy to keep the house briefed on how that is progressing,
and I hope that there will be a group of very smart people, both from the skills and the veterans areas,
to meet before the end of this year to progress that work. But as I said, Dr Cumming, I think I should
get you more information on this particular project, and I commit to doing that within the standing
orders. I really welcome questions around this area, and I do appreciate Dr Cumming’s interest in it.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:54): I thank the minister for his response. Thank you
for suggesting that you are going to give me a written response, but I would like a briefing as well. As
the minister for this portfolio, what are your plans for improving information, networking and
connectivity of services for veterans? Locating information regarding services and support for veterans
is challenging. We know there is some great work going on; however, the system is very fragmented.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
3866

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 11 November 2020

A barrier has been the lack of data regarding the location of the veterans and their support needs,
especially for younger veterans.
Approval of a question in the next census aims at building a more comprehensive profile of the
veterans community in relation to areas where they are located and their needs within those
communities. This is welcomed by the veterans groups and charities. I look forward to working with
the minister— (Time expired)
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:55): Just further on that, I am more than happy to respond in
a written response and also in a briefing. I think it is a really good question, and it points to, as I spoke
to before, the Victorian Veterans Council. I have asked them to do a sector study. With this issue of
where we do not really know who are the ex-service men and women, some of the answers to that are
that I will speak to my colleagues in housing and other areas where it might be just someone asking
that person a question at the time of an application. I think that some ex-service men and women unless
they are asked will not offer that answer, and I think that answer helps a lot more. There is some good
work that we can all do in this space, and I look forward to keeping Dr Cumming and the rest of the
chamber briefed on any progress that we are lucky enough to make in a really important area.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: WORKING FOR VICTORIA
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:56): I rise today to make a
statement on how the Working for Victoria Fund is creating thousands of jobs and supporting
Victorians in need during this pandemic. In previous weeks I have approved a number of Working for
Victoria contracts with community organisations to support people experiencing homelessness. Ten
million dollars from the Working for Victoria Fund will create more than 211 new jobs in 35 housing
and homelessness organisations: 144 positions will provide additional social support for people living
in emergency accommodation, assisting with referrals and linking to health and community services;
33 jobs will be created at Sacred Heart Mission, including extra workers in their kitchen to make and
deliver takeaway meals and support to ensure their op shops can operate in a COVID-safe way; 11 new
jobs will be created at Unison Housing, which will reduce the wait time for repairs and improve the
turnaround for vacant properties; and there will be 23 roles at Tenants Victoria created to help meet
the significant increase in demand for support from tenants in private rental accommodation who have
been affected by the pandemic.
This support for housing and homelessness builds on a series of investments from the government
during the pandemic, including $150 million from the From Homelessness to a Home package,
$25 million in emergency housing and isolation facilities and almost $500 million to upgrade and
build new community and public housing across the state. We are backing our hardworking agencies
and organisations in the community with increased capacity to break the cycle of homelessness during
these very challenging times, boosting homelessness support staff to make sure that the most
vulnerable Victorians can get the support that they need. Working for Victoria is supporting great
initiatives like this right across the state. The fund has now created nearly 11 000 jobs, with over
9200 positions filled. The job creation numbers will continue to grow with more Working for Victoria
roles in the immediate pipeline.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:58): My question is again to the Minister for Small
Business. Minister, this morning it was reported that, despite Melbourne Central being deemed to be
a hotspot by the Minister for Health, the small business affected has not been notified. What are you
going to do to advocate on behalf of businesses for better communication coming out of the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to reduce high levels of angst and confusion
amongst business proprietors?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 11 November 2020

Legislative Council

3867

Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:59): Again, Ms Crozier, I think,
is asking what role I might play in the communications that DHHS provide to the Victorian community
about—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD: Yes, solid. That is like what I do all day, every day. I guess that is the short answer.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD: So you would like me to get the Department of Health and Human Services to
communicate differently?
Ms Crozier interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The minister has been on her feet for 20 seconds. Please!
Ms PULFORD: The question was about the Department of Health and Human Services
communications to the community. I think Ms Crozier is encouraging me to have Small Business
Victoria play a more active role in providing health advice or DHHS advice to the business
community. I am not sure that that would assist in the confusion that exists in the community from
time to time in this rapidly changing environment. The communications efforts that my department
and Small Business Victoria are focused on are making sure that businesses have the advice they need
to be able to operate safely and to operate within the rules, arrangements around COVID-safe plans
and information about all the different grants programs that are available. But running a parallel set of
advice to the department of health’s overarching advice around pandemic response I am not entirely
sure would be desirable.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (13:01): Minister, I know you were not part of the COVID
crisis gang of eight in the cabinet, but this is a really important aspect, because businesses need
confidence. They need to understand that DHHS is actually getting it right, and it is not. So it is very
important for them that you, as the minister, are advocating on their behalf. So the question was around
that, and clearly you are not doing that. So my supplementary is: Minister, don’t businesses have a
right to be told? This is not the first time that the communication for Victorian businesses has been so
hopeless. Why has Victoria not implemented a QR code system to assist with communication, similar
to what is working across New South Wales, having the support of your government?
Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, that bears no relation whatsoever to the substantive
question.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms Pulford: How does it? It is completely unrelated. Further on the point of order, the substantive
question was about DHHS communication, for which I am obviously not responsible. The
supplementary is about the development of a QR code, which is a contact-tracing tool of which there
are any number available. Anyway, we can get to that when you call me to my feet, President. But the
point of order is that it has got nothing to do with the substantive.
The PRESIDENT: After checking the question and the supplementary, I cannot order the minister
to answer. I will leave it up to you, Minister, if you want to respond.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (13:03): Thank you, President, for
your guidance on the standing orders. It does not bear any relationship to the substantive question, but
it is an important question. It is an important issue of some interest in our business community. So
what I can indicate, with your forbearance, is that the government is developing a QR code solution
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which will be free to use. It will be keeping a register of people who have visited businesses and
when—
Members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD: Well, the President indicated that I could answer it. Just because you cannot ask
them does not mean I cannot answer them.
Members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD: The answer to your QR code question is that we are developing APIs so that
private QR codes will upload to the DHHS Salesforce contact-tracing system. This will allow contact
tracers to leverage many of the QR codes that are already widely available and being used by
businesses throughout Victoria.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(13:04): I rise to update the house on the exciting news that Victorian families will be able to send
their children to kinder for free next year as part of the Andrews Labor government’s investment in
early childhood education in the 2020–21 Victorian budget. Yesterday I joined the Premier and the
Deputy Premier to announce that the 2020–21 budget will invest $169.6 million to make kinder free
in 2021, and this will save families up to $2000 for each child enrolled in a participating funded
kindergarten program next year. This is a very smart investment. Not only will free kinder save
families thousands of dollars; it will get more kids into kinder, support early childhood services and
hardworking educators, and help support more parents, especially women, into the workforce.
We know that women have been hardest hit by this pandemic. Real recovery means making sure they
are supported back into work and the security and stability that affords. This investment will allow
many women to take up employment opportunities or additional hours as part of our economic
recovery. Making free kinder available in both traditional sessional kindergartens and kindergarten
programs in long day care settings is a huge leap forward, and it will allow families to get free kinder
in the setting that best suits their needs. Unfunded three-year-old kindergarten programs and sessional
kindergarten will also attract funding to reduce fees, and those families who have kids attending
unfunded three-year-old programs in sessional kindergartens will also be able to access reduced fees.
This investment builds on the Labor government’s commitment to deliver kinder for every three-yearold, reaching every part of the state, by 2022.
BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (13:06): My question is for the minister for emergency services.
Minister, why is the government consistently failing to meet fuel reduction targets? Last summer’s
bushfire season was one of the worst we have had for a long time. Following the fires, we had a lot of
promises about bushfire recovery. Much of it was pinned on a tourism boom, but this government’s
COVID restrictions have destroyed any chance of that. While COVID has been disruptive, most
bushfire preparedness activities are not high-risk disease transmission vectors. Despite this, we are
again hearing news that the Victorian authorities have failed to meet performance targets in curbing
fuel loads. The government inspector-general for emergency services, Tony Pearce, criticised this
government’s fuel management program, saying that it has ‘a lack of measurable objectives’ and ‘a
lack of capacity and capability’. The Victorian Auditor-General found that fewer than 43 per cent of
its planned priority burns and only 30 per cent of normal priority burns had been fulfilled this year.
Ms Tierney: Can I get some clarification about whether this is for the minister for emergency
services or whether it is actually for Minister D’Ambrosio?
The PRESIDENT: Mr Quilty, who did you direct your question to?
Mr QUILTY: The minister for environment is fine.
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Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (13:08): I thank Mr Quilty for his question, and I will ensure that
the question is directed to the appropriate minister and Mr Quilty receives a response in line with the
standing orders.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (13:08): The Victorian inspector-general for emergency services
also spoke about the value of Victorian timber workers in assisting with bushfire management. He
said the Victorian industry:
… provides an important support capacity to fire management in Victorian forests with a skill set, knowledge
base and operational experience in forest landscapes.

The inspector is talking about timber workers, whose jobs are being destroyed by this government.
Mr Pearce put it diplomatically. He said:
The cessation of native forest harvesting by 2030 poses challenges for the fuel management program and
bushfire response capacity across the state.

‘Poses challenges’ is being kind. The government cannot meet even half its fuel load reduction targets
now. The government would rather see our native forests burn than allow Victorian forestry workers
to sustainably harvest timber. Minister, what additional fuel load reduction has been planned to replace
the forest management that is normally undertaken by native timber workers?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (13:09): I will also make sure that supplementary question from
Mr Quilty is directed to the appropriate minister and ensure that he receives a response in line with the
standing orders.
AGRICULTURE WORKFORCE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13:09): My question is for the Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development. Minister, fruitgrowers in northern Victoria are just days away
from the commencement of harvest season, which requires many thousands of seasonal workers. This
labour market is normally filled by backpackers and other foreign workers, a market that this year is
severely reduced due to COVID-19. In an answer to a question on this issue during the last sitting
week you acknowledged the labour shortage and said:
We are having a campaign. We are targeting international students, families and CALD communities.

Minister, given there is a need for in excess of 26 000 seasonal workers and we are only days away
from harvest, can you please advise the house of the number of workers your campaign has recruited
to date?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (13:10): I thank Ms Lovell for her question. Of
course this is a very important issue, and I can confirm this is certainly the number one issue for me
as Minister for Agriculture at this point in time and has been for many weeks and has obviously been
on our radar for some time, since international flights were suspended. We have been putting in a lot
of resources for getting people together, telling them what packages are available, working with the
federal government and ensuring people know what packages are available for them. There are a lot
of financial incentives for people to enter this workforce, but obviously we need to make sure that
people know what jobs are available and where.
It is a little bit difficult to calculate specifically the number of people that have gone into the workforce,
but in terms of the people that have been facilitated through the Working for Victoria platform, which
is something we have got a little bit more of a handle on and data on, as opposed to people that might
be connecting organically, some of the data that I can give to the house is that 44 500 jobseekers who
registered on the platform for Working for Victoria flagged an interest in working in agriculture,
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including 8420 people who were already in regional Victoria. Obviously a lot of people that were
looking for jobs were keen to tick a lot of boxes, so we wanted to make sure we narrowed that down,
so we have brought in Regional Development Victoria to assist in relation to this as well, and this
week we have got 889 jobseekers who have signed up and are ready to undertake seasonal work. That
is just one component of the efforts that we are going to to connect people to these available jobs.
I have got some case examples of some particular industries that have been able to connect through
the Victorian government. Obviously, Ms Lovell, you would be aware Regional Development
Victoria do a lot of work on the ground. So connecting schools with the growers is something that has
been going on. The ethnic council in Shepparton have been fantastic. If you have not reached out to
them, find out what they are doing. They are helping families identify perhaps some of their relatives
that might live in Melbourne who might be seeking work and might want to move to Goulburn Valley
to take up some of those jobs as well. I do not think I can put a figure on your specific question, but I
can continue to inform you of the efforts that we are going to, and you might want to take the
opportunity to have a briefing. The Independent member for Shepparton, Suzanna Sheed, has been
heavily involved and has been talking to schools on behalf of growers as well, trying to make those
connections. I welcome any member’s efforts to help connect workers to the jobs that are available,
particularly in the Goulburn Valley, Sunraysia and Yarra Valley regions.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13:13): Eight hundred and eighty-nine signed up? That is
25 100 to go, Minister. The federal government has initiated a Pacific Islands worker scheme to assist
growers around Australia, a scheme that is providing seasonal workers to other states at a cost to
growers of $2000 per worker. However, due to workers coming into Victoria being forced to
quarantine interstate, the cost to Victorian growers is $8000 per seasonal worker. Minister, will you
provide financial assistance or facilitate Victorian quarantine facilities to reduce the $8000 per
seasonal worker cost for Victorian growers?
A member: Good question.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (13:14): Ms Lovell, it is not a good question, because
your information is incorrect. There is no proposal to have growers pay $8000 for quarantine interstate.
That is fundamentally wrong. There are ongoing conversations about facilitating quarantine options
for Victoria. Obviously it is not only seasonal workers that we need to consider quarantine options for;
we have got many returning Victorians from international areas that need to be facilitated in quarantine
facilities as well. The Pacific Islands nations are being assessed by the Communicable Diseases
Network Australia, and findings will be considered by the Australian Health Protection Principal
Committee. This is some work that the federal government have been asked to do so that we can
consider all of the best opportunities for supplementing our local workforce with our international
workforce, and obviously I will have more to say about that very soon.
GIG ECONOMY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:15): My question is to the Leader of the Government,
representing the Premier. Last week California voters approved proposition 22, which will allow Uber
and the other gig economy firms to classify their drivers and delivery personnel as independent
contractors rather than employees so they can avoid meeting worker statutory obligations. For this to
pass, Uber and their mates spent over $200 million to fight against those underpaid workers, who
deserve to have basic workplace rights. The Andrews government has acknowledged that we have
insecure workers, and during this pandemic this has been more obvious as we saw many individuals
in the gig economy continue to turn up to work while sick. It is clear they felt they had no other choice.
What is the Andrews government plan to support those vulnerable, insecure workers who are victims
of the gig economy?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (13:16): I thank Mr Barton for his question and his
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ongoing advocacy in this space. It is to be commended. I would like to get a fulsome answer for him
and provide an answer from the Premier in the next day or two.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: DJAKITJUK DJANGA GRANTS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (13:16): I wish to update the house on the very
exciting future for the native plant production industry and the Aboriginal-owned businesses leading
its growth. Recognising and celebrating First Peoples agriculture, their ancient traditions and unique
Australian flavours, products and businesses is so important and the perfect celebration of NAIDOC
Week. Last week I had the pleasure of visiting Nalderun Indigenous group in Harcourt to announce
the successful recipients of the Djakitjuk Djanga grants program, which translates to ‘country food’ in
the Dja Dja Wurrung language. Grants of up to $200 000 have been given to 13 Aboriginal native
plant businesses across the state to expand operations and trial commercial production of native plants
for food and botanicals. I got to speak with Aunty Julie and Rodney Carter about the bright future of
this industry and Nalderun’s exciting plans for their grant, which include further establishing their
native food garden at Harcourt so they can supply and sell plants and fresh, dried and processed
products such as teas and salts to local businesses.
I am very proud to partner with the Federation of Victorian Traditional Owner Corporations on the
Djakitjuk Djanga grants to directly support Victorian Aboriginal-owned businesses and organisations.
Our native food industry has great potential, with increasing consumer demand for these products, as
well as authentic production stories and ethical supply chains. I am looking forward to learning more
about the traditional owner led native food and botanicals strategy, which is currently in development.
Australia’s First Peoples hold essential knowledge for the development of the industry, so for it to
flourish there is no doubt Aboriginal people should lead its development. I am excited to see how these
businesses and the industry evolve over the next few years and to taste more unique Australian flavours
in our restaurants.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (13:18): Regarding questions today: Ms Crozier to Mr Leane, one day, question
and supplementary; Mr Grimley to Ms Stitt, two days, question and supplementary; Mr Quilty to
Mr Leane, two days, question and supplementary; Dr Cumming to Mr Leane, one day, question and
supplementary; and Mr Barton to the Leader of the Government, two days for the question.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I have written to various ministers in relation to some
outstanding matters. To the Leader of the Government—
A member interjected.
Ms Crozier: Questions on notice, constituency questions and adjournment matters. I am just
wondering if those ministers have had a chance to review those and provide me with some responses
that I have requested.
The PRESIDENT: The matter you have raised is not related to answers to questions. You cannot
raise other questions. You can raise adjournment matters in the adjournment debate, but this is only
related to answers to questions.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13:20): My question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change and concerns the increasing prevalence of the noxious weed
Paterson’s curse in Gunbower state forest and Gunbower National Park. I was recently contacted by
members of the Central Murray Environmental Floodplains Group, who expressed concerns regarding
the rapid spread of Paterson’s curse throughout the full length of the forest and provided photographic
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evidence of its presence. According to the Agriculture Victoria website Paterson’s curse is supposed
to be managed by either herbicide application or physical removal, yet no action has been taken by
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning officers to combat the weed in the forest. With
movements of water causing the spread of the weed’s seed, it is imperative action is taken to remove
the existing plants before the next environmental flooding of the forest. Will the minister order
DELWP officers to take immediate action to properly manage and remove Paterson’s curse in
Gunbower state forest and the national park?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (13:21): My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and Minister for Solar Homes, the Honourable
Lily D’Ambrosio. The Andrews Labor government has announced $84 million for a redevelopment
of the Werribee Open Range Zoo to turn it into Australia’s leading open-range zoo. The Werribee zoo
is a prominent attraction in my constituency, which is a favourite for families living in Western
Metropolitan Region as well as families from outside. Werribee zoo’s redevelopment will deliver a
world-class experience. The expansion will create almost 350 local jobs and increase the number of
visitors through the gates from 680 000 to 1 million annually. Once completed, the Werribee zoo
redevelopment is expected to contribute over $17.8 million annually to Victoria’s economy. My
question to the minister is: can the minister provide me an update on the time line of commencement
and completion of this project?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (13:22): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Agriculture. It is from residents of Geelong who live in housing developments that closely border
waterways and wetlands. During previous duck-shooting seasons they have been alarmed by shooting
near their neighbourhoods, where they and their children walk and play. The government have been
called on by their party to have a review into whether their duck-shooting policy is in line with their
so-called positive animal welfare agenda. Why haven’t they?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13:22): My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. Minister, the growth in Melbourne’s outer west is putting unprecedented pressure
on roads. Roads that were built long ago cannot cope with the traffic numbers clogging these roads
today. From Werribee to Sunbury and beyond, traffic congestion is causing major headaches for many
thousands of local residents every day. Even those roads that are being upgraded often take what seems
like forever, causing greater problems for motorists. There is a list of roads I could direct the minister’s
attention to, but on this occasion I will ask about one only. Construction on Sinclairs Road in Plumpton
was due to be concluded by the beginning of October. It is now approaching the middle of November,
and obviously that has not happened. When can locals expect these works to be finished?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (13:23): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Mental Health. In September last year the minister in his capacity as Minister for Education made the
welcome announcement that teachers would be offered incentives of up to $50 000 to relocate to
regional schools to address serious workforce shortfalls. This included schools across the Northern
Victoria electorate. As the minister would know, Northern Victoria likewise experiences some of the
worst shortages in our state of mental health professionals. Naturally these are problems that have also
been growing significantly during the COVID period. In each of these contexts I would like to ask the
minister if financial incentives for the regional relocation of specialists in the mental health sector
might also now be made available by the government.
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WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (13:24): My constituency question is for the Treasurer. The
roads in Western Victoria are appalling. A major trucking operator informed me that the cost of fleet
maintenance in south-west Victoria is 20 per cent higher than elsewhere in Australia due to the rough
and dangerous surfaces. As part of the Princes Highway Corridor Strategy, which the state
government supposedly supports, the commonwealth have provided $60 million to upgrade the road
between Warrnambool and Port Fairy. This stretch of road is used by 14 000 vehicles a day and is in
urgent need of repair. The commonwealth requested a 20 per cent contribution from the state
government in May 2019. The state government needs to meet its obligations as this is primarily a
road of state responsibility, so I ask the Treasurer: will the state government commit to matching the
federal government’s huge support for road projects in Western Victoria, especially this road, in the
forthcoming state budget?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (13:25): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Health, and my constituent would like to know what kind of action and support the state government
is providing for frontline alcohol and other drug services. During the COVID-19 lockdown alcohol
and other drug use has increased, and there is evidence that it is affecting different groups in different
ways. In addition, the lockdown and physical distancing have changed the way the community can
access treatment and have created additional challenges for service delivery. Services need more
support and more research to understand the effects of the lockdown and the use of alcohol and other
drugs during this time.
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13:26): My constituency question is to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Earlier this year VicRoads installed wire rope barriers on Western
Port Highway between Hall Road and Cranbourne-Frankston Road on the sides of the road and indeed
in the middle between the north and south lanes. Since then, access to the centre median of Western
Port Highway has been restricted, and as a consequence VicRoads has not slashed the grass in the
middle of the road. We now see that grass exceeding 2 or 3 feet in height, and it is now forming a
hazard to road safety as it is blocking lines of sight for traffic approaching the roundabout at Hall Road
and approaching the roundabout at Ballarto Road. This is now a significant problem. So my
constituency question for the minister is: when will VicRoads cut that grass and remove that road
safety hazard it has created?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (13:27): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Planning. Minister, I have been contacted by constituents who seek your support for Bayside planning
scheme amendment C176. This amendment will provide a heritage overlay for 28, 30, 32 and
34 Service Street, Hampton. This will unify the street, as one side already has a heritage overlay. In
the words of one resident:
… these houses tell us who we are and where we’ve been, along with trees and gardens that have been there
as long as the houses they protect.

I support these residents. Will the minister agree to providing interim heritage controls over these
properties with a view to granting a heritage overlay eventually for these properties?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (13:28): My constituency question is for the Premier, and it relates
to COVID guidelines in terms of beauty treatments and mask wearing. The Premier has stated that
face masks must be worn by clients for all beauty services, prohibiting facial treatments. A highly
respected and highly skilled paramedical aesthetician and clinical laser practitioner, Cherry Moore,
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has been in the beauty therapy industry for over 30 years. She owns the Ultima Medispa and Laser
Clinic in Morwell, and over 70 per cent of her clients require specialist facial treatments. Gippsland
has had zero cases for the past two months, and Cherry is desperate to open and provide that service
to her customers, who are equally desperate to resume treatment. So I ask the Premier: will you
immediately lift these restrictions on facial masks for the beauty industry and allow people like Cherry
to once again operate, knowing that we have had zero cases for two months in Gippsland?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (13:29): My constituency question is for the Minister for Water.
What is the minister doing to stop the erosion of the banks of the Murray due to sustained high flows?
This Monday I was taken for a boat ride on the Murray at Cobram. The Murray-Darling Basin plan
has been a disaster for regional Victorians for the past 13 years. The plan sees billions of litres of water
forced downstream to ensure the formerly estuarine Lower Lakes in South Australia are kept
artificially fresh. The discussion around the plan often focuses on the environmental benefits to the
Lower Lakes region by keeping the lakes fresh; however, back up the river in Victoria there is obvious
damage being caused by these environmental flows. The levels of the river are being held at artificially
high levels for months to squeeze through as much water as possible to keep the lakes fresh, but this
is not helping the environment; it is an act of environmental vandalism. There is significant riverbed
erosion, the banks are collapsing and trees are falling into the water. The river is becoming wider and
shallower, which means it will have less capacity and the problem will grow steadily worse. It is a
positive feedback loop.
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I have written to the Leader of the Government in
relation to her representing a number of ministers and unanswered constituency questions, and I just
ask the minister—she is in the house, which is great—if she could just follow up on those unanswered
constituency questions.
The PRESIDENT: I cannot ask for an answer.
Motions
CHINA TRADE
Debate resumed.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (13:31): I was just getting to talking about recent
access issues in relation to Victorian produce and of course that important China market. Our
agreements with China, like all agreements that we enter into with our international partners, are about
creating opportunities for Victorian businesses and importantly local jobs—opportunities that will be
more important than ever as we rebuild after the coronavirus pandemic. We would of course condemn
any impositions by any country that would make it harder for Victorians to sell products, whether it
be our biggest customer or indeed any customer.
Victoria maintains and enjoys robust government-to-government contacts and trade relations with all
foreign countries and regions. There is no question that our barley, our wine and our beef, together
with frankly all of our agricultural products, are the best in the world. At this stage no duties have been
imposed by China on Australian wine, beef or lobster imports, so I would point out that (1)(b) of
today’s motion is not substantiated. The Victorian government will continue to work closely with
industries and officials to support our world-class wine reaching local and international buyers, and of
course I am all too aware that a lot of our wine producers are nervous at the moment and they are
hoping that this can be resolved soon.
Our trading and diplomatic relations are not just about government-to-government engagements.
These relationships are actually, as I think many of us would agree, about farmers, our manufacturers,
our miners and our tourism operators, just to name a few. Victoria enjoys an important and mutually
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beneficial trading relationship not only with China but with many other countries around the world.
The Victorian government stands up for our exporters and engages in a robust but, more importantly,
really meaningful way with each of our trading partners. The Victorian government is committed to
building the capability of Victorian exporters to connect with buyers by strengthening our relationships
with our trading partners all around the world. For example, the Victorian government works hard to
defend the rights of our winemakers in Europe, our defence manufacturers in the US and our farmers
in China. Through our well-established networks of five offices across China, Victoria will continue
to actively engage in market to source new trade opportunities for Victorian companies.
There are some really great examples of Victorian businesses who are benefiting from this
engagement. For one example, we have directly assisted Momack Australia—this is Australia’s largest
grower, packer and exporter of asparagus—to grow their business in China. Momack began exporting
to China in 2016 with exports of around 5 million to 6 million tonnes a year, valued at $50 000. With
the assistance of the Victorian government that volume had grown to 85 million tonnes by the end of
2019, valued at $600 000 and accounting for 90 per cent of all asparagus exports from Australia to
China. We are proud of a strong relationship with our biggest customer. We are proud of a strong
relationship with all of our customers, because these relationships underpin prosperity and jobs and
many of them are longstanding.
I am disappointed in the opposition in that the motion as it stands sets to undermine this strong
relationship. It is a motion that clearly does not support our exporters. Supporting this motion does not
support our exporters. Right now our exporters need diplomacy, not inflammatory commentary. I
would point the house to today’s Age, where one of our most experienced diplomats has warned that
‘bitter domestic politics is further inflaming the nation’s deteriorating relationship with Beijing’:
I think at the moment, the Australia-China relationship has got too caught up with domestic politics in
Australia …
Ultimately, you cannot successfully manage a foreign policy if it is so caught up in internal party machinations
that you’re balancing that out all the time. You have to show leadership.

On leadership, the Liberal Party members may wish to explain to the house what conversations they
have had with their federal government colleagues. I suspect very little, because this motion is not
about outcomes and it is not about getting the best for Victorian exporters; it is about appealing to the
lowest common denominator, and it is going to do nothing to support our exporters, our farmers or
our states. We will oppose the motion.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (13:35): I have some trouble with the words in this motion.
I certainly do not want to appeal to the lowest common denominator in what is going on here. We
have had some rather spirited discussions among some of our party this morning, and I rise to speak
on the motion, which I might not have done before.
All nations, I believe, are concerned about the Chinese government’s behaviour, especially on some
of these trade issues. We are dealing with a very different China in the way of a Chinese government
today than we were 10 years ago. Our party and I, and a lot of Australians, are concerned about China
putting pressure on nations around us. They may not know—I suppose they do know—in putting
pressure on people in Australia, that we do not fold easily to pressure. They do not really make clear
what their problems with Australia are. They leave us to guess what we have done and how to please
them, but I do not think this is the right way to do it.
As I say, I am not sure about supporting this motion. There are problems with the wording. I do not
agree with ‘rebuking’ the government. I think it is strange that we are calling on them to respect the
agreement under the Belt and Road principles. Many people here in the chamber, including me, have
spoken against the secretive nature of some of the deals done under the Belt and Road agreement.
Although I am reserving my judgement a bit on this motion, I am speaking—or I have spoken—on
the next motion, which is about the inquiry into international treaties, which I will still vote to support.
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Also, in referring to the Australia-China free trade agreement I think we have relied too heavily on
these free trade agreements and our role in international trade. We seem to be the ones that think that
we should do the right thing and stick by agreements, but we have got countries like America and
China, much bigger economies than ours, that are not keeping up the spirit of these agreements. We
see these agreements having a huge effect on our manufacturing economy too. It is time for us to think
a lot about some of these issues.
I do not easily subscribe to the wording here, although I do feel that we have got to make our concerns
with the Chinese government’s behaviour in our region something that attention should be drawn to.
But is Victoria protesting about these things the right thing to do? It is a federal matter and the feds are
passing a bill to overrule state agreements with foreign governments, so a lot of that is in play at the
moment. But we cannot capitulate to bad behaviour that will lead to our eventual subjugation. So we
must speak up, but we must speak up in a measured way, and I think this is best done through our
diplomats; it is up to diplomats to put our point of view. But we should not be pushed around on trade,
because we cannot capitulate there. I mean, is trade more important than our freedom of speech? We
must feel free to make that speech. So I do have trouble with the motion. I do feel that it is important
to say that we do not want to be pushed around on these things and have trade used as a barrier or to
make us fearful of expressing our point of view.
We have also got to not just rely on one country. This is being a bit specific about one country; there
are many countries that we need to speak up about if there are unfair methods being used. And we
have got to increase our self-sufficiency. That is something we are learning out of the pandemic. We
have got to develop our own industries, and we want to be able to trade. I am all in favour of Victorian
agriculture. I think it is a great thing that we can promote ourselves as having wonderful agricultural
products here. We could make use of green agriculture in Victoria. We are relatively clean producers
and we make great products here. But we want to find many markets for these. If other countries do
not want to buy them, that is fine; do not buy them. We will find other buyers, and we will sell good
produce around the world. That is my view on it. I will listen a bit further to the debate and see whether
I end up supporting this. As I said, I have problems with the wording. I do think it is up to Australia to
make some things clear, but really that should be done at the federal level.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (13:42): As I begin my contribution on Mr Davis’s notice of
motion 423 for today, in listening to Mr Hayes and picking through his thought process when he was
speaking I think one of the things that I identified with his speech is that on one level he was saying
that international trade and the ag industry is a federally based issue and needs to be solved from a
federal point of view in terms of China-Australia relations, but on another level we have got an
Andrews government that is engaged directly with China—which is anti the advice, opposite to the
advice, of the foreign affairs portfolio and position—in engaging with the Belt and Road Initiative that
will see all sorts of things happening between the Victorian government and the Chinese government.
So it is a bit like you cannot have your cake and eat it too. You either abide and allow the federal
government to hold that floor and that platform and you adhere to their rules, or if you are not going
to do that, I feel there is open slather to be able to have some commentary on this. That is why I am
certainly supporting Mr Davis and his motion today.
We know that Victorian farmers are some of the best in the world, but they are also some of the least
subsidised. We know the importance of Australian agriculture as an export commodity not only for
the bottom line and profits but also for our amazing food and fibre communities in regional Victoria,
including in my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region. Victoria chips in 27 per cent of Australia’s total
food and fibre, over $14 billion, and China accounts for 33 per cent of Victoria’s export market, almost
$5 billion. That is from the 2018 data. But what we have seen, unfortunately, through the Chinese
government, through various decisions through this year and with COVID is China impose 80 per
cent tariffs on our barley. Yet we see also from the Australian Financial Review that there was a
dumping of barley in China. Throughout an investigation there could not be identified any dumping,
but these punitive targets were still implemented and it was killing off $600 million worth of our export
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for grain growers. In August we saw another anti-dumping investigation into Australian wine. We
have also seen in May the Chinese government halting meat imports and again, in August, halting
further imports. We have seen the Chinese government suspend seven types of Australian food and
fibre exports: wine, seafood, sugar, coal, copper ore concentrate, certainly barley and now even timber,
and timber of course is a great passion of mine. What you are seeing in here is the frustration of our
Victorian producers, and this is where governments need to stand up, and the Victorian government
certainly needs to stand up.
We have seen in the past a very strong relationship between Australia and China, and very positive
relationships built in the Ted Baillieu era. My boss, my leader, the Honourable Peter Walsh, and the
Honourable Ted Baillieu led some very significant super trade missions to China between 2010 and
2014. Making those strong, personal one-on-one connections is really important, I believe, in all
relationships in all countries but particularly in Asian markets. Doing that opened up a lot of avenues
for trade and then for positive flow of our product. We have also seen some scholarships forming, and
that again is creating that understanding and information in terms of language as well.
Now, barley has been severely impacted—and I have said that throughout this—but there are also
other industries that have been impacted, such as our wine export industry. Mainland China accounts
for 47 per cent of Victoria’s wine exports, a $190 million industry. If this starts to cripple our industry,
I know that there are various people in this chamber who might be willing to kick in and drink a little
more wine, but in no way can that ever, ever compensate for the loss of a good connection and a good
export market. This is being felt very keenly in our sector. We have seen beef exports impacted.
Victorian exports of meat account for 29 per cent of total food and fibre exports. That is $4 billion
coming back into our regional towns and centres and employing people all the way through in the food
chain. Meat exports account for 15 per cent of total Victorian food and fibre exports to China:
$687 million.
I put this on the record to show the importance of this in terms of relationships between our
government, state governments and the Chinese. Indeed part of the motion also spoke about the ChinaAustralia free trade agreement and the World Trade Organization. We know that directly state-owned
enterprises being told not to trade with Australia’s suppliers contravenes the World Trade Organization
rules that stop members from discriminating in trade with any country. If the Chinese government
requires Chinese enterprises to not import certain specified products, in this case our ag products, it
essentially imposes a zero quota on that product, and this is very likely violating the WTO rules as
well as special agricultural safeguard measures contained within the China-Australia free trade
agreement. We heard Minister Symes speak before about mutual benefit through the Belt and Road
Initiative, but to my mind this is all one-way traffic. We are seeing big business coming in and we are
seeing the government making these deals with the Chinese, but we are not seeing the benefits. In fact
clearly there are negatives that are very much affecting our regional centres. So I commend the motion
to the house, and I commend Mr Davis for bringing it to the house.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (13:50): I thank Mr Davis for moving notice of motion 423
on the unjustified Chinese tariffs on Australian products. I raised this matter in the house last night in
the adjournment debate, and I noted that in June the Premier had said:
… if you want a good trading relationship, if you want to send more Victorian-made product to China, to
create jobs here in Victoria, then a good relationship on the things you can agree on is very, very important.

The Premier has clearly been duped by a foreign power. The Premier seriously thought and maybe
still thinks that him allowing a communist dictatorship to expand their political influence and
economic power in our state meant that they would uphold their end of the deal and allow more of our
products to be sold on their markets. This is what happens when you make deals with foreign powers
and ignore the briefings offered by ASIO, ASD and the Office of National Intelligence on the threat
of foreign interference. The Premier was completely out of his depth when he made this deal, further
proof that governments should always stick to their own knitting. The Victorian government should
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never be indulging itself in foreign affairs and making agreements with other nations, the federal
government should not be funding local clubs and roads and the local government should not be
passing ridiculous resolutions on climate change and nuclear proliferation.
The Premier has embarrassed this state, and the consequences are dire. Not only will a foreign
dictatorship that utilises slave labour and oppresses ethnic minorities be able to expand its political and
economic influence in this state but now it is punishing our rural communities too. Country Victoria
depends on the agricultural sector for its economic vitality. When China introduces tariffs on our
agricultural products, rural Victoria bears the brunt. Every year country Victoria exports
approximately $167 million worth of wine, $1 million worth of lobster and millions of dollars worth
of barley, timber and wool to China. Maybe the shops in Mulgrave will not be adversely affected by
these trade restrictions. Maybe Bourke Street and Treasury Place will not even notice any changes,
but for rural and regional Victoria, losing access to key export markets can be devastating for many
businesses.
The government benches this morning have continued to argue that the Belt and Road deal is about
more jobs for Victoria. Clearly it is a complete failure. These trade restrictions will cost jobs, not create
them. On every metric the agreement signed by the Victorian government is unsuccessful, never mind
being ill conceived in the first place, and this Labor government has to decide whose side they wish
to bat on: the Chinese communist dictatorship or Victorian farmers. If the close relationship Daniel
Andrews has supposedly developed with his friends in Beijing actually exists, then he needs to pick
up the phone and demand an end to this blockade of Victoria’s vitally important products. Indeed if
his relationship is so close to the Chinese Communist Party, the Premier could play a leading role in
having the CCP pull back from their belligerent anti free trade approach. Our farmers are probably the
most efficient and productive in the world. Their produce is widely sought and highly regarded, as the
minister has said, and she has repeated that. So the government needs to support our farmers, and if
our numerous Victorian trade reps that the minister referred to in China cannot put a stop to this
communist belligerence then they need to have their roles reconsidered. I urge the Parliament to
support this motion. It is vitally important for our agricultural industries.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:54): For the last 25 years I have had the privilege of
running my own business, and while running that business about 50 per cent of my clients or maybe
60 per cent of my clients were in the ag industry. Having my own farm was always something I related
to well, and I met some of Australia’s business leaders in those areas. The Victorian agricultural
industry finds significant benefits in the Chinese markets. This fact has become even more pronounced
as coronavirus has significantly impacted our agricultural industry. We have already seen some
interruptions to Chinese markets due to the movement of the restrictions on freight and on people.
Victorian farmers have had to manage a range of issues around the coronavirus as logistics and supply
chains have been disrupted. To restore economic confidence in our agricultural industry Victoria
should be acknowledging the immense benefits that the Chinese markets have to offer.
We know that Victoria has a competitive agricultural sector. We produce premium-quality food from
clean and safe sources. Agriculture accounts for 48 per cent of Victoria’s total goods exports, and
China is Victoria’s biggest export market for food and fibre products. The demand for our premium
food and beverages continues to grow. The agricultural sector contributes around 90 000 jobs, with
86 per cent of agriculture significantly from large agricultural firms such as Murray Goulburn, Nufarm
and Fonterra—dairy companies all choosing to operate out of Victoria. The dairy industry supports
Victorians living in regional and rural Victoria.
With China in a phase of huge growth this will drive a massive increase in demand for food volume
and value, and it is vital that Victoria is prepared to take advantage of this economic opportunity and
prepared to meet this demand. It is clear that the Chinese market has great benefits to the Victorian
agricultural sector. If our agricultural sector is to remain globally competitive, we must focus on the
removal of trade barriers with China. It is more important than ever to recognise the value of the
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agricultural sector to Victoria’s economy and focus on providing much-needed support moving
forward.
Victorians are doing it tough right now. A reinvigoration of our trade diplomacy with China will
benefit many families who depend on the agricultural sector to put food on the table. However, we
can call it out when we have a dispute with our mates and with our trading partners. We can question
them, and it is appropriate that we question what has happened. I, like Mr Hayes, am a little bit
uncomfortable with some of the wording around this motion, but I will support this motion with some
caution.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:57): In just a couple of
minutes I want to sum up. There have been many contributions to this debate, and people have different
feelings about it. I accept that it is difficult and we need to remain calm and balanced in our response
to what is a significant international challenge and a significant challenge to our trading opportunities,
but I do believe that the Chinese Communist Party responds best when there are clear messages.
Certainly the federal government obviously has the lead in these matters, but that does not mean that
state governments cannot have a say and it does not mean that this Parliament cannot take a role in
sending a very clear message. Our agricultural producers in particular, but our other sectors too, are at
risk under these current arrangements, and for that reason I brought this motion. It is phrased in a way
that sends a clear message, and that is deliberate and purposive. We do need to be clear with the
Chinese Communist Party that it is not right and not acceptable, and I stand with our farmers.
House divided on motion:
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Motion negatived.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION AND ORDERS OF THE DAY
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:06): I move:
That the consideration of order of the day, general business, 1, and notice of motion, general business, 424,
be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
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Motions
GREEN NEW DEAL
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:06): I am pleased to move:
That this house:
(1) supports a Green New Deal for Victoria;
(2) notes that 2020 has been an extremely difficult year for Victorians, starting with horrendous bushfires
and followed by the COVID-19 pandemic;
(3) further notes that increasing unemployment due to the COVID-19 pandemic, as well as climate change
and rising economic inequality, are key challenges facing Victoria into the future;
(4) acknowledges that the upcoming state budget must provide for a plan to build Victoria back better, with
significant investment from the government to create jobs and build a caring society and clean economy;
(5) calls on the government to create tens of thousands of good-quality new jobs through investing in:
(a) publicly owned renewable energy and storage projects to address climate change and transitioning
Victoria away from fossil fuels;
(b) a big build of new public housing to help end homelessness;
(c) employing more educators, healthcare workers, nurses and social support workers so all Victorians
can get the care they need;
(d) restoring our precious natural environment by regenerating bushfire-affected areas, protecting
threatened species and planting trees and native vegetation;
(e) walking, bike riding and public transport to cut traffic and reduce emissions;
(f)

reviving our main shopping streets to support jobs in retail, hospitality and services; and

(g) a recycling revolution to reduce waste and protect our waterways and wildlife.

The year 2020 has been like no other. We began the year with some of the most devastating fires our
state has seen. Homes were lost, over 1 billion animals were killed, millions of hectares of land and
trees were burnt, our skies darkened and our towns and cities were choked by thick smoke. And then
before we could recover from that horror we were plunged into a global pandemic, and we have
experienced eight strange months of a new way of living, where our worlds shrank and we adapted to
new ways of working, socialising and living. It has been challenging and frightening, and I know it
has been a difficult year for so many.
But it has also been a year when we have witnessed many of the better parts of humanity. Victorians
looked out for our neighbours, made sacrifices to protect our own health and the health of our most
vulnerable, and we came together as a community to confront a public health crisis unlike any we have
experienced before. The government proved it was willing to make important decisions to look after
Victorians. It showed that it is possible to house the homeless. It offered protection to renters, helped
local business owners and offered some support to international students and the arts sector, who were
so neglected by the federal government.
But we have a long way to go. The Victorian economy has taken a significant hit. Unemployment and
underemployment remain high, particularly for young people and women, and local businesses are
only just beginning to recover. The communities that were hit hardest by the summer’s fires are still
trying to rebuild their homes and their towns. Economic inequality continues, with the divide between
the haves and the have-nots ever growing, and too many people are being left behind. And of course
the ever-present threat posed by the climate crisis remains.
We are now fast approaching the state budget, a rare spring budget coming at the end of a difficult
year. This will be a historic budget and a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to build back Victoria for the
better. We now have an opportunity to do something different. Dare I say it, we could do something
bold and visionary to tackle the big issues we face: inequality and climate change. I am not sure about
you, but I came into this place to do just that and to do so in the context of justice for First Nations
people. We have a choice: to sit idly by and keep tinkering around the edges, or we can pluck up the
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courage to challenge the status quo—a status quo that sees record-breaking homelessness in our state,
an environment facing destruction and poor pay and conditions for some of our most valuable workers.
Instead we can take this opportunity to rethink our economy, just like we rethought our lives this
year—to spend big on new projects and programs that both create jobs and address the important
challenges of our time, such as homelessness, how we move around our cities, protecting and restoring
the natural environment that we literally cannot live without and of course the climate crisis. This is
what we call a Green New Deal, an economic plan that will tackle climate change, promote equality
and build a caring society while creating the jobs we need as we manage the economic fallout of the
COVID-19 pandemic.
I know that there are some of you in this chamber itching to dismiss these ideas out of hand at the first
opportunity. But before resorting to a reflex response, I urge you to think about this for the sake of our
future. We have had leaders in our past who dared to think big and succeeded in changing our lives
fundamentally for the better. President Roosevelt introduced his New Deal in the United States to build
back after the devastation of the Great Depression, and the legacy of this has been enduring.
Governments across the world now have the opportunity again to do this. That is why we are calling
on the government to embrace a Green New Deal in this month’s budget.
So what does this plan, an economic plan to create jobs and address inequality and climate change,
contain? We have some ideas. Firstly, let us solve homelessness. Every reputable economist you come
across is urging governments to invest in housing. With record low interest rates, now is the time to
borrow to build homes. It remains an indictment of Victorian governments over the last two decades
that we remain the lowest spending state per capita on public housing, while homelessness and public
housing waiting lists continue to grow. Despite the federal government failing to take up the cause,
there will never be a better time to reverse this trend, create thousands of quality long-term jobs and
ensure Victorians who need a home can have a home. There is no need to outsource this essential
government function to private developers, up until now the government’s preferred option. Instead,
let us take this challenge on as a core function of the state. Housing is a human right. Let us end
homelessness, provide homes for the 100 000 people on the waiting list and create thousands of jobs
by investing in a big build of public housing.
Secondly, of course, there is the need to address the climate crisis. It has not gone away. A renewableled recovery will create the jobs we need, tackle climate change and reduce energy prices. So if we are
about to make decisions about where to spend big to rebuild our economy and create new jobs, it is a
perfect time to invest in the industries that are creating a cleaner and fairer future, let go of our reliance
on dirty power like coal and gas and move to a Victoria powered by 100 per cent renewable energy
with a just transition for workers. We can create new jobs in looking after our environment and develop
a local recycling industry right here in Victoria. In this month’s budget we are calling for a huge
investment in publicly owned renewable energy projects, like new solar, wind and battery projects.
The government has already shown itself willing to make these kinds of decisions, like last week’s
announcement of a new 300-megawatt battery near Geelong. Let us go further and ensure that this
budget invests in a wide range of new publicly owned renewable energy and recycling projects so that
we are protecting our future and our planet at the same time as we create new jobs. We all know
investments in renewable energy create many more jobs than in coal or gas.
With many Victorians having experienced spending so much time at home in the past year, we have
all come to recognise how important effective heating, cooling and insulation are to our standard of
living. Now is a great time to help Victorians make their homes energy efficient by providing grants
for home owners to weatherproof their homes and remove old gas appliances and by putting solar and
batteries in our public homes. Investing in public transport and in bike and walking paths will also
help cut carbon emissions, as well as cutting congestion and creating thousands of jobs in the process.
The Greens’ Rail to Recovery plan would create thousands of jobs for drivers, engineers, maintenance
workers, customer service staff and construction workers. We can transform Melbourne and how we
move around our city for the better.
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We are approaching a COVID-normal summer, which means many of us will be travelling to our
regions again for a well-deserved holiday. I know I, like many Victorians, am excited to be able to
travel throughout Victoria again and enjoy the forests, the parks and the beautiful beaches that make
our state such a great place to live. But returning to our natural world means remembering all of the
things we need to do to protect it. As well as the big renewables projects for our future, our budget
could be investing in conservation, in protecting our forests, rivers and beaches and especially in
restoring the land that was devastated by summer’s bushfires. We know that our regions have
experienced two crises this year—first during the black summer and, secondly, during the pandemic.
We could create 11 000 jobs with a bushcare blitz of weeding, fencing, invasive species management
and restoring Victoria’s environment damaged by the summer’s bushfires and by planting 10 million
trees right across Victoria. Such a program could create vital city-based and regional and rural jobs,
supporting both our communities hit by the fires and those city communities impacted by COVID-19
job losses.
We know that young people have been particularly hard hit during the pandemic. Many have lost their
jobs in retail and hospitality. In the past few weeks it has been heartwarming to watch our shopping
strips open up again and see friends and families meeting again in our cafes, restaurants and shops.
But while business is returning to usual, local traders have been hit hard by the COVID-19 economic
downturn, and many are still struggling. Right now with this budget we have an opportunity to invest
in our local shopping strips, support our local traders and help create new jobs in retail, hospitality and
the arts. The budget could invest in things like upgrading our streets with improved footpaths and tree
coverage or helping artists or startup ventures to establish studios in empty shopfronts. A shopping
strips revitalisation unit embedded within the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions would work
with local and state governments to deliver necessary support. Victorians are ready to spend a summer
together after spending so long apart. Let us make sure our budget provides the means to make this
happen.
Finally, I want to talk about how this state budget can invest in a caring society. As I noted before,
governments have in the past tended to focus stimulus spending on big construction and public
infrastructure projects or, as we have seen federally, on tax cuts instead of services. While the Greens
are supportive of major infrastructure projects like a big build of public housing, renewable energy
infrastructure, bike and walking paths and more public transport, we also strongly believe in the need
to invest significantly in other types of work. It was also the traditionally female-dominated industries
that stepped up to the plate this year. Throughout the pandemic we have seen just how important our
caring professions are in our communities—our doctors, nurses and carers, who worked on the front
lines of the public health crisis for the past eight months; our educators, who embraced teaching on
Zoom to ensure schools could continue from home; our community service workers, who supported
those experiencing homelessness or family violence and helped us with our mental health. This year,
as a society, we recognised the true value of caring work as an essential service; now let us support
those workers like they supported us this year and ensure our budget invests in secure, long-term jobs
in the caring economy. I note the announcement from the government just today of creating 500 new
jobs across mental health, family violence, health and child protection, being exactly the type of
investment we have been calling for.
Now, the question that remains is: is all of this possible? Yes. If this year has told us anything, it is that
the past rules no longer apply. Here in Victoria we have achieved something remarkable: we beat off
a second wave of coronavirus. So as we look to recover let us lift our heads higher than we have before
and stretch our sense of what is possible. Every reputable economist is saying now, ‘Now is the time
to borrow to invest’. The government has already said this will be a big-spending budget, and we
welcome that. The question is: will it be spent on the right things? At the moment unfortunately the
budget already includes spending of over $20 billion on just two roads—just two roads. That
$20 billion would go a long way to achieving some of the outcomes I have just outlined—creating
jobs and ending homelessness, transitioning to a 100 per cent renewable energy future and investing
in the caring services so that every Victorian has what they need to live a good life.
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This year we have supported each other, made decisions for the greater good and helped those who
have needed it the most. Let us use this budget to do the same thing—to rebuild our economy by taking
on the climate crisis, the housing crisis and the recycling crisis to create thousands of new jobs in green
industries, in retail, in hospitality and in caring work and to provide justice to First Nations. In 2020
Victorians did things differently. Let us keep it that way and embrace a new vision for Victoria, a new
way forward—a Green New Deal.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:22): Well, it is with a great deal of pleasure that I rise to
speak on Dr Ratnam’s motion, because what we have heard from Dr Ratnam this afternoon is a wish
list the likes of which I do not think I have ever heard in my 21 years in Parliament. It was a hell of an
effort. It was a remarkable achievement to come up with that list, and I commend her and I commend
her imagination.
The reality, however, might be a totally different thing. Along with many of those things, the many
thousands of millions of dollars that Dr Ratnam has just spent—of taxpayers dollars, I should say—I
would like to add my own personal list, if I could. I would like to double the size of my house. I would
like to triple the size of my backyard. I would like a brand spanking new Mercedes in my driveway. I
would like a holiday house in Lorne. I would! I would love a holiday house down in Lorne. I would
like a first-class round-the-world ticket every year. Every year I would like that. That would be
wonderful. But you know if I went out and tried to do that, I would have to ask myself the same
question that I am asking Dr Ratnam, which is: how the hell do you pay for it? How do you pay for it?
The fact of the matter is that the state is already in more financial trouble than you can poke a stick at.
I mean, we were in financial trouble before the Wuhan virus came along. Now we are down the sewer.
We are in deep and diabolical financial trouble. Now is not the time to be running around the streets
throwing $100 notes at anybody who looks at you sideways. It is just not realistic. It is wonderful to
say, ‘I’m going to spend this on this and I’m going to spend another couple of hundred million on this
and another half a million on this and another half a billion on this’—it is all very well to say that—
but you have got to have the money to be able to do that and you have got to be able to get your hands
on the money to be able to do that.
The only way that Victoria, Australia and indeed the Western world will recover from this virus—the
only way—is to let business get on with doing business. That is the only way that we are going to get
the money to do the sorts of things that Dr Ratnam spoke of, the only way that we are going to create
the sorts of jobs that Dr Ratnam speaks of and the only way that we are going to create the sort of
prosperity in our society and in our communities that we need to provide the support for those who
need it. The only way to do it is to let business get on with business, and I am really disappointed that
this motion today does not include any mention of business at all. That is a pity, because without
business you have got no taxes and you have got no jobs—you have got nothing. I mean, that is the
bottom line. There is only one place that governments get their money from, and that is taxation. That
means people who work for a living have to give some of their money away to other people.
Mr Limbrick: And fines, Bernie.
Mr FINN: And fines is another one. That has been described as ‘involuntary taxation’, or perhaps
‘voluntary taxation’ might be a better description. Whether it is or not is another thing altogether,
particularly at the moment. But the reality is that we cannot spend the sort of money, and I do not care
who is in government, no government can spend the sort of money, that Dr Ratnam speaks of. It is all
very well to come in here with your wish list—and I have got my own wish list too, and I could get
up and I could spend billions easily—but you have got to be realistic. You have got to look at the
realities of what we are facing, and the realities of what we are facing are hundreds of thousands of
people out of work and businesses that have hit the wall. Can you believe this—I was down on Collins
Street late last night and even Macca’s is closed in Collins Street. You would not have thought that a
McDonald’s franchise in the city would go under, but it has. That is just indicative of how widely this
recession that we are having in Victoria is impacting people. Businesses are being hit left, right and
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centre, and you just have to walk through the city to see how many empty shops there are. You just
have to walk through the city to see how many businesses that were going perhaps very nicely earlier
in the year are now gone. Just walk down Bourke Street, just between here and Exhibition Street, and
you will see them. You do not have to walk very far. They are just across the road from the front steps
of this building. These are the issues that we need to exercise our minds on.
The prospect of a Green New Deal I have to say puts a chill down my spine, because no doubt this
Green New Deal has been picked up directly from the Democrats in the US. We know that whilst Joe
Biden may be President—we do not know yet; that is yet to be decided, but he may be President—the
Democrats copped a hit in the House and in the Senate. We know that. The people of America know
what the Green New Deal over there is, and I tell you what, if the people of Victoria find out what the
Green New Deal is, they will be voting the same way. Can I point out to Dr Ratnam there is a reason
that she lost four of her colleagues at the last election. It is because people have had enough of this
Green New Deal and ‘We’re going to make everything wonderful’. It is just nonsensical.
I have to say, I have a vested interest in fighting a Green New Deal. I have a vested interest, because I
have a family. I have to pay bills. I have to pay my electricity bill. I have to pay my gas bill. I have to
pay a variety of bills—food bills—and everything will be impacted by the cost of energy if we go
down the path that Dr Ratnam speaks of, and that is something that does concern me.
And interestingly enough the people in the inner city that Dr Ratnam represents are not the ones that
are going to cop it in the neck; it is the people in the outer suburbs, the workers, the people that the
Labor Party used to represent years ago. They are the ones who are going to suffer as a direct result of
what Dr Ratnam is proposing.
I am going to move a couple of amendments to this particular motion, and I would ask that they be
circulated. I move:
1.

Omit paragraph (1).

4.

In paragraph (5)(g) omit ‘wildlife.’ and insert the following in its place:
‘wildlife; and
(h) significant infrastructure projects, including transport infrastructure, particularly projects that
are shovel-ready with completed and available business cases, that can generate jobs
quickly.’.

The amendments are very clear. The first amendment that I moved is:
1.

Omit paragraph (1).

That I think is self-explanatory. I think that that is something that makes sense. That is something that
is not going to scare the horses. That is something that will give business confidence that they are not
going to be sacrificed on the altar of the Green New Deal. If we can remove the Green New Deal from
the motion, it automatically makes it far more acceptable to us all, and that, I think, is a major plus.
The second amendment, which I did not move, is:
2.

Omit paragraph (3) and insert the following in its place:
‘(3) further notes increasing unemployment due to the COVID-19 pandemic;’.

We know that the COVID pandemic has caused untold damage right through the world, and we are
no different. This is something that we as a Parliament should be directing almost our entire attention
to at the moment. This is something that we have got to drag this state back from. Victoria has suffered
enormously as a result of this pandemic. It has suffered a lot more, I have to say, from the policies of
a government that has absolutely crushed small business in this state and has crushed the economy in
Victoria. So we are going to have to put our considerable energies and concentration into restoring the
economy that the Andrews government has crushed.
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I think it was Dr Ratnam who was talking about patting us on the back for coming back from the
second wave. Of course we know the second wave was caused by the Andrews government when
they absolutely, totally stuffed up the hotel quarantine procedure, and we are now seeing somewhat of
a farce of an inquiry going on, not being able to tell us exactly what happened. So nobody knows
anything, but what we do know and what Victorians know is that the mess that we are in now, the
great lockdown that we had for months and months and months—the greatest and longest lockdown
of anywhere in the world—was caused by the Andrews government’s stuff-up. That is something that
Victorians know, and they want to know that the government is not going to take it out on them again.
They have suffered. Victorians have suffered for months as a result of what the Andrews government
did, and they want policies which are going to give us a brighter future. They do not want policies
which are going to put us into the toilet bowl and flush us—because that is what all this spending will
do. I do not mind a bit of spending. In fact I said yesterday we should have more trees. I do not know
if Dr Ratnam heard this, but I said yesterday that we should have more trees in the western suburbs.
There were a few people that expressed surprise that I might be saying that, but I like trees. One of my
favourite places in the world is the Otway Ranges, and I love all that stuff. But the fact of the matter
is you have got to get your priorities right, and at the moment our priorities are looking after those who
have been hit so very, very hard by the lockdown. We have to get our priorities right, as I say, and we
must ensure that those who can actually get us out of this mess are allowed to do that.
Now, if we need to give a little bit of money—and I say ‘a little bit of money’—to business to get
them out of the mess and to help them to achieve what we are all on about, then so be it. But until such
time as we have the amounts of money that Dr Ratnam speaks of, as far as I am concerned it is a nogo. So the opposition will be opposing the motion and indeed supporting—I hope, anyway—the two
amendments that I have put up.
Members interjecting.
Mr FINN: Well, you can never be sure in this caper, can you? But I am fairly confident that they
will be supporting amendments 1 and 4, and I urge the house to do likewise.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (14:36): I do not know how to follow that up, really. It has
been pretty entertaining, Bernie, but perhaps not in a way one would like. We could just sit on our
hands and do nothing, which is kind of the message I was getting from over there. But that is not how
we roll on this side. To add to that, I think concepts such as tackling climate change directly and
addressing economic inequality are really at the heart of Labor values; that is what we are about. So I
think they are certainly visionary of themselves. But the difference here and the distinction I will add
is that with Labor we always attach that pragmatic reality of jobs to the vision. So it is not just the
vision; we actually have to attach jobs and outcomes at the end of the day, because we have to be able
to deliver for the community and make sure that our investments are sustainable and benefit all across
the board.
I did want to pick up on this concept of being visionary, and I think being visionary has dated back
beyond the present debate and beyond the COVID crisis that has impacted the world. I would like to
commend in particular—and there have been and continue to be a lot of visionary policies—our
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Lily D’Ambrosio, who has been incredibly
courageous when it comes to pushing forward on our renewable revolution, backed by our Premier
and cabinet of course. I want to speak to our Victorian renewable energy auction 2. I cannot tell you
how excited I got about that, because I know exactly what it means for the market. If we are talking
about business and we are talking about jobs, it means stepping forward boldly, giving them the signals
and empowering them to go forward and invest and drive profit, and this is the way to do it. So if I can
allay some of the concerns of Mr Finn, I will do so, but if I do not I am not really too concerned at this
point, because we are in government and we are here to make positive change for the community.
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We know back in 2017, just to give you that historical reference for the vision, the Victorian renewable
energy auction exceeded our ambitious target, delivering 928 megawatts of renewable energy,
boosting supply, putting downward pressure on power prices and supporting 1500 jobs and
opportunities for local businesses across the state, particularly in regional Victoria—just putting it out
there. Now, the market sounding currently underway will test the capacity of industry to deliver at
least a further 600 megawatts of renewable energy, enough to power—and this is the point that gets
me really excited—every hospital and school in Victoria and Melbourne’s train network and a range
of other government infrastructure and services. Is that not wonderful? And I am not just saying that.
That goes to your heart; that is what we are about, right? It is all about delivering, and I know we will.
We delivered on the first Victorian renewable energy target, and now this market sounding is
absolutely the way forward, certainly assisting and supporting the recovery, assisting in the outcomes
that we are driving for climate change and at the end of the day putting downward pressure on power
prices, because if we are talking about caring for people in the outer suburbs, we need to think about
the rising cost of power prices.
Now, the only thing I will say with regard to the amendments that were moved by Mr Finn is that this
is the Greens’ motion. We are really not going to fuss about those amendments. We will not be
supporting them, I just have to say. They are not in our zone, but thank you for circulating them. I am
just addressing that. I am just being up-front with you.
I want to continue, because the story does not end with the market sounding. We know the $1.3 billion
Solar Homes program is supporting 770 000 households to invest in solar panels, solar hot water and
solar batteries, while creating 5500 new jobs and slashing carbon emissions. The other thing that was
alluded to, but there are many, many other aspects to this, was Solar Homes for renters and landlords.
I know how hard it is. If you do not own your own property, you feel, ‘Well, but I still want to be able
to do my bit to reduce emissions’. So this is actually empowering people in the community who
happen to rent to set up those arrangements with their landlords whereby it is a win-win. You are also
increasing the appeal of those properties in the long run, so there is a win for the landlord as well. I
certainly think that when you are looking at a property, knowing that it has solar on the roof or it has
solar hot water or solar batteries certainly enhances the appeal because it means more money in the
pocket at the end of the day, and if you are thinking about the ethics, it also means that you are actually
not driving emissions up to the same extent as we have been over time. I think we have to be more
and more concerted in our efforts, and that is certainly what we are doing.
Another thing that got me really excited—and I know you talked about it, Dr Ratnam—is the Victorian
Big Battery, the biggest in the Southern Hemisphere. How awesome is that? But the thing is that these
projects do not just happen. I am not saying that to be dismissive. We cannot just put up a placard and
say that we are going to do this and we are going to do that. I know how hard our minister has had to
work to drive that forward. These projects do not just pop out of the air. But isn’t it wonderful that it
is coming to fruition? I know it is an inspiration, and I know, based on the success of the Solar Homes
project, that the people of Victoria, contrary to what Mr Finn has tried to allege, want this. Who does
not want to drive downward pressure on energy prices? Who does not want to tackle climate change?
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: Well, he might not, but anyway, I think most Victorians do want to do that, and I
base that on the fact that this program has been so very, very popular. That has to say something about
how Victorians view our renewable energy revolution. But as I said, we always attach the jobs to the
outcome. It is very pragmatic. We say what we are going to do and then we deliver on it, and that is
very, very important. It is that two-way relationship with the community. You cannot just talk it; you
have actually got to deliver as well.
I am going to move on, although there is so much more that I could say on that topic, let me tell you;
you are just getting me warmed up. But I am mindful that there are a lot of people that want to talk
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today, and that is fair enough, because talking about climate change and addressing inequality are
critical issues in a modern world.
Just talking about that issue of public housing, I do want to say that we have committed to 1000 public
housing homes. We did that at the last election. When you do have to deliver these things, it is not just
a matter of just clicking a finger and it is done. I am not trying to be patronising in that dynamic and
that conversation; I am saying that there is a significant amount of preparation work that goes into it—
architectural design, site selection, preparation, tender processes and planning approvals.
Getting back to this concept of delivering, because it is critical, we have now awarded tenders to build
921 homes in the 1000 homes program, and we are on track to deliver 1000 homes by 2022. We are
also investing in upgrades and maintenance works for social and public housing, further to some of
the issues spoken about here, and we have committed $490 million, dedicated to creating thousands
of jobs—coming back to that issue of the circularity of driving projects and jobs—and boosting
Victoria’s economic recovery from the coronavirus pandemic.
Mr Finn: What happens when you run out of money?
Ms TAYLOR: Well, you can just sit on your hands and do nothing. Sit on your hands and do
nothing, because that’s the preferable option, isn’t it? That’s the way to go. That’ll really drive change.
That’ll drive jobs. That’s a solution.
There is $155 million for maintenance and upgrade works that can be delivered quickly, like painting
and roofing, on more than 15 000 public housing properties. Let me tell you, there is a lot more to this
story. But what I wanted to say to you, knowing I am actually chair and co-chair on some social
housing renewal projects in my region, is about the whole process of moving people, some of whom
may have lived in particular social housing properties for 20 years of their life, so you cannot just say,
‘Right. We’re moving you out today’. I am just trying to give you some insight as to why you do not
say, ‘I’m going to build a property. Tomorrow we’ll shift all the people out of the older property, and
the next day it’s built’, because actually it can take a number of months carefully working with people
who have lived in some of these properties for over 20 years to coax them and give them the courage
to move to other properties and to feel secure. Because of the fact they are in that very vulnerable
situation in the first place, they have to have the confidence that we are going to support them in the
next property that they go to whilst that property is being renewed.
I am just sharing some personal insights. We are at that point of seeing the old, non-environmentally
friendly buildings et cetera demolished, but it has actually taken about 18 months to move the people
who were in there to new and better situations ahead of demolition and ahead of starting the new,
sustainably built social housing properties. That is part of our social housing renewal program. You
just need to understand that when you are in government there are the pragmatics of actually caring
for the people through that whole process and it is not simply clicking your fingers and having it done
in a day. I hope I have conveyed what I have experienced witnessing that—and having that compassion
as well. But that does not mean that we are in any way backing down from what we are doing. We are
steaming right ahead on this program. We know that there is absolutely the demand for social housing
in the community. Now, I am going to leave that there, but I thank you for this interesting discussion
today.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14:47): Thanks, Ms Taylor, for that very impassioned
speech, and thanks, Mr Finn, for your remarkable passion and performance too and your wish list of
what you would like to do. I loved that; that was fantastic.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr HAYES: Hopefully you can find the money for that too, but anyway—
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr HAYES: And your federal counterparts have found a lot of money recently. Of course I am
going to support this motion. I acknowledge there has been significant economic dislocation and
destruction caused by the pandemic, and this motion sets out to address just that. There is a very clear
need to create jobs, and jobs are so important to recover from the economic shocks that we have had
this year. But compared to the recovery plans put forward by the government there is a glaring need
to create more quality jobs. The state government must step in and support the emerging economy.
However, in doing so, I call on the government to focus on the Green New Deal—and I am hearing
encouraging words from over there—and not a Brown Old Deal, which is where much of the previous
rhetoric has gone, and I think that that is what Mr Finn was referring to when he talked about getting
on with business. That is the old sort of business, and that will not do. Really we have got to find new,
creative opportunities rather than relying on the same old stuff.
I talked about quality jobs. A quality job is one that does not do more damage to our fragile
environment, and a quality job, better still, would go towards repairing and enhancing it. In this regard
I question the environmental credentials of two government headline-grabbing projects—the North
East Link and the Mordialloc Freeway. Their construction involves much destruction of the natural
environment and a massive increase in carbon emissions, and they will grow the need for more and
more environmentally destructive quarry projects as another side effect of what is being done. We
must examine what is driving the need for these massive ventures when you consider the materials,
the embedded energy required and the release of huge amounts of CO2 in the construction of these
intrusive projects. The North East Link alone will cost more than the $16 billion we were last talking
about, and it will remove 20 000 trees. Instead we could be employing people in re-establishing trees
and in industries devoted to environmental repair, of which much is needed and much is shovel ready.
These big freeway projects also encourage car overuse and encourage use of cars over public transport,
increasing air pollution. I quote a story from the Guardian published on Wednesday, 4 November,
which said the following:
Most scientists think it is very likely that air pollution increases the number and severity of Covid-19 cases.
Breathing dirty air over years is already known to cause heart and lung disease, and these illnesses make
coronavirus infections worse. Short-term exposure is also known to increase the risk of acute lung infections.

At the same time the population projections as well as the numbers travelling, on which these two
megaprojects were based, have been called into question by the pandemic, and I call on the
government to rethink the need for these projects on both environmental and economic grounds. More
than any one event the coronavirus emergency has demonstrated the need to invest in local selfreliance. We have to take the lead and create and staff low-emission manufacturing and secondary
processing industries and supply chains based on clean fuels of the future, such as solar power and
hydrogen gas. We need a highly skilled workforce, so a huge investment in education and training is
required, which will enrich the economy much more than the sorts of megaprojects the state
government is keen to promote. Those sorts of megaprojects are the ‘Getting on with business’ sort
that Mr Finn talks about, but we cannot go on that way.
The government seems to like capital-intensive plant- and machinery-based projects, which generate
fewer employment opportunities in the future and produce large amounts of greenhouse gases. I refer
the house to the Climate Council and a report it commissioned earlier this year which shows that
focusing on 12 environmental areas can create plenty of quality jobs. These areas include creating
large-scale renewable energy projects, restoring degraded ecosystems, better dealing with organic
waste, retrofitting inefficient public buildings and expanding electric vehicle networks.
We are a lucky country indeed, not only well endowed with fossil fuels but also well endowed with
renewable resources from which we could produce vast amounts of energy for export, especially in
the form of clean hydrogen gas. They talk about the battery at Geelong. There has also been talk of a
large hydrogen gas plant there. And the Europeans are calling out for Australia, which has got solar
energy in abundance, to make hydrogen gas so they can buy it from us, so the opportunities are there.
In the disappointing wake of privatisation of electricity and gas in Victoria, I believe investment in
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public infrastructure to support energy generation and indeed transmission would have strong
community support.
While I am speaking of the benefits of public ownership, I support the call in this motion for the
construction of more social housing. Of course—and I have spoken on this many times—the plight of
homelessness in Melbourne and Victoria did not happen by accident. It was caused by unsustainable
population growth to give the illusion of growth in the economy and by the failure of the market and
of this government and previous governments to provide sufficient quantities of low-cost, affordable
rental accommodation.
I also support the specific call in this motion for the 2020 budget and future budgets to build more of
a caring society. That includes the construction of environmentally friendly and energy-efficient public
and social housing for homeless people and those on low incomes. At the same time, addressing our
public and social housing deficit creates plenty of jobs that are ready to start now. This would deliver
rapid stimulus to a badly wanting economy.
Another area long overdue for attention from the government is waste management. I urge the
government to revisit the 2019 report on the inquiry into recycling and waste management published
by the Environment and Planning Committee of this house, and I call on the government to accelerate
and reinforce its responses to this all-important report, which advocates pathways for both job creation
and protection of our environment—a win-win situation. The state government needs to be aware that
a Green New Deal is the way forward. It is now time for the state government to review their range of
proposed projects and ask, ‘Is this project part of the Green New Deal, or is it part of the Brown Old
Deal?’. I commend this motion to the house.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:55): I am pleased, as other members have been, to join the
debate on this motion which is about care for the environment, support for vulnerable Victorians and
jobs—three things that I, as I understand many other members are, am deeply passionate about; three
things that formed the very basis for my first speech in this place. However, to come to the very heart
of this motion, the call for a Green New Deal, it must be acknowledged that that particular plan is
another truly bizarre imported job-killing brain fart. It is fascinating to me that the left remains so on
topic, so on message. I love the language of this motion that is borrowed from, in some respects,
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, and in other respects the President-elect, regarding building ‘Victoria back
better’, and grudgingly I must say that the members of the Greens and indeed the members of the
government who have spoken in glowing terms about this motion remain on message incredibly well.
I would like to make a few points as I speak, moving through the motion in chronological order. Point 2
references the fact that it has been a dreadful year here in Victoria—well, of course. It is hard to
remember, given everything that has occurred, that the year got off to such a shocking start with our
appalling bushfires, but of course that is the case, and then—how long ago now?—back in March here
in Australia and here in Victoria COVID-19 really hit. So I do concur entirely with this element of
Dr Ratnam’s motion. I do also concur entirely that we need to be thinking first and foremost about
jobs. I have some quite different views from Dr Ratnam’s about how exactly we should do that.
I find point 3 fascinating regarding income inequality, and it has been interesting to hear some
members of the government talk about this. I enjoy listening to members of the Labor Party talk about
income inequality, because as they do this it becomes absolutely plain that they would be perfectly
happy for the poor to get poorer just so long as the rich get poorer too. There are interesting points in
this motion about social housing. I heard Mr Hayes, who spoke in an impassioned way about social
housing just before me, as he has done on a number of occasions. I also heard the Government Whip
speak about social housing. I think we would all agree in this place—to the best of my knowledge, we
would all agree—to a very great extent about the scourge of homelessness here in Victoria. It was a
pleasure, Deputy President, to join with you on a recent parliamentary committee inquiry to look into
homelessness in Victoria, and so to a very large extent I concur with what Mr Hayes said. But the
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government’s record when it comes to social housing and dealing with homelessness has been nothing
short of appalling.
Whether you like it or not, and I certainly do not, this Labor government has been in office in Victoria
for 17 of the last 21 years. So to hear Ms Taylor bend and sway seeking to explain exactly why it is
that it has taken 21 years for this government to get around to understanding that we need proper
provision of social housing was quite extraordinary. In particular I enjoyed hearing about how difficult
it is to liaise with folks who are in a current residence that they may need to move from. The history
that we were provided was entirely inaccurate. Before the coalition came to government in 2010 and
indeed before Ms Lovell became the Minister for Housing it was the practice of the Labor government
to simply tap people on the shoulder, and they were moved immediately with no consultation. So for
that to be offered up as the primary reason for the extraordinary delay—extraordinary
procrastination—in putting in place adequate housing stock was bizarre and totally inappropriate. We
have heard from the government during this debate that those of us on this side of the house want to
sit on our hands—how extraordinary. Seventeen of the last 21 years we have had Labor governments
here in Victoria, and yet our housing waiting list continues to skyrocket. The amount of housing stock
continues to dwindle.
As I say, and as I said yesterday in this place, I have been pleased to join with the government over
recent sitting weeks on a number of pieces of important legislation that in my mind would do good to
support vulnerable Victorians. As far as I am aware, it is a matter that is accepted right around this
chamber—that we need to do far better to support Victorians who are homeless or at risk of
homelessness. Mr Finn moved some amendments. They have been circulated. The fourth amendment
is an interesting one. I will read it into Hansard:
4.

In paragraph (5)(g) omit ‘wildlife.’ and insert the following in its place:
‘wildlife; and
(h) significant infrastructure projects, including transport infrastructure, particularly projects that
are shovel-ready with completed and available business cases, that can generate jobs
quickly.’.

Mr Finn was perhaps speaking with his tongue in his cheek when he said that he was sure Dr Ratnam
and other members of this chamber would support his amendment to omit the first paragraph. I
honestly have no doubt that right across this chamber there will be support for Mr Finn’s fourth
amendment. How could there not be? I heard time and time again from Ms Taylor, and I commend
her for this focus in her remarks, talking about jobs and the need for us at the moment to seek to
stimulate the job market, which has been entirely flattened by this government’s incompetence in
dealing with COVID-19. This particular amendment is an entirely constructive one. I commend it to
the house.
Coming back to the principal point I was making earlier, about homelessness, I would urge the
government to reach out to crossbench members, who I know are all passionate about this issue, and
to those of us on this side of the house, led in this regard undoubtedly by Ms Lovell, who are deeply
passionate about this issue. We have been very comfortable to join with the government on any
number of occasions in recent sitting weeks to work together to provide good solutions for vulnerable
Victorians. This is a case where we must do better as a chamber to work together. Homelessness is a
blight on our community. I have been deeply concerned, as members right around this chamber have
been, by increasing levels of homelessness and increasingly poor outcomes for Victorians who are
homeless or at risk of homelessness, through this period of dealing with COVID-19. If anything, what
we have just been through, indeed what we continue to go through, should sharpen our focus on
dealing with what is such a central issue for vulnerable Victorians.
I was very pleased to read that Dr Ratnam included in her motion an important point about recycling.
It is National Recycling Week, and so I think it is fantastic that she called for a recycling revolution to
reduce waste. Sometimes, I think, in discussions about the environment, recycling and waste are not
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seen as central issues on this point. Despite some of the less than kind things I have said about the
Green New Deal, I concur entirely with Dr Ratnam, and I would note that the coalition has outstanding
policies in this regard in the public domain that I would urge the government, again, to look at. Should
the government want to look seriously at our policies to reduce waste, we would only congratulate
them for doing so. I will conclude my remarks at that point, entirely in support of the excellent
amendments that Mr Finn has moved.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:04): I rise to contribute to the motion proposed by
Dr Ratnam on behalf of the Greens party. I am also fired up, because of not only the passionate
contribution but also the theatrical performance by Mr Finn. I have to admit that when I look at the
amendments proposed by the member, I am somewhat surprised that a personal wish list was not
included there.
The year 2020 has been difficult—no doubt about that. We—everyone in this house, all people living
now—have never seen such a year in our lives. We have to go back 102 years, to 1918, after the
Second World War, when a lot of lives had been lost—and then came a pandemic with close to
50 million lives lost and 500 million people infected. In our case the pandemic is still raging all
throughout the world, but we are successfully managing it in Victoria and coming out of a second
wave in a very scientific manner, with a scientific approach and advice. In fact we are good on the
way forward—back to the future. Unlike some of the proposals or demands of some people, our
approach actually is quite successful. In fact we are now the envy of the world for successfully facing
the second wave, and we are on our path to a very good and COVID-normal future until a vaccine is
available.
This has also been supported by the people of Victoria throughout some of the polling by professional
agencies and newspapers, including the amateurish polling by a member of the other house, Tim
Smith. Our government is well supported, and I have no doubt that we will be more supported once
the budget is released and once we are back to the future—back to COVID normal—by the time
Christmas comes.
I have only a few minutes, so let me go through the main points of the motion moved by Dr Ratnam.
We are as a government supporting not only the vulnerable and renewable energy—the future for our
children and grandchildren—but also businesses, as we have done throughout the pandemic, and we
will be continuing to do so.
I can go through many of the points in the motion, but let me only highlight and remind the house of
some of the main points. I cannot resist talking about renewable energy, with our largest battery built
in the Southern Hemisphere. A member opposite wrongly said that it is only providing for
300 000 houses for half an hour. That was incorrect. That should be 500 000 houses, which is 170 per
cent of the quoted number.
Another point is about public social housing for the people. It is a big, big problem. Particularly the
Legal and Social Issues Committee is conducting an inquiry, which is not completed yet. We are going
to have a final report and several recommendations. In the meantime the government has contributed
and is doing a lot of work towards helping the vulnerable. For example, we have a Victorian Social
Housing Growth Fund with a budget of $1 billion to provide innovative partnerships between the
government and some of the consortia, including private and social organisations.
Another point I would like to touch upon is education. We have as a government supported a lot of
initiatives for public schools as well as Catholic and private education. Recognising the impact of the
pandemic on students, during this year the government, for example, announced that there will be
more than 4100 tutors rolled out across Victorian schools in 2021 to help the students that have been
impacted. There is not just intellectual assistance; the government also has some increased mental
health support for students with the mental health practitioners in schools program. It is going to be
brought forward to be completed by the end of 2021. There are many more things.
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I have to say one thing which is a bit personal as well. To confirm the government commitment for
education, particularly STEM education, I have been appointed an inaugural ambassador for STEM
education. I am thankful for that, and I am looking forward to it. I have already started it and will travel
the width and length of Victoria in promoting something that is close to my heart.
Another point I would like to raise before I conclude is about public health and hospital buildings.
Even prior to COVID our health services had received a record $12.2 billion in operational funding
for 2019–20, and it represents a 38.1 per cent increase year on year since the budget year of 2014–15.
Since coming to this office the government has committed to its largest health build program in the
history of the state of Victoria. This is an increase of more than 480 per cent on the previous LiberalNational government when they were in power during their term.
I could go on more and more and talk about biodiversity, bushfire recovery and prevention, public
transport, active transport, bike lanes and so on, but I would just like to conclude here and leave time
for others to contribute by just saying that we are the government who walk the talk and that any long
journey we have to begin with a single step. For example, with renewable energy we have committed
to targets for the dates of 2030 and 2050, and we are more than on the way to achieving those targets.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:12): I would like to thank Dr Ratnam for
bringing forward this motion. It is not very often I get to talk about communism twice in a day. Let us
start with a couple of facts here. Firstly, the idea that government creates jobs—we hear it so much in
this place, this idea that government creates jobs—is like a magic trick. So when government creates
jobs, it gets the money for those jobs through taxes, which harm jobs, so it is like a magic trick. They
say, ‘Here are the jobs that we created, and let’s just ignore all the taxes that we’ve taken and all the
debt that we’re running up to create those jobs’. Also, government does not create wealth; wealth is
created through the voluntary exchange of free people. So government does not create jobs, and it does
not create wealth.
Let us get onto what is actually in the motion—the Green New Deal. This sounds like something based
on what the Democratic Party in the US put together. They had something similar. I think it was
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez who put it together. But if we look at what the Democrats in the US are
doing, there is one big, big difference—and Mr Finn is going to be upset with me here, because I am
going to say something nice about the Democratic Party in the United States, so he is going to think I
am a communist now. One very good thing that Mr Biden has talked a lot about is nuclear energy.
This is one thing that is still prohibited in Australia. The Democratic Party in the US know that they
cannot get to zero carbon emissions without nuclear energy, so they are looking at extending the
lifespan of their nuclear energy power plants and they are also looking at a large-scale rollout of small
modular reactors. I also note that the Greens were very excited when Japan recently announced its
zero-carbon policy by 2050, and again, as is every country in the world that has pretty much
successfully decarbonised, it is doing it with a combination of either hydro-electric or nuclear power.
So Japan is restarting and ramping up all of its nuclear power plants. So this is something that is sorely
missing
Looking at things that we need here, we talk about building more storage. I note that the government
has announced this Big Battery, and indeed this Big Battery is necessary. I think it is 300 megawatt
hours, is that correct? Yes. So why do we need this Big Battery? Well, this is not utility-scale storage.
This is what they call—
Dr Kieu: It is 450 megawatt hours.
Mr LIMBRICK: This is why we need this. This will be a system service, right? So what we will
be using this for is to take into account the fact of blips in the energy supply. Now, lots of people say,
‘Well, renewable energy is very cheap’. That is very true. Sometimes it is worth nothing. In fact
sometimes it is worth negative dollars: you have to pay people to put it onto the network. This is a
very, very big problem, because if no-one in the market is paying for the electricity at that time, it is
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worthless. If you have to pay for someone to take it in the market, it is a big problem as well. That is
one of the things that the battery will be used for, so that when you get those periods, you can smooth
it out. That is fine. But if you want to look at serious storage, as I think Mr Finn pointed out, if you
used it to power the entire state or something, it is only going to be for a small amount of time. In
fairness, I do not think it was actually ever intended to do that; it was meant to be this system service.
If you want utility-scale storage, you are going to have to look at having a hell of a lot of batteries,
which is probably not going to happen, or you are going to have to look at something like pumped
hydro.
Now, pumped hydro is an interesting thing. I know that the government has a project. They are
building a pumped hydro system in an old mine up near Bendigo, I think. This is a fairly small-scale
project. But for large-scale projects you are going to have to build dams. I think the Australian National
University talked about how there are 20 000 sites that you could put pumped hydro projects into—
lots and lots of sites. If you actually look at where these sites are, a lot of them are in national parks.
So I do not know when the Greens are going to start announcing which forests they want to flood, and
it seems totally incompatible with the other part of this motion where they talk about ‘restoring our
precious natural environment’. Well, I can tell you that building new dams is not going to do that.
The other bit that is really interesting in this motion is the ‘publicly owned renewable energy’
reference. Now, when we talk about governments investing in things—I am not sure who was the first
person to say this, so I am not sure who I am quoting—we say, ‘If you have a good investment, you
go to investors and ask them to invest; if you have a bad idea, you go to government and ask them to
invest’. So this ‘publicly owned’ reference is really strange, because most of the investment in
renewable energy that is happening at the moment is actually coming from the private sector, and it is
coming from superannuation funds. These are the same superannuation funds that are also investing
in the government bonds that are the debt that the government is actually building up. Okay.
Members interjecting.
Mr LIMBRICK: I know that other people want to talk about this. I could go on all day about this.
I am not sure what ‘main shopping streets’ have to do with the Green New Deal, but I am sure that is
interesting. So I will leave it there. But I would like to say I am not going to support the Liberals’
amendments to this motion. I preferred talking about it in its original form, and I do not want to mess
with Dr Ratnam’s motion, so I am not going to support those amendments.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:19): I am speaking on the Green New Deal. This motion
calls upon the government to commit to significant, essential and important action to ensure Victoria’s
livability. I have been consistent. We need to encourage a mode shift to public transport, including
walking, biking—obviously not for me but for others—and shared modes of transport. This will
reduce traffic congestion, improve our local environments and reduce emissions.
Victoria generated 15.3 million tonnes of rubbish between 2018 and 2019. This is approximately
2.5 tonnes per Victorian, and we need to do better. We need to reduce our waste if we are to protect
our wildlife and our environments. In October this year Western Australia followed Queensland and
South Australia in launching a container deposit scheme. This is one way to reduce litter, improve
recycling rates and create new employment opportunities. After all, a similar scheme in Queensland
reduced container litter by 35 per cent. We are trailing behind these other states.
Moreover, not only do we need to improve Victorian recycling habits but we also need to reduce
emissions. The bushfires demonstrated the impact carbon dioxide and toxic air has on our health earlier
this year. In addition, solar panels, wind turbines and water energy are the way of the future. It is for
these reasons I fully support publicly owned renewable energy and storage projects to transition
Victoria away from fossil fuels. In addition this will generate new employment opportunities as we
build, monitor and run these new sources of energy.
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Furthermore, this year I have consistently recognised and explained to this Parliament the deep and
lasting impact that homelessness has. Now is the time for action. COVID-19 has impacted on not only
health but our economy and simply the ability of many individuals to stay afloat. Throughout this
pandemic the government has been fantastic in getting those who are sleeping rough off the streets,
yet this is temporary. We have to ask: what now? To boost our economy and to reduce the number of
individuals experiencing homelessness, I urge the government to swiftly build new public housing
across Victoria. It is not enough to only build public housing; obviously we must create new job
opportunities to reduce the number of those experiencing homelessness due to financial hardships.
Reviving our retail, hospitality, transport and service industries is an essential aspect of this.
In conclusion I urge the government in considering their upcoming state budget to put the needs of
Victorians first. This means creating jobs across multiple industries, further investing in new
technology and future energy, reducing waste and improving Victoria for the better. It is no surprise
that I support changing Victoria’s perspective towards public transport, investing in clean technology
and reducing homelessness, and therefore I support this motion wholeheartedly.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (15:22): I support much of what this motion calls for. Of course
the government must invest in renewable energy and storage projects to pave the way for the reduction
in fossil fuels, and I thank the government for their recent commitment to the Big Battery in Moorabool
in my electorate, which will provide a key component of the overall greening of the power system in
Victoria. The state government must help homeless Victorians by investing in new public housing.
Now is the time when money and labour are in ready supply to get on with this overdue investment.
We must employ more people, especially women, in education, health care and social support to
ensure no Victorians slip through the cracks at a time of extraordinary economic stress. We must
restore our natural environment, protect habitats and animals, recycle waste and protect our
waterways.
While this motion talks about restoring our natural environment and planting trees and native
vegetation, which are ideas I support and applaud, it fails to tackle the main reason these things are not
done—one of the major drivers of despoliation of the natural environment, animal agriculture. I note
that Mr Finn waxed lyrical about his love of trees. Many people I know would be ecstatic to know that
no doubt Mr Finn also is mortified at the enormous loss of trees due to animal agriculture. I am sure
everyone is well aware of the terrible razing of the Amazon for cattle grazing, but the fact is that this
happens everywhere, including here in Australia and here in Victoria, for a sector that is also high in
terms of emissions and water usage. It is a major driver of habitat loss for native species, a subject that
will be discussed at some length in the upcoming biodiversity inquiry conducted by the Environment
and Planning Committee of this house. This is to say nothing of the run-off of effluent into freshwater
bodies from intensive agriculture operations.
If nothing is done to assist farmers to transition to sustainable plant-based harvests both here and
around the world, it is hard to see how any new deal can be made green. Without changes to more
sustainable farming practices, we cannot solve the regular emergence of new zoonotic diseases and
increasingly regular pandemics; we cannot bring about the elimination of emissions required to
address the climate emergency; and we cannot restore our natural environments, including our
waterways and wildlife, protect threatened species and, importantly to many, provide justice to
animals brought into being solely to be used as food for humans.
My party and I support the call for a modern new deal that works for ordinary people and the planet,
and we just want it made greener. I congratulate Dr Ratnam for bringing this important matter to the
house, and it will have my full support.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:26): I am very pleased to rise to speak on this motion.
I just want to make note of the kind of graffiti amendment that the opposition has put forward today.
It is almost like they crossed out some of the letters so the word means something different
altogether—omit ‘Green New Deal’, omit ‘wildlife’, insert ‘roads and pollution’. You know—how to
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completely change the whole motion. In fact I think I am going to take some inspiration from this and
look out for opportunities to do the same kind of graffiti on some of Mr Finn’s future motions.
But yes, we do need to do things differently, and this year, as this motion says, has been difficult for
us all and certainly far more difficult for many people in our community. This is going to have a long
tail. The year 2020 is going to reverberate for the rest of this decade. This will not be forgotten, and
we will need to do things differently. But let us take that as the opportunity that it could be, and this is
what a lot of this motion goes to—the opportunities that are in front of us to do things differently. I
totally support this. I think we are seeing the world recognise this.
We have all done things differently. As someone who is chairing the homelessness inquiry brought to
the Legal and Social Issues Committee by Mr Barton, we are hearing how things can be done
differently and how COVID has enabled that to happen and has enabled us to do things differently.
No-one would have thought in January this year that we would have been able to find housing for
every single person who needed it and every single person who wanted it. Now the challenge is to
maintain that. Now the challenge is to keep that going.
We are working differently. Who would have thought that we would be Zooming each other, that we
would be in Brady Bunch boxes for most of the day? But it has shown that we can do things differently.
For many people, not being able to go to work, or not having a job, has been really difficult and
damaging. That is why we do need to invest in our careworkers; we do need to invest. Again, if this
year has shown us anything, it is that we need to invest in our health system. This year has shown the
cracks or the crevices in our health system, and certainly in our mental health area. So, yes, we can
invest. We know that the dollar that you invest into a care economy is a far better dollar than the one
you invest in a hard hat job.
It seems that some people think that the only way you can create a job is to build a road. That is not
the case. We have shown that by working differently, by staggering our start times, by working from
home some days and working in the office on other days that we are actually possibly not going to
need the infrastructure that we had planned. We are not going to need all of it, and we should be
rethinking this. We should be rethinking how we can invest in our community in really meaningful
ways. As we have seen with the congestion on our roads—well, there is not any. On public transport
systems, we are able to socially distance on the trams at almost any time of the day because we are
doing it differently. As the Grattan Institute said, we could be creating ‘a herd of white elephants’ if
we go ahead with some of the infrastructure that is being planned.
So I support this motion. I laugh at the amendments. I did; I thought, ‘Look, if this was a joke, it was
hilarious’. But I support this motion. We can do things differently, we must do things differently and
we must take on the challenges that this year has brought to us—the harm that this year has done to
many of us. We need to take that and we need to look at that and do it differently, do it better and
create a better economy, a better Victoria.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:31): I rise today to speak to Dr Ratnam’s motion and
the Green New Deal, and in rising to speak I am taking inspiration from a lot of the debate that I have
heard today. We started this year with horrific bushfires, and the air quality was absolutely, and is
today, something that we are all still struggling with. I am pleased that we have the air quality inquiry
that was, at the very start of this year, moved by me and hopefully will start at the end of next year.
There are many things in our environment that we have to make a number one priority: our air quality,
our waste and our environment. As many have said today, as we are going into summer and we all
want to go and explore regional Victoria, having a focus on our environment will be very important.
Other points that Dr Ratnam raised today were around homelessness. As a whole crossbench, we
wholeheartedly wanted that inquiry, but this pandemic has absolutely highlighted the need going
forward to make sure that all in our community have a roof over their heads and can afford their bills,
electricity or otherwise gas, and with a little bit of hope that in the future we do go down a path of
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more solar and more sustainability. I also hope that through what is being proposed today—and
hearing from the government and others around this room it would seem that we all in this place wish
to continue to make sure—our future here in Victoria is built in a way so that we are self-sustainable.
We have to look at our manufacturing and our farming and make sure that we are less reliant on
imports at this point.
It would be great to think that Victoria could be sustainable—that we could have sustainable recycling
industries and a waste system that is sustainable. I guess a lot of others would have highlighted the
amount of waste during this pandemic from people being at home, Uber-eating, which is very
disturbing. A focus on our health during this pandemic is vitally important—what we eat and how we
do it are vitally important. There was a lot of messaging that the government could have done at this
time to make sure that we as a community were looking after ourselves so that—and COVID will be
around for the next couple of years for sure, if not the future—we as a community are going to step
forward and make sure that we actually do a lot more around our wellbeing, our personal wellbeing,
and looking after ourselves but also looking after our community.
There are a lot of things that were raised today that I am 100 per cent in support of and that I have
raised over the last year or so that I have been in this place. We need to definitely make sure that
walking and cycling is something that all of the state as well as local councils step towards. That does
not mean that there are not going to be cars; cars in the future will be sustainable as well. So we have
to respect large infrastructure projects such as roads, because at the end of the day I am hoping that we
have cars that are sustainable and that they are not polluting. We do need to get around Victoria. It is
a very big state. We like the freedom of movement. We like to be able to visit our relatives. We like
to go to regional Victoria—it is very vast. It is great to jump on a train, but it will also be great to jump
in a sustainable car in the future or share your car. So I do not believe it is one or the other.
I also believe that we can all care for our environment. There are many, many things that Dr Ratnam
and I totally agree on, but I do also feel that there are other priorities and that we all have to balance
those priorities for the betterment of our community. I think we have got 15 more seconds. Mr Finn—
Mr Finn interjected.
Dr CUMMING: No, we all have to pay the bills. (Time expired)
House divided on amendment 1:

Ayes, 10
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 27
Barton, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Amendment negatived.

Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr

Shing, Ms
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms
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House divided on amendment 4:

Ayes, 10
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 27
Barton, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Kieu, Dr

Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Maxwell, Ms
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr

Shing, Ms
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms

Amendment negatived.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 22
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr

Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Stitt, Ms

Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms

Noes, 15
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms

McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Committees
JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE
Establishment
Debate resumed on motion of Mr DAVIS:
That:
(1) a joint select committee of nine members be established to inquire into, consider and report to both
houses, no later than 30 September 2020, on the relevance, acceptability and process by which the
government has adopted international agreements, treaties, memorandums and other similar
arrangements with foreign governments since 2015, and in particular:
(a) whether the two agreements between the People’s Republic of China and the Victorian
government, also known as the Belt and Road Initiative, are in the interest of Victorians in all
circumstances, including in the long-term financial interest of the state and with respect to its
sovereignty;
(b) the details and background of the proposed further agreement linked to the Belt and Road Initiative
and whether these are in the public interest of all Victorians;
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(c) the appropriate consultation with the commonwealth of Australia government and its agencies on
the likely impact on Australia’s foreign affairs and trade;
(d) through until the end of this Parliament examine and report on any further international agreements,
treaties, memorandums or other similar arrangements the government may seek to sign and report
to the Parliament in a timely way to keep the Parliament of Victoria informed of whether these are,
on balance, in the view of the committee, in the public interest;
(2) the committee shall consist of:
(a) five Assembly members, comprising three members from the government nominated by the
Premier and two members from the opposition nominated by the Leader of the Opposition;
(b) four Council members, comprising two members from the government nominated by the Leader
of the Government in the Council, one member from the opposition nominated by the Leader of
the Opposition in the Council and one member from among the remaining members in the Council
nominated jointly by minority groups and Independent members;
(3) a majority of the members appointed pursuant to paragraph (2) will constitute a quorum of the
committee;
(4) the chair of the committee must be a non-government member;
(5) in addition to exercising a deliberative vote, when votes on a question are equally divided, the chair, or
the deputy chair when acting as chair, shall have a casting vote;
(6) the committee may proceed to conduct business notwithstanding that all members have not been
appointed and notwithstanding any vacancy;
(7) the committee may conduct all or any part of a meeting or public or private hearing by audio or
audiovisual link;
(8) the committee shall operate under the provisions laid out under joint standing order 15;
(9) the foregoing provisions of this resolution, so far as they are inconsistent with the standing and sessional
orders or practices of both houses will have effect notwithstanding anything contained in the standing
and sessional orders or practices of both houses; and
(10) a message be sent to the Assembly informing them of the resolution and requesting their agreement.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:53): This motion was debated
earlier in the year. It is near the end of its time. There are another 3 minutes left on its time here, but
my point is to simply say that the series of international arrangements that have been made by the
current government do need to be looked at closely by a parliamentary committee that has the capacity
to look at international treaties of this type. We think that there is a sensible way forward there. We
think that there is a way to more closely scrutinise those international treaties, and consequently this
motion was brought forward but was not concluded earlier in the year.
Dr Cumming: On a point of order, President, the motion that we are about to vote on says ‘no later
than 30 September 2020’. Obviously today is 11 November 2020. I understand that this was debated
at the very start of this year; I understand that maybe a lot of people here today will not be voting for
this. But my pick-up is that it is requesting that a select committee consider and report by a date that
was two months ago.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you. I listened to you, Dr Cumming, and thank you for raising this. But
if it is agreed to, that is a different story then. They can change the date.
Mr Leane: On the point of order, President, I do not think that we can agree to change time. I do
not think we can agree to go back in time. This select committee will need some sort of time machine
to go back and achieve this. I am concerned that we are setting some sort of precedent that we are
agreeing to something that could not possibly happen.
Ms Shing: Further to the point of order, President, that Dr Cumming has raised and that Minister
Leane has also raised, it would appear that were this motion to be agreed to the substantive outcome
would be that there could be no work done in relation to it, for the reasons that have been described
by Dr Cumming and by Minister Leane.

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 11 November 2020

Legislative Council

3899

Mr Limbrick: On the point of order, President, could I get some clarification, maybe from the
clerks or someone? The Liberal Democrats support this motion, but obviously we do not want to
support something that is impossible. Is it possible for the committee to simply change the date on
this?
The PRESIDENT: Thank you to everyone who has made an inquiry about this, but the advice I
have is that if that motion is carried then a joint select committee will set a date and bring it back to
the house.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 15
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr

Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms

McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 22
Barton, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Maxwell, Ms

Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Stitt, Ms

Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms

Motion negatived.
Sitting suspended 4.05 pm until 4.30 pm.
Motions
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (16:30): I move:
That this house notes that:
(1) the government has committed to ending the native timber industry by 2030, with the apparent aim being
to have it replaced by plantation timber at that time;
(2) it will take in excess of 50 years, probably closer to 80 years, for plantation timber to reach the same
quality as current native timber harvesting;
(3) given the devastating economic effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, jobs are critical, particularly in
regional areas;
and calls on the government to abandon ending the native timber industry and instead nurture what is one of
the most highly regulated timber industries in the world which produces timber of unparalleled quality.

I cannot even remember how many years ago it was now that the government announced that they
were putting an end date on the native timber industry and basically moving towards plantation timber.
Now, my interest in this issue is ongoing. It basically relates a lot to jobs in regional areas. Jobs in
regional areas are tough to find at the best of times. Regional areas always have a higher
unemployment rate than metro areas just due to the nature of the way it is: you are further from the
infrastructure, you have a smaller community and so on.
It is I think a good time for the government to have a think about what the reasoning is behind the
killing of the industry or the sentencing to death of the industry and whether that is still a good idea.
At the very least, even if they decide to continue on with that, I think the transition date is clearly
ambitious because native hardwood after 10 years is really not in a position to yield the quality of
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wood that a wild-grown tree would. There are very, very divergent views held around this chamber
about the timber industry. Frankly I have kept a fairly close eye on it. Are VicForests perfect? No. Do
they do a damn good job? Yes. It is not easy, particularly when they have got what I see as a moving
goalpost. They have a lot of problems with someone finding little critters that were not there before.
They have a lot of people chaining themselves to various things, whether it is the bulldozers or a tree,
which slows things down. There was some very unfortunate timing last year, I believe, with people
protesting at the same time that people were trying to fight the bushfires. That just makes it harder
with what is going on.
Now, native timber and the quality of our timber has got a lot to do with how it is grown. Plantation
timber even after 50 or 80 years will never be as good as the wild-grown timber. That is basically the
law of natural selection. Every time a small tree grows out in the sticks, if it is not a strong one, it does
not make it. Only the strong survive. With the strong that survive comes a better quality of timber. I
fear that if 2030 is the date that the timber industry will be shut down, even if we plant enough trees
in a plantation to cover our current consumption, I do not think there will be enough plantations. There
are plenty of pine plantations, but softwood and hardwood are completely separate things. The timber
that we are likely to get from plantations in the short term is more suited to things like plywood, toilet
tissue, tissue paper, low-strength structural frames, packaging and firewood. Also there is the added
thing that a lot of pesticides and other stuff are used to control pests, which may or may not affect the
way the timber actually grows.
Be that as it may, the thing is I take this as jobs. I remember that during the last Parliament we had a
Greens member who was very anti-logging, and she was most certainly entitled to her opinion. Again,
there were very divergent views about how many jobs were at stake. If you count the people out there
cutting down the trees, transporting them around and things like that, maybe there are not that many,
but that is only the tip of the iceberg. With those people comes someone who is selling the diesel for
the tractors. They have got to buy their work clothes, they have got to eat—they have got to do all of
these things. It is like a pyramid below the industry.
It is also generally in very remote areas, so you have got the smaller communities out there. And those
smaller communities rely on every single sale they can get. Every time someone wants to buy some
diesel, some ice—whatever the case may be—it all goes to them. I believe that by continuing with the
direction that the government is on, it will add another chip—pardon the pun—to regional areas. It
just takes another little bit away and another little bit away, and in the end we have also got to
remember that no matter whether we support Green New Deals and other fanciful things, from the
regional areas comes our food. From the regional area come our vegetables, meat and all these other
things. We should never lose sight of that. There are varying numbers about regional job losses. There
has been a drop of around 7 to 8 per cent across Victoria in regional areas generally over the recent
times. North-west Victoria lost almost 9 per cent. There is all sorts of research that has been done,
including from CommSec.
There are two cruxes to this, I guess. If we kill off this industry, then our timber has still got to come
from somewhere. Plantations are not going to be able to do it for the next 50 to 80 years—and I am
going to hazard a guess that at least in 50 years there are probably going to be none of us around;
80 years can pretty well guarantee that. In between now and then, what have we got? Basically we
have got two options: we can stop using wood and we can start getting concrete and steel, which brings
its own environmental issues for those that think that stopping cutting down the sustainable trees is an
environmental win; or we can go to other countries that rape and pillage their own environments with
no regard for what is going on and get beautiful timber from them. But they do not have the same
oversight we have. Ironically, the protesters—the Greens and the other anti-logging people—provide
a level of oversight, and whilst I do not necessarily agree with a lot of their tactics, it forces us on a
very straight and narrow road as to what we can and cannot do with timber.
In other countries if you do not have a job, if you do not have social security, you starve, and of course
they are going to be a little more loose with what they do. If someone tells you to chop down 1000 acres
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of trees, you are going to do it because if they give you the boot, you do not feed yourself and you do
not feed your family. There are some realities to this. In a place like Orbost—and this is taken from
somewhere around the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning website—the native
timber industry makes up about 214 jobs. That is 11 per cent of the local employment. In Morwell it
is around 1400 jobs or 19 per cent of local employment. Both of those towns I would suggest have a
high enough unemployment rate without pulling the rug out from underneath them.
The government, I guess, has its view on this, but it needs to remember that when a tree is cut down
in Australia, done legally, then in that area, as bad as clear-felling looks—and clear-felling is not
always taking down every tree; if there are some of those big 4-metre gums that are around, I have
noted that they do go around them—they will clean it up over the next few years, they will plant new
trees and there is a nurturing of a sort to make sure that future generations will be able to harvest those
trees later. In fact most of the harvest timber that we are taking now has been harvested before or burnt
in some of the bigger bushfires that we have had. I think that to say old growth is 80 years old is getting
a little fanciful. Old growth, I would say, has never been chopped down. As I said, some of the 4-metre
wide trees are magnificent, and I would never advocate chopping them down. There are some pretty
impressive pictures from the early years of our state and our country when there were no regulations,
and you look at the size of the trees they cut down then. Yes, there was a lot of wood in them, but
those things were massive, and they are not the ones you want to be taking.
I remember when this issue first popped up. It was around the great forest national park. I went on a
trip out to north-west Victoria, and we went through an area that had been logged in the 1970s. As a
control someone had left, I think it was, about a 10-acre area that had not been looked after, and the
rest of it had been planted. What was left was just scrub. Where it had been harvested and looked after
by the industry the trees were basically looking ready to go; maybe they could have gone a few more
years. But to say that the logging industry is just destroying the environment is not taking it to its full
extent. It is in their interest to make sure that there is a sustainable future. It is in their interest to make
sure that what they do means that they can at a later stage plant those trees and in 50, 80 or however
many years someone else’s job will be there, because if they do not, not only will those jobs go but
the environmental feel-good stuff that we get will go also. What will happen is other places will just
be destroyed, and I have covered that before. As responsible global citizens and all that stuff, if we can
do something sustainably and in an environmentally controlled way, we should not be offshoring our
needs to somewhere that cannot do it. I think over the years there has been a lot of improvement in
what other countries do, but again I go back to the point: if you want a job over there, you do what
they say or you go very, very hungry.
I believe that the government had good intentions at the time, but with all the COVID-19 stuff going
on now is probably a good time to have a think about that. I will never support the end of the timber
industry, but what I would suggest is at the very worst the government should be looking at delaying
the death of the industry. Ten years is not enough. As I said, even if you had planted a tree on the day
this was announced, it would still be effectively no good for anything except woodchips and those
sorts of things. You cannot compare it to a pine plantation. Pine is used for different things. Pine also
grows at a different rate. Pine also is not native to this area, so people can just chop it down and do
what they like. It is not really a comparable product.
I will finish my contribution and basically say that I call on the government to nurture this industry
and nurture the jobs. Jobs are hard to come by. This government also obviously has spent an
unprecedented amount of money in recent times trying to keep people employed in industries that
were effectively destroyed by the COVID shutdowns. I think it is a good point for the government not
just that jobs will come from this but also that from those jobs comes tax income and from that tax
income the government can replenish the coffers. I think this is an opportunity that should not be
missed, and the government really needs to take a good look at what is going on and have a rethink.
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Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:45): I rise to make a contribution in regard to
Mr Bourman’s notice of motion. It talks about committing to ending the native timber industry
process; it sort of highlights the fact that, in Mr Bourman’s view, it is going to take longer than
50 years, or probably closer to 80 years, for plantation timber to reach the same quality; and it notes
that given the COVID pandemic that we are still in has devastated economies and given those
circumstances and the impact on regional areas, we should rethink our particular plan.
In regard to the motion I note this is a very difficult matter for regional communities; there is no doubt
about that. And I know that there are many people who work in this industry. The government has
done a lot of work in this area, and many of you will remember that the government earlier in 2019
announced its Victorian Forestry Plan, which addressed many of the matters that Mr Bourman is
raising in his motion. I also understand that he is calling on the government to rethink its plans,
particularly because of the harsh impacts that COVID is having on economies.
In making this contribution, of course, the government opposes this motion, and I just want to talk
about some of the things that the government is doing. But in having this debate, in having this
discussion today, I wanted to highlight the fact that although the government is committed to
implementing its forestry plan, things are never static. When you talk about industries that are in
transition, for example, it does not mean that there will not be any other opportunities for job creation
or to support local businesses or for government to assist industries to either transition, develop or
change.
As an example of that, earlier this year we sat on a committee and dealt with a recycling inquiry, and
we talked about the potential for regional communities to perhaps share in new kinds of industries,
such as waste-to-energy, for example. That was one of the things that that inquiry talked about. Whilst
we can talk about the forestry plan and the government support for industry and transition for workers,
there will be other opportunities that come along as well. You cannot just look at things in a vacuum
and say ‘That is never going to change’ and ‘That is only impacted by this particular issue’. There will
be other opportunities, and the government is committed not only to implementing this forestry plan
and a range of greener initiatives around things like what we were talking about earlier today—
renewable energy—but also looking at other avenues. Of course as technology changes and improves,
the government will potentially look at other job creation opportunities as well.
I just want to go through three main points, which I will address in turn, on the government committing
to ending the native timber industry by 2030. It is important to do that, for a range of reasons. What
we are talking about is phasing out all of the native forest harvesting by 2030; that is what the Victorian
Forestry Plan talks about. But at the same time, we have recognised that we need to support workers
who work in that sector—not only workers but businesses and communities as well. Under the plan,
90 000 hectares of Victoria’s remaining old-growth forest will be protected immediately. Part of that
is protecting native fauna, such as the greater glider, which is an important species that we know will
be protected by protecting this old-growth forest. Whilst we are recognising there is a need to move
away from logging in old-growth forests, what we are also looking at doing—this is part of the
Victorian Forestry Plan—is supporting that sector through a range of funding and supports to enable
them to transition. So it is not only workers who we are going to be assisting in transitioning but also
communities and businesses.
I might just take a moment to go through some of those. These things have already been announced,
so they are well known, but I guess I just want to provide some reassurance to Mr Bourman because I
know that he represents people in that community, and it is important to restate what the government
is doing to be able to support people in these communities. As I said, in saying that we are looking at
moving away from logging of old-growth forests, one of the things that we are doing is that under the
plan VicForests will meet existing contractual obligations and negotiate new sawlog supply contracts
for all mills to mid-2024. So what that means is a competitive process will be used to allocate timber
from mid-2024 to 2030, after which commercial native timber harvesting in state forests will cease.
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So there is a plan in place to look at how the government can assist businesses to transition away from
those native timber contracts and move into non-native plantation timber. Over this period there is
$120 million in the transition package, which will help make sure that workers and their families have
the support they need—those workers who are working in those businesses. That includes training and
retraining programs, it includes case management and employment assistance and it includes
additional support through the back-to-work program and top-ups to redundancy payments. So again,
that support will be made available to mill workers and harvest and haulage businesses. It is not only
the people who work in the mills but also the people who are doing the haulage, because we recognise
there are—and you have probably heard this term before—upstream- and downstream-type industries.
Haulage is one of those companion industries that goes along with logging.
Again, in recognition of its role as one of Gippsland’s largest employers, Australian Paper will be
supported to transition to a full plantation-based supply, ensuring it operates until at least 2050,
supporting its almost 1000-strong workforce and providing stability to its customers. So all of that can
go on, notwithstanding COVID, but the government has also announced a range of other initiatives
for businesses as part of our response to COVID. What I believe is critical to recognise is that this plan
is well supported and well funded, and there has been long consultation with not only unions but
businesses in the sector. It has been well funded and well thought out, and it is a very long plan, a 30year plan, that is designed to assist with the orderly transition and the long-term transition, well
supported by these initiatives.
That is only one aspect of it. In terms of communities, as industry transitions the Victorian Forestry
Plan includes dedicated support to local communities. A $120 million package has been announced
to help communities adapt to the transition of the industry, including developing new opportunities to
support local economies, and this is what I was mentioning earlier—that these things will not occur in
a vacuum. There is going to be funding and support to help businesses transition. This will include
grants to grow and create local businesses and job opportunities, with financial support for community
projects and funding for local infrastructure. This is really important. It gives local people—the ones
who know their communities best and their businesses best—opportunities to generate ideas around
what they need or what they think they might be able to do in terms of generating new businesses and
new job opportunities. So this is really important.
That has been announced previously, like I said, and then on top of that we have announced various
other COVID initiatives to help and support communities. Local businesses will be supported with
immediate financial assistance to prepare and plan their response to this transition, and this includes
assistance to retool in order to switch to plantation timber as well as financial compensation. I will talk
more about that in a minute, but when the government announced this forestry plan I actually learned
a lot about this and I was quite impressed with the level of detail in this plan. I did not realise, and it
was something I learned, that in a sawmill if you have equipment and you are milling native timber
you cannot just flick a switch and go to plantation. You actually have to have a whole retooling or a
refit of your equipment. I did not know that.
This is why it is important that government is recognising that and making those supports available to
businesses so that they have an option, and I will talk more about this in a moment. They could say,
‘Well, I’m pulling up stumps. I don’t want to transition to new equipment, new business, new whatever
to do with plantation timber; I’d rather pull up stumps and leave it at that’. There are options, and so
what the plan also does is allow for businesses and communities to make those decisions and have
some influence and input into their own futures there.
In terms of the environment, as I touched on before with the Victorian Forestry Plan, the Victorian
government has aimed to strike the right balance between the environment and jobs, because it is really
critically important. We have got to support the creation of jobs and support workers. It is of utmost
importance while we are trying to look after the environment as well. This includes the phasing out,
as I said, of all native forest harvesting by 2030, and at the same time we will support those businesses
who are involved in that.
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I will just go through some of the detail, like a high-level overview. This is some of the detail that will
support mills and harvest and haulage, and I touched on this earlier. This support has been available
from 2019, and this is the business transition support vouchers, so they are already available to
businesses who are impacted by this. These amounts will be directly paid to the operator, up to $25 000
per business, to engage appropriate professional services to develop a business response plan. So,
again, that assistance is already out there for those businesses who want to make that transition. That
funding is available right now with professional assistance to help them make that transition.
This next tranche of funding will be available from 2024, and it is a plant and equipment redundancy
payment. It is up to $250 000 per business for items that have not been fully depreciated and are unable
to be sold. Like I was saying earlier, once you transition away from native timber and there has got to
be a change in your equipment plant or whatever, there will be that quarter of a million dollars per
business for items that have not been fully depreciated, and an independent valuation will be
undertaken to inform that process.
These grants will be available from 2020, so from this year. These are the Victorian Timber Innovation
Fund grants, and these grants again will be paid directly to the operator, whoever that is. These are
grants for innovation that supports their transition from native timber to plantation fibre and
transformative industry investments, so again those supports are there for the mills and harvest and
haulage part of the sector.
This next tranche of funding is in regard to mills only. This round or tranche of funding will be
available for 2024, and this is for mill site rehabilitation, so up to $75 000 for the safe retirement and
repurposing of mill sites. Of course, with the retirement of a mill where the business has decided they
are not going to do the transition—they do not want to—there is an opportunity to either repurpose or
rehabilitate that mill site, which is important. Again, that is available from 2024.
This next tranche is workers for mills and harvest and haulage, and again this will be directly paid to
the worker. This tranche will be available from 2024 as well. This is a top-up of redundancy for
workers. The government will provide a top-up ensuring that workers receive three weeks of pay for
every year of service, capped at 80 weeks of pay, including employer contributions, and payment for
unused sick leave, capped at 60 hours. The government’s total top-up is capped at 2023, and again that
is available from 2024. Also, coordinated service delivery and case management is available for
affected workers, and this will be delivered at both regional and local levels as well.
There is a further tranche of supports, and again these are also available from 2024. This is called
Worker Transition Services and Coordination Including Workers in Transition Scheme, and this
includes the registration, assessment and proactive referral to training, retraining and employment
support services linking workers to the pipeline of future employment opportunities.
Again, as I mentioned before, nothing happens in a vacuum. Whilst this industry might be in transition,
we have got to recognise that there will be other opportunities available, and this will be able to make
sure that we are aware of those workers who might want to transition away. But we can basically make
sure we know where they are so that they can be made aware of any opportunities that are coming up,
and they can take advantage of them if they want to.
Information packs and seminars on available support and employment preparation will be provided to
affected workers in a workplace, so again it is making sure they get individual attention, support and
almost a case management type of scenario where they are given all the information they need on
being supported in transitioning. So we are not just saying, ‘Your jobs are gone and that’s it—you’re
out the door’. Sadly, I have to say, as a former union official I have seen various industries just
wholesale cut jobs—one minute you have got a job and the next minute you are out, and there is no
support to transition. So these have been designed with that in mind, to support people in making that
transition. We recognise some of these people that work in these industries have been long-term
employees in this sector, and it is a big change. That is obvious and recognised.

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 11 November 2020

Legislative Council

3905

Other supports will be available from 2024. These are called ‘Specialist career transition assistance
(workshops and one-on-one sessions)’, so again there is more support for workers. There will be
provision of career coaches and customised career transition plans—again, very formalised,
individually tailored plans—to assist those workers. We want to make sure that no-one is left behind.
No worker will be left behind with these transition plans. That is critically important, and you can see
the level of detail that I am going through at the moment demonstrates that.
The next tranche is available from 2024, and this is called ‘Dealing with change (workshops and oneon-one sessions for family members of impacted workers)’. We know that when somebody loses a
job it is not just the worker that is impacted by change; it is their family as well. It is a big transition.
Often change can be very unsettling for people, and certainly if you have worked in a sector for many,
many years—sometimes people have worked in jobs for 30 years plus—recognising that that is no
longer there, sometimes you might need a little bit of assistance just to work through that and process
that change. So available from 2024 will be the provision of support and tools to assist the family to
adjust to that change—so ongoing support and guidance should they need it. It is critically important
we make sure we talk to those workers and individual families so they can tell us what they need. We
do not want to tell them what they have to have, but in terms of support and being able to process these
changes it is critically important.
Available from 2024 there will be training and retraining—access to a suite of potential retraining and
training providers aligned with workers’ needs and available employment opportunities, including
worksite skills assessments for recognition of prior learning and pre-employment foundation
courses—so some of the things that you may not ordinarily think of, but for some of these jobs these
things would need to be addressed. Some of these things are digital literacy, literacy and numeracy
skills and full VET qualification courses. Some people may even be eligible for an exemption to fees
under our Skills First program, and there is preapprenticeship foundation training. So there are lots
and lots of opportunities there for workers, and again it is something we can assist workers to come to
grips with through the other tailored support that is being offered.
Acting President Gepp, as you would know, the government has made significant announcements
around mental health supports this year, and part of this package includes dedicated mental health
supports as well. This is available now to workers should they want to access it, and this includes
tailored mental health support. If people are feeling anxious or concerned about the transition, there is
a dedicated forestry information support hotline that they can call Monday to Friday. There is a number
there. I will not mention it here, because that would be really for no purpose, but that is being made
available. Also that forestry information support line will make a case manager available to help
connect with any services in your local area and the most appropriate services for you, so again there
is tailored support. It is not a one-size, tick-a-box-and-flick kind of exercise; it is talking to individuals
and finding out what they need and when they need it.
Of course there are the usual supports that are always there—things like Lifeline et cetera—but I think
the most relevant and important is the forestry information support line and dedicated mental health
support for that. This will be available from 2024 as well. This is relocation support. Up to $20 000 per
person will be made available to individuals. This is for offsetting the costs of relocation to take up an
ongoing job, with flexibility to cover costs, including rent, rental bond, connecting utilities, removalists
and travel costs. We recognise that if people have to move away or want to move away because they
want to look for work in an alternative setting, that amount of funding support is there and available
to support them to make that change.
Also available from 2024 is the expansion of Jobs Victoria services, so intensive employment support
for disadvantaged jobseekers, including employment brokerage with potential employers and postplacement services. Again, it is making sure there is ongoing support and commitment to making sure
those workers can make that transition.
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Also available from 2024 is another tranche, which is called the ex-forestry worker employment
payment, to help people get back to work. Payment will be made to employers for employing workers
from the native timber industry. That is an incentive for local employers or any employer who wants
to prioritise the employment of people from that sector. This is $7000 per person for the employer. I
hope that is something that employers out in the Gippsland area or even beyond would like to take
advantage of, recognising and prioritising the employment of somebody who has worked in the native
timber industry. There is also a further $4000 where an employer provides accredited training to the
ex-forestry employee—again, incentives there for employers to take advantage of, and they are
available from 2024. This will assist local communities, and I did touch on that earlier—that we will
be supporting local communities. You can see how detailed this plan is. These details will include
amounts that will be available over 13 years. As I said, the transition plan generally is a 30-year plan,
but this is over the next 13 years and some of these supports are available right now, from 2020.
There is $4 million in total—this is under the local development strategy program—available right
now for economic diversification planning to support affected local economies transition to new
sustainable industries. Also available right now is another Regional Growth Fund, which is
$36 million in total. This $36 million will assist with actions from local development strategies to be
supported through this fund, including grants to grow businesses and create jobs in affected
communities, particularly targeting job creation that is relevant for the location, timing and skills of
affected native timber workers.
That is a very comprehensive plan; I do not think there is any other word for it. It is very well thought
out, and as you can see there has been lots of consultation with workers and industries to put it together,
because we have basically left no stone unturned. We have turned to businesses, we have turned to
local economies and we have turned to workers and to their families. No-one will be left behind. This
30-year plan sets out our long-term and sustainable future for Victoria’s forestry industry. It is a part
of the plan which was announced in 2019. As I said earlier, VicForests will extend the timber supply
agreements until 2024, after which native timber supply will be stepped down, ending before 2030.
That is when the logging of old-growth forests—it is now banned—will transition off.
As I said earlier, we are supporting local communities through this transition. It is critically important.
I know through the COVID pandemic all of us in this chamber have shared in this experience. It is an
experience that nobody would have come up with willingly, but we have all found ourselves
navigating our way through it. What I have come to know and recognise is that the government has
been talking with businesses small and large, and support has been offered to assist businesses during
the COVID pandemic to keep their heads above water. It has not been easy, but we have been having
long discussions with business on a range of matters.
I am sorry if I have droned on a bit too long here, but it is important to get all of that out because you
can see there is a very detailed plan. But I want to reassure Mr Bourman that notwithstanding COVID,
the plan is a robust plan. It is going to sustain workers during this transition. We have got a very clear
commitment to the Victorian Forestry Plan, and we remain to committed to the staged and respectful
transition of the native forest industry out of the state forests by 2030. This policy is also in line with
calls from the industry and findings from the 2017 parliamentary inquiry into VicForests operations,
which also recommended that Victoria should prepare to transition from native logging to plantation
timber and to actively support forestry-dependent communities through transition.
It is also critical to recognise that sometimes the market drives these sorts of changes as well. I know
consumers are particularly concerned. We also talked about this when we did the recycling inquiry,
not just particularly in regard to timber. There is a growing movement and interest in rather than just
having products that you buy when something breaks, that you fix it—that you can repair something
or you can recycle something. So if you have got a wood product that you can recycle, people are
more willing these days to say, ‘Well, how can I recycle or repurpose something rather than going out
and lopping a tree?’. The consumers in the marketplace are also going to great lengths to look at
various businesses and what their supply chains are and where they are accessing timber from and
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how they are accessing it. We also found that, for example, even when looking at purchasing eggs
from the supermarket, people want to know about where the eggs come from and whether there are
humane practices in regard to farming or meat production. So consumers are also very aware and
educated around the sorts of choices and purchases they are making these days.
I think that the supports that I have talked about and outlined to the chamber today are well thought
out, and they are very detailed indeed. At front of mind and central to this plan are workers supporting
workers to generate jobs for local people—and real jobs, not fake jobs, which are casual or insecure
in nature, because that serves no purpose. We want real jobs. We recognise that people who work in
these industries have a particular skill set and we need to support those people with this skill set, and
we will assist them where we can to develop different skills or other skills and transition into other
sorts of roles, should they want to do it.
That is supporting workers but, as I said earlier, also supporting businesses who say, ‘We want to pull
up stumps. We don’t want to change. We don’t want to change our equipment over. We would rather
just pull up stumps and sell’. That is all okay, and we will support people through those things. Those
decisions are not easy decisions. As I said, that is why this plan is a 30-year plan; it is not a 5-minute
plan. We are not walking away from people. But those supports that are laid out in the plan start now.
It was announced last year. Some of those supports are available right now, with the next lot being
available in 2024. All of the mental health supports are there to support people in their transition.
I might leave my contribution there. I know others will want to speak on this motion as well. But just
before I do, as I said, we oppose this motion. I understand and appreciate Mr Bourman’s concern in
regard to this matter and I respect that he has a different viewpoint in regard to this, but I have to say
that it is the right thing not only for the industry but also for our native flora and fauna, particularly the
greater glider and Leadbeater’s possum and the 35 other threatened species that we hope will also
prosper as a result of ceasing logging in old-growth forests. The government opposes this motion. I
will conclude my contribution there.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:14): I rise on behalf of The Nationals and Liberals this afternoon
in response to Mr Bourman’s motion 421 on the notice paper. I actually feel a little bit sick listening
to that whole lot of diatribe that we have heard from the government. I actually feel offended on behalf
of the timber industry and the timber harvesters. I actually feel just abandoned by them. That is a load
of drivel. What I do congratulate Ms Terpstra on is being able to read the rhetoric from the government
directive. She is fantastic at reading the directions. I will not put it on Ms Terpstra; I will actually put
it on the government as a whole. If the government believed that diatribe—
Ms Terpstra interjected.
Ms BATH: If the government believed—
Mr Finn interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Order! Mr Finn, if you are going to make a comment,
do so from your place, please.
Ms BATH: On a point of order, Acting President, I am actually allowed to make my contribution.
I listened without interference. I am allowed to make my contribution without any interference.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Thank you, Ms Bath. I uphold the point of order. Please,
can we return to the debate.
Ms BATH: Thank you, Acting President. I will save a range of comments in relation to the
government’s contribution. I will hold those and go through them time after time in my contribution,
but I would like to first talk about some points and in effect look at the 12-month anniversary. I can
say, Mr Bourman, that it is actually about 12 months since the government made this most appalling
and shambolic announcement. It is actually 12 months since we, the Liberals and The Nationals, put
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up in this chamber a motion, and that motion is worth reading because it goes to the heart of this
government’s betrayal of the native timber industry and shambolic assessment of the reality of this.
The motion that we moved last year at this time says the house:
… condemns the Andrews … government for sacrificing the livelihood of thousands of Victorians and their
families through the closure of the native timber industry …

It notes that:
the government’s decision is politically motivated …
plantation timber cannot meet the needs of markets currently supplied by native hardwood timber by 2030 …

And I will speak to that later. It notes that:
native timber production in Victoria is a sustainable and internationally accredited industry which provides
employment for up to 21 000 workers …

It is at the very root of the tree in planting, in harvesting, in milling and then taking it downstream to
make the highest quality native timber and highest quality products that we use throughout Victoria
and throughout Australia and export internationally. Indeed our own new building out there, the
$42 million building which houses MPs and their offices, has ash timber all throughout—the most
magnificent hardwood species. It was made and milled here in Victoria, and it adorns our offices.
The closure of the native timber industry will have a devastating impact on towns like Orbost,
Heyfield, Powelltown, Benalla, Corryong and more. Indeed it sticks in my neck when we hear from
the government that they are going to transition workers and that they care. These people in this
industry have been gutted by this decision. You can paint it any way you like, but that is the absolute
truth. I have spoken on a number of occasions with wonderful family-based businesses,
intergenerational family businesses who care about their work, who are exemplary in what they do,
who care about the forest and understand the forest intimately because they have worked in it. They
are devastated. Some have left the industry already because they just cannot cope with the stress and
the uncertainty, and many are wanting a direction that is different to this one.
My fifth point is that Victoria’s native timber industry is less than 0.04 per cent of the forest estate
each year. Now, 94 per cent is locked away in national parks, forest reserves and unattainable areas—
and so it should be. We should have national parks; we should have forest reserves. These are
important places. But if you listen to those on the opposite side, if you listen to the Greens and if you
listen to the Wilderness Society, they would have us believe that there is carnage everywhere, and that
is absolute fabrication and lies. Only about 3000 hectares each year annually is harvested and
replanted.
My sixth point is that the government’s decision to close the industry will increase the need for
imported timber. Now, it is all very well and good to stand there and pontificate about how they are
saving whatever it is that they think they are saving, but across the waters there will still be trees cut
down in other areas, hardwood trees cut down in other nations that do not have the stringent oversight
and high regulation that Victoria has, and those will be harvested and not necessarily replanted. We
talk about deforestation. There is no deforestation in Victoria. It is harvested and regenerated, and that
has been the model for many years and the model that should continue. When they talk about
importation, it is going to be the death of other animals—flora and fauna.
The timber industry also plays a vital role in bushfire mitigation. It absolutely does, and I want to speak
more on that. This motion that Mr Bourman rightly supported a year ago, he is duplicating today. But
The Nationals and the Liberals will support this motion. So what has happened in the last year, since
that time? Well, the government has, as an art form, shut its ears to the cries of the native timber
industry.
I have got to know many of the most decent people in our regional areas and in our areas that
manufacture the products that help cut down and harvest those trees. I have listened to their concerns
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time and time again. Their mental state has been shattered, and it is so unfair. What has happened is
that the government have put their hands over their ears and gone, ‘La, la’. They have squeezed the
members out of dialogue. I have asked Minister Symes time and time again to meet with the East
Gippsland harvesters. I gave her their numbers, and she refused, yet she puts up on Facebook the fact
that she can have Zoom meetings now with a whole range of other people, yet she will not give them
the courtesy. She is the minister in charge of forestry, and she has walked away. The government has
locked them out of coupes, and, as I said, there is uncertainty and mental anguish through this.
I looked at my Facebook post from a year ago, when I stood in ANC, which is in Morwell—it is a
haulage and harvest operator; they deal with both plantation timber and native timber—and I stood
with those people there, a whole raft from the native timber industry and the plantation industry, and
said that this was an act of political bastardry, and I stand by that today.
Victoria’s forestry plan is a sham. The Liberals and Nationals have worked long and hard with and
beside—indeed I will praise my colleague in the lower house—the very dynamic Shadow Assistant
Minister for Forestry, Gary Blackwood. Blackwood by name and blackwood by nature: he is
passionate about this industry and its viability.
Mr Finn: He is a very good man.
Ms BATH: He is. My colleague Mr Bull in East Gippsland has been passionate about this. Peter
Walsh has stood up for this. I appreciate all of their support and, indeed, in this place as well. We have
worked closely with the timber industry. Getting to know them has been an absolute privilege—in
East Gippsland, the Central Highlands, all over—and I have spoken about the multigenerational
capacity that they have for this sustainable industry.
Only this week we have seen the Forestry Corporation of NSW—they are the equivalent of VicForests,
in New South Wales—provide citations for timber harvesters as a result of their bushfire response.
Time and time again, in the darkest—well, it was the most bright, smoky, hot, horrible—conditions,
our timber harvesters risked their own safety, their lives and their equipment to protect and sandbag
our fantastic communities and towns. It was gobsmacking the work that they did, and sometimes they
would ring me up in the middle of the night, or the following day, to tell me that their machine was on
fire. They do not want a citation, I am sure; they just want an industry to keep going. They want to be
able to do the very good work that they do.
In relation to the hardwood timber mills, I am really pleased to see that the seven mill owners across
Victoria have formed the Victorian Hardwood Sawmillers Association, and their very wise leader and
spokesperson is Leonard Fenning from Bairnsdale. There are other groups that support this industry
and know it so well: AFPA, the Australian Forest Products Association; AFCA, the Australian Forest
Contractors Association—and they work very hard against a wind, a tornado, of government
disinterest; the Institute of Foresters of Australia; and even the CFMEU and the secretary there,
Michael O’Connor. I was down last year when he came into the valley and he spoke with industry,
and he was wild that this government is shutting down this industry. Now here is the CFMEU—I
never thought I would congratulate the CFMEU, but I absolutely did on that day because they were
wild with this government. They have walked away from their roots of workers. They have walked
away from this, and any other platitude that you want to give in relation to ‘We’ll transition them’ just
sticks like dry sand in their mouth.
In terms of the plantation industry, it is a really important industry. It is a vital industry, and The
Nationals and the Liberals support it completely. We support it. It has been providing great hardwood
and softwood—predominantly softwood but also hardwood—into Maryvale for many years. It is
providing other sources of our great need in our regions and throughout our state for building and
construction. Indeed only as recently as a couple weeks ago I was out at Mount Tassie, which is a very
mountainous and very lush place out between Traralgon and Yarram. I went out there to speak to the
plantation timber industry, and I saw the most beautiful, beautiful plantation that was planted in 1980.
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They were mountain ash that were planted in 1980, and they are harvested only now in 2020. That is
a 40-year rotation, so for this government to say that we will be able to transition by 2030 would be
absolutely laughable if it were not so painful. I appreciate the discussion I had with Ian Reid, who has
been a strong advocate for the timber industry as a whole. As I said, anything that is even planted today
will take to 2050 before it is ready, and the quality of that hardwood that needs to be planted today to
be ready in 2050 still needs to be well developed, as does the science around there.
When the government came out with its announcement of $110 million in terms of funding for a
replacement to native timber, it was in 2017 and 2018. I contacted VicForests only recently because I
noticed that there was some timber being planted near Maryvale between Morwell and Traralgon. It
was 70 hectares, and it lay dormant for a number of years. It was previously land that was leased by
HVP, Hancock Victorian Plantations, and it had grown their timber. A fire had come through, and the
bottom line was it lay fallow for a time. Then the government put up the price of that so that it was not
economical for HVP, and the government came out in their media release and said, ‘Guess what?
We’re planting new timber plantation’. Well, it is not new; it is planted in the land that was already
timber plantation. Their grand plan about this was 250 hectares planted last year—thank you,
VicForests, for telling me that—and 250 hectares this year. That is not going to transition a native
hardwood timber industry that plants, harvests and re-sows on a rotation. So it is not going to cut it. In
relation to, as I have said, the regrowth industry, again it sticks in my neck when you hear ‘old-growth
forest’. If you go onto the VicForests website, they do not say, ‘We still harvest old-growth forest’;
they harvest 1939 regrowth forest, and even for the government over there to start to discuss that I find
just appalling—that they do not even know the facts from their own VicForests website.
Only recently I met with a very reputable organisation in the form of Committee for Gippsland.
Committee for Gippsland is made up of about 90 industry and business members mixed all across
Gippsland, and they are apolitical but they are passionate in relation to the forward planning and the
future of Gippsland as a whole. The CEO, Jane Oakley, came to me with a document that she had
provided to the Premier. Even C4G are calling for this. She raised a particular piece of information,
and I will quote from her document:
SGS Economics and Planning in May 2020 stated that, ‘East Gippsland is likely to see a decline in annual
GDP of over 22 per cent—three times the national decline’ and that it could take three to four years before
East Gippsland’s economy recovers to 2018–19 levels.
We are simply asking that the government push the timeline out and show compassion …

in relation to the closure of the native timber harvesting. The government needs to show some
compassion and show some sense in relation to the closure of this industry and stop this closure. It is
absolutely ridiculous.
Now, the other thing that the government has come out recently and done is put out a media release
with some fluffy commentary around a seedling nursery at Nowa Nowa. I think it was around
$2 million for that. Now, I endorse any seedling nursery, but the government says, ‘This will be the
future of our transition’. Any tree planted from that nursery will not go into the ground until 2022—
by the time it is established, and any of those trees will not be ready for another 40, 50 or 60 years after
that. So it is rhetoric that gets into the heads and minds of certain Victorians, and they feel like they
can sleep well at night. Well, many of my constituents cannot. Labor’s Victorian Forestry Plan is
bogus, and a seedling nursery will not replace those 21 000 jobs that deliver $7 billion through this
economy. Gippslanders do want secure, permanent jobs, and yet even this nursery will only serve up
a temporary solution. This is more smoke and mirrors. Many of my constituents know that Labor is
starving us out of the resources.
The other bit that I will relate is about a very apt and sensible person who has worked in the forestry
industry in East Gippsland for many years. Garry Squires goes around firsthand on the ground and has
discussions. Consider the impact only on Orbost. In speaking with the industry and people on the
ground, he said that 25 per cent of full-time and direct jobs will go when the native timber industry
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leaves Orbost—25 per cent. On top of that are 35 per cent of ancillary jobs, so the mechanics and the
various other entities that have work there.
In relation to Ms Terpstra’s commentary, it felt like we were just told to serve this up and go on. Let
me unpack some of this transition plan. First of all—and I just love this comment—that the industry
members, so harvesters on the ground, can have a $25 000 business plan to transition to something
else; they may just want to get out altogether and transition to something else. For a multigenerational
family member who has got kids in school in Orbost, who has got family there, they do not want to
transition to something else. They certainly do not want to see—and this is what will happen—that
$25 000 go to a consultant that has a nice little chat about what you are doing and probably comes out
saying, ‘Well, actually you were a pretty astute businessperson at the start’. On this commentary
around retooling, the one thing that Ms Terpstra did say that was most accurate was that hardwood
industries and mills cannot just up and change over to plantation timber. They cannot just retool,
because there is specific equipment for hardwood. Regarding the retooling conversation around the
$250 000 to retool, when you talk to those harvesters on the ground or the mill owners, the summation
of their equipment ends up being in the hundreds of thousands to millions of dollars, so providing
anything around $250 000 is just bogus.
Finally, I will just go back to mental health. This is a sustainable industry that the government is
squeezing out. There is no transition. There will be no time line that will in any way equate to that.
There will be no trees in the ground of hardwood nature ready by 2030. There will be no grand plan
of this government. They can write a transition plan to their heart’s content, but it will not mean that
it will happen, and I feel for those families and I feel for the job losses and the lost economy in all of
Gippsland and all of Victoria. So I endorse Mr Bourman’s—if I have to say, in effect—own ‘wet tea
towel’ personal endorsement of the industry. I endorse this from the bottom of my heart. The Nationals
and the Liberals want to see a sustainable, ongoing timber industry.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:36): Surprising absolutely no-one, the Greens will not
be supporting this motion today. We support the transition to a sustainable plantation timber industry
and do not agree with the assertions made in Mr Bourman’s motion. This motion is advocating for
continued logging in a part of Victoria that only 10 months ago was devastated by bushfire. The
climate change-fuelled fires ripped through the east of our state and through much of our remaining
native forest. Seventy per cent of East Gippsland’s forest and 78 per cent of Victoria’s remaining
rainforests were burnt. Two hundred and forty-four endangered species lost over 50 per cent of their
habitat.
When we have already lost so much of our native forest to fire and to deforestation and destroyed so
much habitat, it is irresponsible to continue to advocate for the logging industry in Victoria. Instead
we should be bringing forward the end of the native timber industry and speeding up the transition to
a sustainable timber industry. In fact if we stopped logging in Victoria now, the state would save
$192 million over the next decade as we would no longer have to pour money into keeping VicForests
afloat, money that could be redirected into our regional economies and used to create new green jobs—
because we do agree with Mr Bourman that our regions need job creation programs too, especially
after experiencing both catastrophic bushfires and then a global pandemic in 2020. But these jobs do
not need to be chopping down our native forests. They could be in protecting and preserving them
instead so that they can keep storing carbon and providing clean air and water for generations to come.
We no longer need to rely on the old industries for job-ready programs—like coal or logging. There
are thousands of jobs to be found in green industries and landcare. The Greens bushcare blitz plan
would create tens of thousands of jobs in conservation with a team of green workers planting trees,
removing weeds and invasive species, and fencing rivers. And of course, speeding up the transition
out of native forest logging would help transition more workers into sustainable plantation industries
earlier. We do not need to destroy what little forest we have left in order to recover from the COVID19 pandemic. We could be protecting our forests and creating jobs at the same time. The Greens
suggest that Mr Bourman should think beyond old industries like logging our precious native forests
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and look at new ways of supporting the regions. The Greens oppose this motion today like we oppose
the ongoing logging of our precious native forests.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (17:39): I think there is a word that has circulated around
the chamber today, and that is ‘sustainability’ and sustaining this industry. I do not see any compassion
in not creating a sustainable industry in forestry. That is not a compassionate thing to do. To do nothing
is not a compassionate thing to do. To just let the wood run out, literally, is not a way forward. With
our government it is really about helping our native industry to adapt to the future. That is the kind
thing to do; that is the compassionate thing to do; it is the right thing to do. I remember a tremendous
sense of relief that there was actually a long-term plan to get to that point, because I know what an
incredible tussle and how emotive it was—for all the right reasons; I understand, because there were
jobs and communities at stake. And it has taken an enormous amount of work to get to that point. But
the most important thing here is to have a plan that we can stick to and to give certainty and to provide
a sustainable industry into the future.
We already have a strong plantation industry making up 84 per cent of Victoria’s log volumes, and
we are investing to grow that sector through innovation and adaptation. In the long term our plan—
and I am saying long term here; short term, long term—will provide the scale to enable new investment
in state-of-the-art wood processing and manufacturing and make new products for growing markets,
such as new engineered wood products. I would like to second what my colleague Ms Terpstra was
saying before—that consumers are part of what is driving this change and we cannot ignore the market.
They are wanting to see a sustainable market. People are increasingly conscious about where products
are coming from, where the furniture that they purchase is coming from. There is actually a lot of
interest in these newer wood products. The market is changing in terms of its appetite and what people
like to put in their homes. It is like anything in life—there are trends—but there is also a sense of
consciousness about where the wood is coming from.
We are supporting existing native forestry businesses to take advantage of new opportunities to
process existing plantations—new manufacturing opportunities. I am just surprised at those
opposite—they talk about small business et cetera—and why they would not be interested in creating
new opportunities for this sector or other new business opportunities they can identify. We will work
hard with these communities and those businesses who want to work with us. That is what it is all
about—working collaboratively and taking that long-term plan forward.
We have already had 11 mills and harvest and haul contractors take up our forestry business transition
vouchers, which provide up to $25 000 to undertake a financial assessment of their businesses and
identify their strengths and opportunities for change, because it is really important, just as with any
business, to be really honest about the numbers and whether you can sustain into the future and what
you need to get to that next step and be sustainable. There is a point where you have to be very candid:
numbers are numbers.
In September 2020 the Minister for Agriculture opened the first round of the timber innovation grants
that will assist businesses to explore options to switch from native to plantation timber and investigate
manufacturing new products. That is what we are talking about—transition. It is actually a very
pragmatic plan, and it is one that people in the regions can see for themselves. What I am saying is
that it is transparent in that regard. Timber innovation grants of up to $100 000 are now available to
help timber mills and harvest and haulage businesses explore options and the economics for shifting
to plantation or alternative industry options. Do nothing or, conversely, do what we are doing and
actually take the regions with us on this journey. To me that is the right thing to do.
This funding can help timber businesses that want to remain in the timber industry to take an early
step, because you do not want to leave it down the track when you do not have an industry left. That
just does not make any sense. I think seeing into the future and pragmatically taking these careful and
prudent steps now—with support, with grants—makes a lot of good sense, as does making sure those
businesses are really honest about whether they can be viable into the future. So to support forestry
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and manufacturing jobs—because we are talking about jobs in this context because that is obviously
critical for the sustainability of those industries over the coming decades—it is about new approaches.
I emphasise ‘new approaches’. The old way is not sustainable; that is not fair to those communities.
We need to look at new approaches to be embraced to take advantage of the available timber into the
future. More rounds of these innovation grants will be available in 2022 once businesses have explored
and investigated potential new opportunities. We can see clearly that there are these things in the
pipeline, looking forward.
We are also working with the commonwealth government to establish the $4 million Gippsland
National Institute for Forest Products Innovation centre, which will support research and development
opportunities to help diversify and grow the sector. That has got to be a good thing. There is so much
berating going on here, and I am thinking, ‘But we’re helping people to transition. We’re trying to
create a sustainable industry. You can see it before your eyes; it is transparent’. That is the fair and
right thing to do.
I am just thinking about this long-term element. It sets a new path for our important timber industry in
Victoria. It will position Victoria’s timber industry—and this is exciting—as a leader and innovator in
the sector as it transitions away from native forest harvesting. In that sense that innovation is creating
a very positive reputation in the market generally. We acknowledge that the shift to plantation fibre is
not easy, but it is necessary. Since the 1980s the availability of timber from our native forests has been
in decline, contrary to what has been said. The numbers are the numbers. We know the numbers of
the forests et cetera, so we cannot just turn a blind eye and hope. Hope is not going to get jobs and
sustain jobs for people in those communities. I should say that it has been in decline irrespective of the
government in power.
Continuing to argue that native timber harvesting is viable in Victoria in the long term is actually
irresponsible, and it is not kind to those communities. Rather than doing nothing, this government
made the tough decisions that many governments have avoided. This is tough; this is uncomfortable,
and we actually cop it from both sides, if you are being really frank about it. It is providing the
investment and the time needed to support communities and businesses to undertake the steady
changes they need to make for a secure and a stronger future. This is the responsible thing to do. So
we are leading and supporting regional Victorians to secure their future rather than burying our heads,
which is the alternative, and looking backwards for answers and just living on hope. In good
conscience that would not sit well with me. I do not think if we really ask ourselves those honest
questions, that it would sit well with any of us here—if we were really pragmatic. It is much better to
have a plan, certainty, transparency, grants and transition. We want true sustainability for those
workers. That is absolutely the ethical thing to do.
Our government will stand by impacted workers and communities in dealing with the impacts of these
decisions, and we are going to invest in the long-term future through initiatives and alternative
industries that will support their local economies, because there is a natural flow-on effect, and I
understand that as well. Note that not every timber mill will want to or be able to transition from mid2024—granted. We offer support to those businesses, workers and communities affected by closures
through our transition package. We are allowing for the different contingencies which are naturally
going to occur. Not everyone will want to necessarily to continue on that path into the future. That is
factored in—again, transparency in this space. Our government has been very clear in its commitment
to the Victorian Forestry Plan and remains committed to the staged and respectful transition of the
native forest industry out of state forests by 2030.
To conclude, this policy is in line with calls from the industry and findings from the 2017
parliamentary inquiry into VicForests operations, which also recommended that Victoria should
prepare to transition from native logging to plantation timber and to actively support forestrydependent communities through transitions, and that is exactly what we are doing.
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Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:49): The Liberal Democrats support Mr Bourman’s motion
today because we support timber workers, a constituency that the Labor Party has betrayed and
abandoned. We oppose this government’s plan to destroy sustainable hardwood timber jobs in
Victoria. We opposed this plan prior to the bushfires and prior to the COVID lockdowns, and we
oppose it now. Earlier in the year I spoke with Graham Walker, a sawmill operator in Corryong. He
was given a guarantee by this government that his mill was secure. He was told by this government
that with careful management Victoria’s state forests can support both biodiversity and a sustainable
supply of resources. Graham took that promise to the bank—literally. He took out loans on assurances
from this government. Now Graham has been told that there is no future for hardwood in Victoria.
Timber workers have been betrayed because Labor has decided a resource that literally grows on trees
is no longer sustainable. Forests need active management. The timber industry pays for active
management of Victoria’s forests. This government will not pay for it once they have shut the industry
down. This government will lock the forests up, and then they will burn them down.
This arrogant government has told pallet makers to switch to softwood. They have basically said to
regional Victorians, ‘Let them eat cake’. Switching to softwood would cost millions only to produce
an inferior product. Softwood pallets do not work; they break. Victorian sawmills produce highquality, economically sound and environmentally sustainable products. These workers make
themselves, their communities and Victoria wealthier. They are a model to be replicated, not
repudiated. I am proud to say that I stand with the productive workers of this state. Almost everyone
knows what a Chep pallet is because almost everyone in this state depends upon them. It amazes me
that a party that calls itself a workers party can so easily turn its back on working Victorians. The
government talks a lot about job creation, but the truth is it destroys successful and productive work
and replaces it with a photo op, a press release and make-work. You can pay someone to dig a hole
and then to fill it in again and call that a job, but there is no dignity in that. These timber jobs are
dignified, productive jobs, and the people that hold them are a credit to our society. We have heard
today the government plans to replace these timber jobs with waste-to-energy jobs. They are going to
truck rubbish out of Melbourne and give it to these workers to burn—wonderful.
The government’s attack on the timber industry makes no economic sense. It makes no environmental
sense. It certainly makes no sense to the communities that depend on these jobs. There must be some
kind of sense behind it, but what? This government is engaged in a war on the regions of Victoria.
They destroy industries and jobs, they rip out community resources and facilities and they centralise
everything in Melbourne. It is not just benign neglect, as some have suggested—not just because none
of you could find regional Victoria on a map if your preselection depended upon it—it is more. Why?
It is not because you hate country people, although certainly many of you hold us in contempt—
uneducated, uncivilised, unwashed, unwanted. It is because we do not matter to you. There are not
enough of us. You cannot make the electoral maths work in your favour. It is not worth the effort.
I mean, it is clear why you want to wash your hands of the timber industry. Can you imagine the
panicked clutching of the chilled pinot grigio glasses, the wrinkled noses and the shared looks of horror
and disgust if somehow timber workers were to stumble into an inner-city Labor branch meeting? The
horror! Talk about politically incorrect—they probably would not even meet the minimum gender
diversity quotas. Actual workers are out in the regions making things that do not really suit the modern
Labor Party. You would rather chase green votes in the city. There is more value for you in peeling
off a few per cent of the urban green-living voters than there is in all the traditional workers in the
regions combined. And so we see you destroying the timber industry—thousands of jobs and millions
of dollars in an environmentally friendly, sustainable industry. Instead of cutting the trees down in a
managed way, you lock them up instead and then you incinerate them—hundreds of thousands of
hectares, killing everything—because it all sounds better to the city voters. You destroy irrigation
farmers along the Murray because you think you have got to keep up the environmental flows that are
killing the environment all the way down along the river to maintain the artificially freshwater Lower
Lakes because it sounds better to city voters who do not know any better.
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The government is engaged in a war on the regions, but perhaps it is time for the regions to declare
war on this government. You may not have many lower house seats left outside of Melbourne, but
you have upper house seats to lose in the regions. I have said before that the regional Labor members
in this place should not feel too comfortable in their seats. The timber workers—in fact all the regional
workers you have betrayed—might just return that favour in a couple of years.
Perhaps there is a mutually satisfactory solution. I have said it before: Rexit, the separation of regional
Victoria from Melbourne. You can wash your hands of the basket of deplorables from the regions and
we can look after our own interests, save our own industries and write our own destinies. A new state,
be it northern Victoria and southern New South Wales coming together based around the Murray
Basin or all of regional Victoria or indeed a superstate comprising all of regional Victoria and all of
regional New South Wales, which would be a new economic powerhouse with over 2 million
residents, would put an end to nonsense like closing down our timber industry to buy votes in the city.
The last thing I have to say about this motion is it notes the economic impact of COVID-19. I would
like to clarify that the real economic damage has not come from COVID-19 but from the government
response to COVID-19. Business closures were not a voluntary response to a dangerous virus but a
forced requirement by our own government. Regardless, it is true that timber workers and their related
communities have had a rough year. Not only have they faced COVID restrictions, but they have had
to deal with the devastating bushfires over the summer. There has been no tourism boom to revive
these communities, and with a ban on hardwood timber harvesting in Victoria some of these towns
will never recover. They will dry up and they will blow away. The Liberal Democrats support those
who support society. We are here to stand up for taxpayers and job creators, for hard workers. We
oppose this government’s plan to destroy sustainable hardwood timber jobs in Victoria.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:56): I move:
That debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until next day of meeting.
SEXUAL ASSAULT DATA
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:57): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes that:
(a) the 2016 personal safety survey recorded that only one in 10 women who had experienced a form
of sexual assault by a male contacted the police to report the offending;
(b) the experiences of victims and survivors are not often considered when proposing reforms to
Victoria’s legal system;
(c) the under-reporting of sexual offending and sexual assault cases is not the result of any individual
cause;
(d) some victims withdraw sexual abuse charges due to the lack of support or belief in the reporting
process and feeling pressure from the offender or family in the process;
(e) as the gatekeepers to the pursuit of legal action in a sexual assault, training of sexual offences and
child abuse investigation team officers, which considers the complex relationships and trauma
experienced by the victim, is fundamental to providing positive outcomes for victims, therefore
combatting rates of attrition and non-reporting;
(f)

it is impossible to determine responses to under-reporting without the centralised recording of
reasons for the withdrawal of sexual assault cases;

(2) calls on the Andrews government to:
(a) create a centralised and publicly available database of victim’s experiences and complaints when
pursuing sexual offending charges; and
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(b) undertake authoritative investigation into the specific causes of low rates of reporting and high rates
of attrition at each stage of progress through the legal system and consequent reform
recommendations.

You do not know what you cannot find, and that is the principle that underpins my motion in this
house today. How can you change something or attempt to change something if you do not know the
problems that warrant the change? In context, it is essential that we know the reasons why sexual
assault cases are being withdrawn, not pursued and not prosecuted, in order to address Victoria’s low
rates of reporting and high rates of attrition.
As many of you know, I worked for a few years in Victoria Police and for some years in the sexual
offences and child abuse investigation teams, otherwise known as SOCIT. It is one of the reasons I
joined Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party and the reason I stand here today fighting for victims and our kids.
To give you a little bit of information about current practice in Victoria Police, the current primary
mainframe system used by VicPol is called the law enforcement assistance program, or LEAP. A
secondary intelligence database used alongside LEAP is known as Interpose. Both systems hold
narratives behind complaints and the details of the offences recorded. It is in LEAP and Interpose that
police input data that reflect the status of investigations, and they allow for the court results to be
inputted as well once they are done. Generally speaking, LEAP has the following reasons as generic
responses as to why charges or investigations are not proceeded with, and they include: ‘complaint
withdrawn’ and ‘offender processed’. These codes expose critical gaps in the keeping of police records
and the recording of data. Essentially the systems currently utilised by VicPol do not keep accurate
records of why any investigations do not lead to an arrest or other formal action. This is particularly
concerning in relation to the offences of sexual assault. I actually queried whether LEAP codes could
be adapted to incorporate more situations or reasons, but the advice I received from the Chief
Commissioner of Police’s office was that this could be misleading. In what way? I am not sure.
One of the main issues that underpin the discussion today is the low rate of sexual assault reporting by
victims. This should not be a revelation to anyone this place, yet it remains a real and ever-growing
problem. If victims of crime, especially sexual crimes, are not coming forward, how are we going to
rehabilitate or address this behaviour? This is most important for recidivist offenders, who without
proper treatment will continue to offend. Not the least, sexual assaults also have a devastating effect
on survivors and their families. This problem of under-reporting obviously builds on a big problem
we have in Victoria and Australia more broadly regarding the perceptions of sexual crimes, including
that these are taboo to talk about and, more disturbingly, that victims ‘asked for it’, otherwise known
as victim blaming. When a sexual assault is reported in the media, we hear at times some people say,
‘Well, they shouldn’t have been walking there at night’ or ‘Well, have a look at what they were
wearing’. You rarely hear comments such as, ‘Why did that person sexually assault the other?’;
comments almost always turn to victim blaming rather than focusing on the offender who commits
the crime in the very first place.
An example of why attitudes need to change comes back to a horrible sexual assault in Geelong. It
was 2015. A young girl, who in the media report was known as Amy, was gang-raped by three adult
men in a park. Several reforms came about as a result of her parents’ strong advocacy and the
community outrage, but no convictions were laid—but I will get to that later on. I just wanted to touch
on the limited progress in community attitudes towards women, especially young women, in sexual
assault and rape charges. After the allegations became public, the details of which I assume many of
you know in this place, a Geelong police officer went on ABC radio to answer questions from the
community. The first question, bewilderingly, was something to the effect of, ‘What was a young girl
doing out there at that hour?’. The officer rightly replied on radio that the first question should be:
what were three adult men doing allegedly raping a young girl? This is still a dangerous community
attitude that needs to change. Amy’s parents said they had been warned their daughter would be
brutalised in the witness stand, which is one reason why many rape reports do not reach court, let alone
our police stations here in Victoria.
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There have been reforms to make the court process more approachable by successive state
governments over the past decade, including the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, which restricted the
cross-examination of witnesses, including victims at committal hearings; the Justice Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, which followed the 2015 Victorian Law Reform Commission
report titled The Role of Victims of Crime in the Criminal Trial Process, where among other things,
restrictions were introduced for the cross-examination of intellectually disabled witnesses and child
witnesses; and the Labor state government agreeing to adopt the recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse and the Royal Commission into
Family Violence as well. More broadly the introduction of witness screens, support dogs, visual audio
recorded evidence statements and intermediaries for children has showed great progress in this space.
But I reiterate that this does not mean that things are perfect, and having the knowledge as to why
cases are not reported in higher numbers and why other cases do not make it to court is incredibly
important if we are to address the continuing rise of sexual offending.
In this case I have mentioned, at the request of Amy and through close consultation with the Office of
Public Prosecutions (OPP), her parents decided not to pursue the charges, because of the trauma
associated with cross-examination by three defence barristers and the likelihood of a very minor
sentence being preferred and, if not, the possibility of acquittal. Back to my point about the community
outrage, there were no convictions. This was a decision by the victim and one that should be respected;
however, this case is not isolated, and this motion affirms a belief that these cases—again, without
taking away a victim’s anonymity, or the alleged perpetrator’s, for that matter—should have the
specific reasons for attrition reported, not just ‘complaint withdrawn’. A few years after the ordeal,
Amy’s mother said this, and I quote:
When Amy researched the conviction rates for rape cases she couldn’t believe they were so low and that the
prosecution of sexual assaults was so difficult. She was appalled that only one in 10 reported rape cases got a
conviction.

This makes you wonder if there are cases that are withdrawn because the victim thinks, or is even
informed by police or their lawyers, that the rate of convictions is low. Speaking with Amy’s mother,
this is what she said about this motion, and I quote:
I am contacted by many victims and mothers of victims some with more horrific circumstances than Amy’s
and they don’t report because the system is so difficult and they will be re-victimised so I think the problem
is so much larger than the statistics indicate.
Nothing major will occur to change behaviours unless there is data which exposes the magnitude of the issue
in the same way it did for victims of family violence.

An ABC Investigations piece published online in January this year, which many of you have read and
which I have circulated prior to this in an email, stated that:
In Victoria, complaints withdrawn soared to one in four in 2018.

But without context, how do we know what this means? In the same story Don Weatherburn, a
professor at the University of New South Wales, is quoted as saying, and I quote:
That’s obviously a problem because if police don’t keep track of why reports of sexual assault don’t result in
legal action, there’s little anyone can do to improve the number of successful prosecutions.

Karen Willis, executive director of Rape and Domestic Violence Services Australia, is quoted as
saying regarding police reporting data that, and I quote, it is a ‘tick a box’ exercise, probably suggesting
that it should be more than just that.
But this is not a blame game. I am grateful to have met with the new chief commissioner recently,
over Zoom of course. In this meeting the general reason for not pursuing the database was that LEAP
and Interpose do not support such changes in data input, which may further complicate the extraction
of data. Whilst this might be the case, I think this is a reason to pursue changes to Victoria Police
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databases, data from which is reported to the public in annual reports either by Victoria Police or by
the Victorian Crime Statistics Agency.
A problem we seem to be currently having in this space is perhaps the communication between our
regular police on the beat, senior VicPol personnel who sign off on cases to pursue or ultimately not
to pursue and the Office of Public Prosecutions. In my experience and from the feedback I have had
from stakeholders, there is continuous decision-making between the two latter groups about which
cases should or should not make it to court, as you would expect, but it is not unusual for the informant
not to be advised of these discussions. However, there is frustration that the reasons are not public and
therefore not scrutinised.
I concede that there is the option of victims of crime submitting complaints to the Ombudsman, where
the public can lodge complaints about decisions taken by government departments or agencies.
However, how does an ordinary person know if their case should or should not have been tested in
court? A problem I see is that when an investigation is not resolved in court it is the end of the story,
and there is no public knowledge or awareness of why these matters were ultimately not pursued or
successfully prosecuted. This data is simply not being collected.
On this matter I have to pay an enormous amount of respect and thanks to Patrick Tidmarsh, a
criminologist and subject matter expert in this field. Patrick is an industry expert on sexual offending
and the investigation of sexual crimes, and his views were the catalyst for this motion before you
today. Patrick said, and I quote:
SOCIT would probably authorise a significant percentage more of cases than they do if they didn’t have to
second-guess what they think the OPP will do.

This demonstrates that there are instances where senior uniformed members probably do not send a
file to the OPP because they think it will be sent back with a message, ‘Sorry, we can’t pursue this’,
so the evidence therefore is never tested.
The idea of a database to contextualise attrition has been called for or suggested since 2006 in New
South Wales, where the Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research reported the need to have further
context or explanation around reasons for withdrawal. I quote:
In cases that are cleared without any charges being laid, police commonly include a notation on their system
such as arrest not desired or no formal action in relation to the suspected offender. These descriptors,
however, provide no insight into why the offence was cleared but criminal proceedings not commenced.

The report identified a number of key questions in this space. In particular:
What are the precise reasons why police and prosecutors do not commence criminal proceedings?

This data is key as it is essential to understand the reasons underlying the closure of an incident without
the initiation of criminal proceedings. The findings of the report go on to say that:
This could be achieved by … tracking cases from the reporting of the incident through to conclusion to assess
the precise reasons for the decisions made at various stages—

and by routinely recording this data on their law-enforcement databases. Put simply, in order to
improve the reasons for high attrition we need to understand the reasons for attrition at all stages of
the criminal process.
It is really important to note that reporting of sexual assault has gone up significantly in the past decade
or so, and I am certainly not trying to hide from that fact. In the 2012 calendar year the number of
sexual assaults reported was just under 9000, and in the 2016 calendar year, it was just under 30 000
according to the Crime Statistics Agency. This trend is extrapolated to and can be linked as a result of
the royal commission, changing community attitudes towards assault and modern campaigns such as
#MeToo. But attrition rates are still over 90 per cent, and that is the problem. The reference in this
motion to low rates of reporting alludes to the fact that the data out there suggests that almost nine out
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of every 10 aggravated sexual assault incident in the last 10 years did not result in contact with the
police according to the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare.
On this note, mentioning how much sexual assault reporting has increased by way of real numbers it
would be remiss of me, especially as a former sexual offences and child abuse investigation team
detective, to stand here and not advocate for more funding and training for SOCIT officers. Their
specialist training, their ability to deal compassionately with survivors of sexual assault and their
investigation skills are to be commended, but they are only human and can only handle a certain
workload—and I can surely attest to that. I absolutely implore the government, as a sidenote, to
consider this.
I also want to place on the record that I recognise that not all complaints withdrawn are necessarily a
bad thing. With some modern approaches to mending relationships and restorative justice practices
we may see victims withdraw complaints under mutual agreement with the accused, and I do not see
this as a bad thing at all. But again I come back to the point that by having data collected with this
information we can read into these statistics and narratives more, which is the important point. Again,
this is all about information sharing and gathering rather than punishing people or, in this instance,
vilifying someone for getting back with their partner.
One of the final things I will say is that we can always be assured that, where there is publicity of
something, scrutiny is able to follow. So, if this motion is supported, I hope it puts some onus on the
government bodies and parties involved to, firstly, increase the level of information used when
recording and reporting on sexual assault crimes and, secondly, carefully consider ways to reduce
Victoria’s high attrition rates.
Lastly, I did not stand up here today with a bill or a specific model about who should report what,
when and how often, because the truth is I do not have access to all the information that I would need
to make those decisions. That is why I am actively seeking to work with the government on this, to
recognise that there is still massive under-reporting of sexual assault and high attrition rates.
Part (2) of this motion asks the government to create this database after investigating and reporting on
the causes of under-reporting and high attrition rates, and I hope we can work together on this. This is
also with the caveat that identifying factors are not to be published in that instance. I also note that
there has been an amendment circulated by Mr O’Donohue. I do not think it has been formally
circulated in the chamber but via the emails that I have had a look at. I have certainly had a look at the
amendment, which we are not totally averse to, but I can talk on that later if I have time.
In summing up I encourage the support of this chamber so that we as decision-makers can be better
equipped with the knowledge to make appropriate reforms to our system with regard to the experiences
of sexual abuse survivors, because at the end of the day you do not know what you cannot find and
once we have this information in front of us we can make better decisions. It is about the protection
and support of victims of sexual offences. I look forward to hearing the other contributions in this
place on this matter, and I commend this motion to the house.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (18:14): I also rise to speak on the motion from
Mr Grimley. I would like to thank Mr Grimley for this motion, because these are important issues. We
take these matters very seriously, and I think these matters ought to be considered by the Parliament.
Supporting victims has been a number one priority issue for the Andrews Labor government since we
came to office, and I think the past six years speak for themselves in relation to the various inquiries
and royal commissions, investments and actions of the government that have actually addressed these
issues. There is no doubt that has gone a long way to improving how we deal with these matters, but
there is always more work to do; there is no question about that.
The Andrews government has shown, as I said earlier, that focus through the introduction of a range
of reforms to improve the experiences of victim-survivors in the criminal justice system and ensure
that their views and experiences are at the centre of policy reform and design. As I said earlier as well,
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we recognise that more needs to be done to remove entrenched barriers to the reporting of sexual
assault and improve data collection, evidence and insights to ensure better reporting outcomes.
As members may be aware, in March 2020 the Attorney-General asked the Victorian Law Reform
Commission to inquire into and report on Victoria’s laws relating to rape, sexual assault and associated
adult and child sexual offences. I think that is very important, and I believe that is what Mr Grimley
was calling for as well in part (2) of the motion—to basically look at specific cases, reporting and the
low rates and to talk about an available database and so forth. So that is why it is important to note
what the Attorney-General has done in asking the law reform commission to look into matters raised
by Mr Grimley in his contribution and his motion. This review will be an opportunity to embed and
build upon previous reforms, identify the barriers to reporting and resulting sexual offences and make
recommendations to improve the justice system responses. The terms of reference of the inquiry
specifically ask the VLRC to inquire into the matters raised by Mr Grimley, and I think it is very
important to outline up-front that work has already commenced on this very issue. We are expecting
that report to be completed, I believe, sometime next year—I think from memory somewhere around
July 2021.
Because that work has been done and because of the comprehensive nature of the VLRC inquiry, the
government will not be supporting this motion, as it pre-empts so many of the referral points from that
process. I just want to emphasise on that point that not supporting this motion does not mean in any
way that we are not agreeing with Mr Grimley in relation to the issue he has raised. In fact we agree,
and that is why we made the referral in March this year to the law reform commission to basically
make inquiries and start work on these matters. So adding another line of inquiry and starting another
process is just basically duplication and could undermine the process or actually pre-empt what the
likely outcome will be. I think we all agree that probably the organisation that is best equipped to look
into these matters is the Victorian Law Reform Commission, so that is the reason why we are saying
there is no need for this motion and we are not supporting it. It is not that we do not agree with the
content or the matters that have been raised; it is simply that work has already commenced by the
government to address these issues.
The current VLRC terms of reference for improving the response of the justice system to sexual
offences have a strong focus on victim participation, which was mentioned earlier, and I note they
have produced a specific issues paper for survivors to gather their views and tell their stories. The
VLRC have also provided a web-based option for survivors to provide their views on how to improve
the experiences of those who have experienced sexual assault. So work has already commenced, and
some of the responses were actually mentioned by Mr Grimley earlier.
Also, the VLRC provide advice on opportunities to further improve sexual offence laws. The VLRC
has specifically been asked to inquire into and report on the issues that the member for Western
Victoria has raised, including data and trends around the reporting of sexual offences, investigations,
prosecutions and conviction rates across Victoria and any opportunities to improve data collection and
reporting practices. Also it will look at actual or perceived barriers which contribute to the lower
reporting of sexual offences and the high attrition throughout the formal legal process of those who do
report, including reasons why victim-survivors of sexual offences may choose not to report the event
to police or pursue a formal complaint.
I think there are a number of matters Mr Grimley was talking about, and they will be addressed as part
of that review: reasons any complaints that are reported do not progress to charges; reasons why
charges do not proceed to trial and reasons why convictions may be difficult to achieve; whether
Australian or international best practice suggests an opportunity to address these real or perceived
barriers, including through consideration of alternative mechanisms or processes to receive and resolve
sexual offence complaints that are consistent with victim-survivors’ interests and the interests of
justice; and also, on the process and procedure for reporting, investigating and prosecuting sexual
offences, whether there are alternative models which will improve the resolution of sexual offences
for victim-survivors. We have also asked the VLRC to recommend any changes which could further
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reduce the trauma experienced by complainants and witnesses and improve the ability of the justice
system to respond to sexual offences.
As you can see from the terms of reference and some of the areas the law reform commission is
working on, they are precisely the issues that this resolution tries to deal with. Therefore we say that
the work has already started and there is really no need for the resolution. But again, I am grateful that
Mr Grimley has raised that in Parliament. I think it is a good opportunity for members of this house to
basically speak on these matters and raise awareness, but also it is important to note that the Andrews
Labor government have already taken action in relation to these points raised in the resolution.
I have also been advised that the Victorian Law Reform Commission has recently published eight
short issue papers and is seeking submissions from anyone with experience and interest in this area,
including people whose work involves responding to sexual harm, people working in the justice
system and family violence, child protection workers, counsellors, academics and researchers. The
Victorian Law Reform Commission has also published a paper specifically seeking feedback from
people who have experienced sexual assault or know someone who has.
Now, as I mentioned earlier, I did get the date wrong, but the law reform commission is looking at
publishing, or reporting to the Attorney-General, by 31 August 2021—so I was out by one month. So
in August 2021 we should have the report, and following receipt of that report the Attorney-General
and the whole of government will consider that report and be looking at acting on various
recommendations the report might entail. I think if you look at the track record of the Andrews Labor
government in relation to when we established the royal commission into family violence and various
inquiries, the Premier has been steadfast in basically accepting recommendation after recommendation
and implementing these reports in full and not saying, ‘We are just going to implement it’. In fact then
funding is put aside, and every recommendation from various jurisdictions and reports over the last
six years has been implemented. So we expect that this will be no different.
I think Mr Grimley made some reference to some of the crime statistics. The Crime Statistics Agency
has previously conducted research on the topic which was published in 2017, which examined how
many sexual offences progressed through the criminal justice system from the list being recorded by
police through to being heard in court. The study builds on previous work in this area by linking
information about sexual offending incidents recorded by police directly to cases heard in court. The
research found that a third of the sexual offence incidents recorded by Victoria Police throughout 2009
and 2010 progressed to prosecution by police—33.7 per cent. Of those that were progressed, just over
two-thirds—69 per cent—were matched to a court case, indicating that the offences went on to be
heard in court. The study also looked at which offender, victim and case characteristics were
statistically related to whether a case progressed, and this included the type of offence, with indecent
assault cases more likely to progress than rape cases. Where the length of the police investigation was
more than two weeks, cases were also likely to progress through the system.
We do understand that there are entrenched barriers to victim-survivors reporting sexual assault. That
has always been the case and will be the case. The challenge for us is how we can actually eliminate
or reduce these barriers. We cannot eliminate them completely. I think that is something we should
continue to strive for—to basically achieve an outcome. While my preference would be to achieve
elimination of any barrier for victim-survivors who are reporting sexual assault—that would be a great
outcome—at least if we cannot achieve the 100 per cent, we should continually work to make sure we
reduce these barriers, because no-one should be subjected to any sexual assault in this state. But if that
occurs, I think these perpetrators should be held to account and victims—or survivors—should be
supported in whatever ways and means to make sure there is redress and we can address that. I think
that is going to be ongoing work. But make no mistake about the commitment by the Andrews Labor
government in that space to make sure we support survivors who have experienced or been subject to
sexual assault. Our record speaks for itself, and we will continue working. I want to congratulate
Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party. I know your view on these matters, and I commend you on that. That is
something we will work with you on to make sure we achieve some great outcomes.
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I just go back to the point I made earlier by saying that we are not voting for the motion not because
we do not agree with the issues you have raised; we are basically saying that we are working on these
issues. We want to work with you, and I think the offer would have been made by the AttorneyGeneral to basically work with you as part of the current review which is being conducted by the
Victorian Law Reform Commission in that space. I am sure the offer has been made. If it has not been
made, I am sure it is about to be made. I am sure the Attorney-General would be more than happy to
do that, to work with you, because I think it is an issue we all agree on. So there is going to be a fair
bit of consultation on the forms as we are working through the process and also obviously looking at
how we can reform the legal system.
In recent years the Andrews Labor government have implemented a number of mechanisms to ensure
that voices of victims and survivors are key to shaping the reform of the system. I will just briefly go
through a number of them. In February 2016 the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act 2015 came into
effect. It created the statutory office of the victims of crime commissioner and legislatively established
the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee. The legislation gives the role of victims greater
prominence and provides a means of identifying and addressing systemic issues. Also the Victims of
Crime Consultative Committee brings together victim representatives, the victims of crime
commissioner, Victoria Police, the Office of Public Prosecutions, the judiciary, the Adult Parole Board
of Victoria and victims of crime services and agencies. It provides advice to the Attorney-General on
policies, practices and service delivery and on any other matter that the Attorney-General refers to it.
The committee also promotes the interests of victims of crime in the administration of the justice
system. So I think that is very significant work that is done by the Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee, and I want to commend them on the work that they have been doing for a number of years.
The victim representatives on the committee are also often consulted directly by the justice agencies
and during law reform processes, including by the Attorney-General’s department and the Victorian
Law Reform Commission, and they play a key role in bringing the voices of victim-survivors to the
heart of policy and lawmaking. I think that is something that we probably should do more of. That is
a live example of something that the government has established, in 2016, and that committee is
working reasonably well. A comprehensive independent review of the victim services system was
recently undertaken, which also included consultation with the victim representatives on the
committee. It also was informed by accounts from victims of crime themselves through interviews
with adult victims of a range of crime types.
We also note that at the end of last year the Department of Justice and Community Safety established
a new stakeholder engagement unit to provide expert advice and develop and facilitate best practice
engagement with people with lived experience, including victims of crime and victims of sexual
assault. This includes people with a disability and people from culturally and linguistically diverse
backgrounds. This is in addition to a longstanding engagement with the Aboriginal Justice Forum and
Aboriginal Justice Caucus. So that is part of this. To make it easier for victims to participate in
consultations on justice reform the Department of Justice and Community Safety is developing an
approach of remunerating victims, and this will include working across all portfolios to ensure
consistency. So all voices of people personally impacted must be heard in the justice reform system,
and we need to have genuine engagement with victim-survivors and law reform. It is necessarily valued.
I think that just gives you an idea about the commitment that this government has had in relation to
this issue, the work that has been undertaken already and implemented and the work that is currently
underway by the Victorian Law Reform Commission. That is just to mention some of it, so that is not
including all the work that is being done—the list goes on.
Can I just say in my concluding remarks that we accept that there is more work to be done. Particularly
in relation to the withdrawal of charges, I think there is enough support for there to be put in place an
assurance that we invest in victim services to support child witnesses and also in the intermediary
program for people with a communication disability. Also we need to give support to the Victoria
Police sexual offences and child abuse investigation teams. They are of fundamental importance to
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providing positive outcomes for survivors. I think it is important that we provide the necessary support,
whether it is in human resources, in expertise—making sure we have got the right experts—or in
financial support to make sure they are fully funded.
I will just mention that Victoria Police’s Policing Harm, Upholding the Right: Victoria Police Strategy
for Family Violence, Sexual Offences and Child Abuse 2018–2023 marked a significant stage of the
Victoria Police reform agenda, building on previous work to combat violence against women and
children, who are the predominant victims of these crimes. That takes an integrated approach to
responding to family violence, sexual offences and child abuse in recognition of the links between
these crime themes and the cumulative harm their co-occurrence causes.
I think it is important that we note all the work that has been done in the last six years and also allow
the process which is being led by the Victorian Law Reform Commission, to give it a bit of a chance,
to basically carry out the task that was given to it by the Attorney-General. I am sure they will do a
great job. I look forward to them handing down their report to the Attorney-General by August 2021,
and I am sure the government and the Attorney-General will respond accordingly to make sure further
improvements to the system can be made. To me that basically meets the intent of the motion.
Basically the point I am making is we have already started doing it; it is already happening, so there is
no need for the motion. We are already acting on that and also taking into account all the work we
have been doing over the last six years. So with those words I will leave my contribution there.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18:36): I am pleased to join the debate on Mr Grimley’s
motion and congratulate Mr Grimley for bringing in this motion and his on-the-beat understanding of
these issues. Before addressing Mr Grimley’s motion I just want to say a couple of things about
Mr Melhem’s contribution. Mr Melhem recited the government’s talking points about what it has done
in justice. He talked about a new unit to engage with victims, how the government implements all
inquiry reports and how the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) is doing work et cetera. I
respect that is the government’s view and I respect what Mr Melhem had to say, but if this new unit
he was talking about was doing its job in engaging with victims of crime, we would not have had the
debate we had yesterday and we would not have had the bill that has just passed the Assembly.
The proposition that the government implements recommendations of reports is simply untrue. The
review of the Open Courts Act 2013, for example, by the Honourable Frank Vincent, AO, QC, former
Supreme Court judge and former judge of the Court of Appeal, completed in 2017, still has many,
many recommendations that are yet to be brought to this place. I asked Minister Tierney in a previous
committee stage of a bill where the balance is of the Open Courts Act review recommendations for
open justice to improve transparency of our justice system. The committee was told they will be
brought forward in due course. Well, the report was completed in 2017. Frank Vincent gave his report
to the government three years ago, and still we have not seen the second tranche that has been
foreshadowed for a long, long time. I know the Attorney-General has had other issues to manage, but
the propositions Mr Melhem puts forward from the Department of Justice and Community Safety’s
talking points simply do not ring true, particularly in light of yesterday’s debate.
I also take up the point Mr Melhem raised, even if it was accurate, when discussing the law reform
commission inquiry, which is welcome. I look forward to that report being completed and its
recommendations as well, because that is the foundation of future public policy changes. But what
Mr Grimley is proposing and what the VLRC is examining, to me, are different things. Mr Grimley’s
proposal is a very specific issue but a very important issue about why very few women who experience
sexual assault actually end up making a complaint and, of those who do make a complaint, fewer end
up having charges pressed. Now, as Mr Grimley correctly said, there are a range of reasons for that
and we should not necessarily second-guess them. We actually do not know the answers to that as
well. In the datasets there is a hole. The LEAP system is old, and it has been built upon over time to
save rebuilding the system from scratch, in a similar way to the VicRoads system being added onto
and added onto and being based on a very old system that let us hope does not fall over one day.
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Across government there are many data systems like that, because we have had so many disasters
when it comes to rebuilding IT systems for government. It was actually one of the things that resonated
with the Brumby government and it was one of the factors that played in the public’s mind about its
competency. That is digressing, but it goes to Mr Grimley’s point about data. There are so many things
we do not know about why those women who do experience sexual assault do not actually proceed to
make a complaint and, of those that do make a complaint, why so few end up with charges being laid.
We can speculate and hypothesise as to the reasons for that, but if we actually had better datasets,
better data systems—more granular data, to adopt the lingo—we would have better answers to that.
So this is a really important issue, and the issue of sexual offending is an important issue as well. We
have seen over time governments and the Parliament try to protect the community by establishing new
schemes to deal with recidivist sex offenders to protect the community, whether that is the sex
offenders register that is in place—and reporting on the sex offenders registry is mandatory in certain
circumstances—maintained by Victoria Police, or whether it is at the most severe and serious end of
sexual offending, for recidivist offenders, and that is the establishment of a post-sentence scheme,
which has now been in place in Victoria for some time. It is a significant step to establish a postsentence scheme to detain people. It in effect goes against the notions of justice and the bases of our
justice system, but some offenders are such a serious risk that that is a public policy choice
governments have made, which I am sure would be supported by members in this place. So we have
had the establishment of Corella Place and other facilities to try and manage the most serious sex
offenders that inflict so much harm on the community. Better data and a better understanding of the
offending would help us understand the behaviour of recidivist offenders even where charges may not
be laid, to understand the behaviour and what recidivist offenders do. And much sex offending is done
by recidivist offenders.
So the general notion that Mr Grimley is putting forward in his motion based on the research he has
done and based on his own personal experiences as a police officer in the sexual offences and child
abuse investigation team I think is worthy of support and is something which actually is addressing a
real issue. We often hear government and big companies talk about how data empowers decisionmaking. This is an example perhaps where better data could empower much better decision-making
and a much better understanding of this type of offending that causes so much harm in the community,
so I am surprised the government is going to oppose it.
I have made some notes while listening to Mr Grimley: DNA testing, proliferation of CCTV and some
cultural change that has enabled or encouraged or led to a greater propensity to make a complaint.
Mr Grimley referenced the royal commission, and we know there was a significant spike in reporting
some of that historical sex offending. So there are obviously other issues besides data analysis to
address the point Mr Grimley is making about removing barriers and cultural issues and the like, and
they are all important issues that should be considered as part of this debate.
I have an amendment that I wish to move, and I do so now. I move:
Omit paragraph (2)(a) and insert the following in its place:
‘(a) task the Victorian Crime Statistics Agency with providing further publicly available information,
based on the COVID-19 family violence data portal, on sexual assault offending throughout
Victoria, including details of under-reporting, investigation outcomes, support agency engagement
and options for victim reports; and’

The substance of my amendment goes to the second part of Mr Grimley’s motion, which at
paragraph (2)(a) calls on the Andrews government to:
… create a centralised and publicly available database of victim’s experiences and complaints when pursuing
sexual offending charges …

My amendment basically accepts that notion that Mr Grimley is putting forward but says that that task
should be given to the Victorian Crime Statistics Agency to provide further publicly available
information based on the COVID-19 family violence data portal on sexual assault offending
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throughout Victoria, including details of under-reporting, investigation outcomes, support agency
engagement and options for victims reports.
The Crime Statistics Agency since it was established by the previous coalition government has been
building capacity and building its ability to report crime trends and the causes of crime, and over time
it is building that capacity. Mr Grimley mentioned BOCSAR, the Bureau of Crime Statistics and
Research in New South Wales. Together with my adviser, the very hardworking Glenn Corey, I went
up to BOCSAR during the last Parliament, met with them and learned more about what they are doing.
I think they are more advanced in their reporting and analysis of data. They have that at BOCSAR,
and it is something which the Crime Statistics Agency I know works with them on and is learning
from them about. I encourage that to continue, because I think there are still many things that BOCSAR
reports and analyses and does that the Crime Statistics Agency could do, and I think this worthy motion
that Mr Grimley is suggesting could be done by the Crime Statistics Agency.
I am conscious that there are many people who want to speak and Mr Grimley I think wishes to move
another motion, so I simply say that the opposition thinks this is a sensible motion and we move the
amendment in the spirit that we believe it builds on what Mr Grimley is seeking to achieve.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:47): I rise to speak on Mr Grimley’s motion
regarding sexual assault reporting data. Yesterday we had an important debate on legislation relating
to the rights of victims and survivors of sexual assault. While there was a significant disagreement on
one aspect of the legislation, all members were united in their support for the rights of people who
have experienced these crimes. Respecting the rights of the individual is at the core of my personal
moral philosophy, but it also underpins the political philosophy of the Liberal Democrats. Violence is
the most egregious violation of personal liberty, and sexual violence is one of the most abhorrent
expressions of this. It is also very well known that it is also a form of violence where the perpetrators
are frequently not held accountable for their actions.
As Mr Grimley rightly points out, the reasons for this are varied and complex. Not all victims and
survivors want to come forward. Even for those who do wish to hold their perpetrators accountable,
the process itself can be incredibly challenging. At a time when people may be experiencing significant
trauma and distress, the structure of our legal system and the way they are supported can create
barriers. A simple word that is perceived as dismissive could be enough to dissuade someone from
reporting to legal authorities.
In recent years we have seen many campaigns attempt to remove some of the kinds of stigma that
might make people feel like they will not be listened to or believed. It does not matter what you are
wearing; you should not be subjected to violence. It does not matter if you were drunk; you should not
be subjected to violence. I have no doubt that there have been improvements within our legal and
social support systems to support victims and survivors of abhorrent sexual violence. Are they the best
that they could be though? Of course not.
Yesterday’s debate on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters)
Bill 2020 was the result of poorly drafted legislation that we debated last year. The failure of the Open
Courts Act 2013 to support victims caused significant distress in the community. This fact and the
nature of yesterday’s debate and the amendments that were adopted by the house make point (1)(b) of
Mr Grimley’s motion particularly pertinent:
the experiences of victims and survivors are not often considered when proposing reforms to Victoria’s legal
system …

While I do not doubt the intent of the government to adequately consult with the families of the
deceased victims of these crimes, the failure to do so before bringing forward legislation has once
again caused distress. Mr Grimley’s motion notes the significance of the Victoria Police sexual
offences and child abuse investigation team in providing positive outcomes for victims, a unit which
Mr Grimley himself has worked in. Given his candour and integrity in this place, I have no doubt that
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he was a valued member of this team. The collaboration between the SOCIT and our centres against
sexual assault is an important one, linking counsellor advocates with specialised investigation teams
to provide both support and justice. I would like to take a moment to acknowledge the work of staff at
the various CASA services around Victoria, who have had a very difficult job during the pandemic.
Staff have been continuing their important work while adapting to significant change at a time when
their service users have experienced significant distress.
Data is important for researchers to understand how to further improve responses, and while improving
the law enforcement assistance program database, as Mr Grimley has proposed, would be important,
I do have some concerns if this is the only data source. Of the many reasons that people might not
proceed with a complaint or legal action one might be the actions of SOCIT officers themselves. This
does not necessarily mean that they have acted inappropriately, but highly vulnerable people can be
sensitive to a sentence that might otherwise be seen as insignificant. However, the second point, calling
for an investigation into the specific barriers and causes that lead to victims and survivors not reporting
or not proceeding with legal action, is a very sensible one. Violent criminals should be held
accountable for their actions, and victims and survivors of these crimes should have our support. The
Liberal Democrats are happy to support this motion.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18:51): I rise briefly to speak to Mr Grimley’s motion. I
think it is interesting having this motion coming off the back of the debate that we held yesterday,
which really talked about the very pointy end of sex crimes. I know I said yesterday, ‘How do we
reduce sex crimes? Well, we stop people committing them’. That changes culture. I know Mr Grimley
mentioned this in his introductory remarks to this motion, and it is true. Like many people in this room,
I have experienced sexual assault and I did not report it. I have written about it, I have talked about it
and I have been public about it, but I did not go to the police. As a young woman, I felt that shame; I
felt all of those things. So I understand that we do have these cultural issues around this and that we
do see under-reporting, and even when someone reports it there is the difficulty of that going forward.
Attitudes do need to change, and as Mr Grimley said, listening to that police officer on that radio
station, someone’s first question was, ‘What was she doing out there?’. The question is: ‘Why were
those people raping a young woman?’. That is the question; it is not what she was doing there. And
that was the same question for me, although I know I questioned whether I could have done something
to change those circumstances. So I agree that this needs to change.
My concern with this and the reason that I am troubled by this—I cannot actually support this
motion—is that I feel that what we are seeing here is a back door, a Trojan Horse, to a national public
register for sex offenders. Now, I look forward to hearing Mr Grimley assure me that this is not what
he is saying, and like him I am passionate about reducing sex offending. But even seeing Mr Hinch
on social media, when we talk about things like sex offender information inquiries, Mr Hinch’s
response to that is, ‘That’s why we need a public register’, and I do not support that. I do not believe
in public registers. This is a difference of opinion; I appreciate that. I also believe that there is very
good empirical data that says that public registers do not reduce offending but in fact increase it. They
increase recidivism; they actually make things more dangerous for us. I really feel that in the way that
this is mentioned—and I appreciate Mr O’Donohue’s amendments to this and appreciate that
Mr Grimley did let us know that while this information would be centralised and publicly available it
would be made anonymous, and I accept that—this is a Trojan Horse and it is a thinly veiled access
to a public sex offender register, which is something that I actually passionately, passionately oppose.
I want things to change and I want things to change in so many ways—not just for me but for my
nieces, for my daughters, for my granddaughters. I want our culture to change. I do not want those
questions of ‘What was she doing there?’, ‘Why was she there?’, ‘Why were they there?’ being the
question. The question is: ‘Why did that person do it?’. That is the question our community should be
asking. That is the question, and that is what we need to be changing.
I take some comfort that we are seeing that the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) is
investigating this, is doing this work and will be looking at the impacts of the changes that we have
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made to legislation. And frankly the changes that we have made have not improved the statistics, have
not improved where we are at and have not improved the number of women and men who will come
forward and report a sexual assault and who, once they report it, will continue to pursue that sexual
assault. So I have a lot of sympathy with this motion. As I say, I am really pleased to see the law reform
commission’s work on this. I feel that the work that the law reform commission will be doing on this
will actually meet some of the calls that this motion asks for—that we look at why it is not working,
why our system does not work for the victims of sexual assault.
It was a conversation that we all had passionately and respectfully, which was very pleasing to see—
for the most part respectfully—yesterday around the victims. Yesterday was about letting them speak;
today we are discussing—if we were to take this on its face value—how we learn more. I think this is
what the Victorian Law Reform Commission will do. It will do the work that Mr Grimley is asking
for the government to do.
Finally, I also say that I have found with the inquiries that I have been involved in—whether it was
the end-of-life choices inquiry or whether it was reducing the age of driving to 17—that the data that
we have, the crime stats that we have, are inadequate. We do not have the data. Every time we go to
the police to ask for data it is just not there. I certainly think that there is an issue with data collection.
I certainly think that we have not got that right, and we need to do that. I look at the terms of reference
for the VLRC’s inquiry into improving the response of the justice system to sex offences, and I see
that that is actually part of their terms of reference. So unfortunately I cannot support the motion today,
but I hope that I live to the day that sex offending is rare and reported 100 per cent.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 10 November.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (18:59): I move, by leave:
An extension to the sitting to accommodate the remainder of Mr Grimley’s motion, which could be up to
27 minutes and 20 seconds.

Motion agreed to.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (19:00): I rise to make a contribution on the motion
moved by Mr Grimley. I have had the benefit of listening to the contributions in the chamber today,
and I think it is pretty safe to say that all of us in the chamber want to see better outcomes for victimsurvivors—all of us would like to see sexual assaults and abuse cease. But as everybody has
commented and Ms Patten has put just now, often the reasons behind sexual offending and sexual
assault can be complex and there is no one particular mould of offender or type of person. There can
be differences, there can be nuances, and I think if we had the answer already as to how we could stop
sexual offending, I am sure it would have happened by now. But it is complex. All of the contributions
that have been made today make one thing clear: it is never the victim’s fault. No person goes out on
an evening walk or goes to visit friends and deserves to be assaulted. Quite often these crimes are
opportunistic crimes—sometimes they are planned, sometimes they are not.
As I said, Mr Grimley’s motion is well intentioned, but what I find particularly troubling about this
motion personally is that item (2)(a) talks about creating a centralised and publicly available database
for victims’ experiences and complaints when pursuing sexual offending charges. It is difficult to talk
about something that is traumatic, and there will be a range of views amongst victim-survivors about
that as well. Some people will find it very difficult to tell their story even once. Sometimes these
assaults that people are subject to are extraordinarily traumatic. Sometimes people do not feel
supported enough to tell their stories no matter how many levels or layers of support there might be.
As we know, one of the reasons for people not wanting to report these or go through with the complaint
is that the stories have to be told time and time and time again, and that in and of itself is traumatic.
It speaks to a system, and we know there is a system where if you are subject to a sexual assault, you
need to report it. There is a process you have to go through—evidence needs to be collected, you need
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to report it to the police. Then there is a court process if an offender is caught and charged, and it can
be a lengthy process. That is not to be critical of that process; it is just a process. Of course when
someone is subject to a sexual assault, they are entitled to a defence, and it is about defending
themselves against the weight of the state, who is saying there has been a serious offence. So that
person is entitled to defend themselves in a court process, and oftentimes victim-survivors then find
that their own character is questioned as part of that.
So these are difficult matters, these are complex matters, and as I said, Mr Grimley’s motion is well
intentioned, but I am not sure that what is being traversed here is necessarily going to achieve the end
result that is being sought here. I think that is the salient question we all need to ask. What is it
ultimately that we are trying to achieve? I think Mr Melhem very aptly went through all of the
measures that the government is taking, and I do not want to repeat it for the sake of repeating it, but I
think there is very important work that the Victorian Law Reform Commission is doing, and it will be
reporting to the Attorney-General by 31 August 2021. The Crime Statistics Agency previously
conducted research on this topic in 2017, which examined how many sexual offences progress within
the criminal justice system from first being recorded by police through to being heard in court, and
that is just what I was talking about. That study built on previous work in the area by linking
information about sexual-offending incidents recorded by police directly to cases heard in court.
It is just really difficult to talk about that. I do not know whether I could actually do it if I found myself
in the same situation. I would really have to question whether I would have the wherewithal to do it.
It is really, really difficult. I know one thing is that the government is working very hard to recognise
the needs of victims and the rights of victims and to respect and honour how victims want to tell their
stories in regard to these matters. I am not sure that having a centralised publicly available database of
victims’ experiences and complaints is necessarily going to achieve what I think we all ultimately want
to achieve, which is that sexual offending actually stops.
As I said, I think the work that is being traversed by the law reform commission is probably better
placed, because it also brings together the relevant agencies that operate in this space. So of course
you have got the police, you have got the specialist sexual offending unit, you have got the Crime
Statistics Agency and you have got the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee, which brings
together the victims of crime commissioner, Victoria Police, the Office of Public Prosecutions, the
judiciary, the Adult Parole Board and victims of crime service agencies to provide advice to the
Attorney-General on policies, practices and service delivery on these matters. The committee also
promotes the interests of victims of crime in the administration of the justice system.
Also, at the end of last year the Department of Justice and Community Safety established a new
stakeholder engagement unit to provide expert advice and develop and facilitate best practice
engagement with people with lived experience, including victims of crime and victims of sexual
assault. I think also what was highlighted in the debate yesterday was that even amongst family
members of victim-survivors of sexual assault or other violent crimes there will be a range of views.
There is a broad spectrum of views about people wanting to report or not wanting to report and how
they want their stories told, and I just think the whole matter needs to be dealt with with extreme
sensitivity, recognising that victims and victim-survivors need to be at the centre of that. The measures
that I have just talked about and outlined are designed to do that. They are designed to make sure that
those voices are front and centre of any of the reforms that are made.
We have implemented already a range of legislative and non-legislative reforms in response to the law
reform commission’s report, and some of those include: introducing a role for intermediaries in the
court process; amending the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 to recognise that a victim of crime has an
inherent interest in the response by the criminal justice system to that crime; requiring investigatory
agencies, prosecuting agencies and victims’ services agencies to respect the rights and entitlements of
victims as participants in proceedings, in particular the needs of victims in rural and regional locations;
requiring the Office of Public Prosecutions to take all reasonable steps to advise the victim of the
details of criminal proceedings, to seek a victim’s views regarding modifying charges, discontinuing
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a prosecution or an appeal and to provide reasons for decisions to a victim when those decisions are
made; requiring the prosecuting agency to provide victims with information about the contents of a
victim impact statement that may be ruled inadmissible; setting up a complaints system for victims
relating to the investigatory agency, the prosecution agency and victims’ services agencies; and
empowering the victims of crime commissioner to investigate complaints from victims. So there is
quite a significant range of actions that the government has taken in response to that.
I do note that the current Victorian Law Reform Commission reference includes a focus on examining
the reasons why victim-survivors of sexual offences may choose not to report to police or pursue a
formal complaint, and I agree with what Ms Patten said in her contribution as a victim herself of sexual
assault. She chose not to report that, and those reasons for her not reporting it are her own and should
not be questioned by anyone. Her decisions are her own. They were her own then and they were as
valid then as they are now. It is not for anyone else to question. There is a saying that I often use, which
is ‘Walk a mile in my shoes’. You cannot stand in the shoes of another and pretend to know what that
person was thinking or feeling at the time. It is just for that person at that time. It is their choice; it is a
valid choice and should not be undermined.
The work of the Victorian Law Reform Commission report will provide us with important insights
into the kinds of factors impacting on the continued high attrition rate for sexual offences. The
government is aware of that; that is why we are taking these actions. We want to try and find out where
we can improve things, as Mr Melhem said earlier. We can always improve, and I think that is part of
it. Perhaps the answer on these things is that the work will never end. It will always continue. It is an
ongoing piece of work to continually improve responses and to continually improve the way in which
these things are dealt with, and we want to ensure that to the extent that this impacts on victims’
confidence to disclose their experience of sexual assault in the first place. So those are the measures
we want to make sure we can improve—a victim’s confidence in the way that things are reported and
how they are supported through the system. As I said there is always more we can do and we will
welcome working with the member, Mr Grimley, and the Victorian Law Reform Commission and
other justice partners, including Victoria Police, on how better reporting could be achieved. I will leave
my contribution there.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (19:12): This motion before the house this evening is an
incredibly important one. I agree entirely with Mr Grimley that we have a huge problem in this state.
It is not a problem that is unique to this state. We see this problem right across Australia and across so
many other countries, and that is shocking rates of under-reporting of sexual assault and sexual
violence. I think it is apt that we as a house should consider it in good faith, and all members who have
spoken have spoken in good faith regarding what is such an incredibly serious and important matter.
At the outset I want to say that I entirely support the thrust of Mr Grimley’s motion, and I note his
deep and abiding concern regarding this issue and his colleague Ms Maxwell’s deep and abiding
concern regarding this issue. I think Mr O’Donohue has moved a good amendment, and so I will be
supporting it. Nonetheless I do support the overwhelming thrust of Mr Grimley’s motion.
I thought the comments made just now by Ms Terpstra were interesting, and overwhelmingly I endorse
her comments. I have listened on a number of occasions to Ms Terpstra speak about vulnerable
Victorians from a place of significant experience and significant empathy. She talked just now about
the need to not question those Victorians, too many Victorians—overwhelmingly Victorian women;
let us call it out, overwhelmingly Victorian women—who have suffered through sexual assault and
who have not wanted for a whole range of complex reasons to report that, that we should not question
those people who make that decision, not to push things, not to report, not to push charges, not to go
through what I can only imagine is a dreadful and circuitous and traumatising process to seek justice.
I confess I have a slightly different view. In a former life I had numerous conversations with,
especially, young women, overwhelmingly young women, who had been the victims of sexual
violence. I had a number of conversations with those young women about what it was they were going
to do with this information. So I agree entirely with Mr Grimley that there are any number of reasons—
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complex reasons, nuanced reasons—why it is that victims of sexual assault here in Victoria,
overwhelmingly female victims of sexual assault here in Victoria, choose not to pursue matters
through the avenues that are open to them right now. My view is slightly different from Ms Terpstra’s,
notwithstanding the fact that I respect what she said and understand the place that she is coming from,
and that is that we must work assiduously to remove the barriers, the significant barriers, that are
currently in place right now in Victoria before victims of sexual violence. And Mr Grimley’s motion
is a significant effort to seek to do that.
I would like to work through two or three particular elements of Mr Grimley’s motion and to make
some comments upon them. I was really pleased, Mr Grimley, that in the first point in your motion,
point (1)(a), you called out the fact that overwhelmingly those in Victoria who experience sexual
assault are women and overwhelmingly those people in Victoria who commit sexual assaults are men.
To the best of my knowledge, the first significant Victorian government document that really
highlighted the gendered nature of violence against women was the Baillieu government’s action plan
to prevent violence against women and children. I do not say that to make a partisan point. I entirely
accept many of the points that my friend Mr Melhem made and that Ms Terpstra made about the
goodwill that the government has on this front. I accept that.
I think this is another occasion where we can come together as a house to acknowledge that all of us—
surely all of us—have the same objective in mind, even if we have some slightly different views about
exactly how it is that we should get there. All of us surely accept, as my friend Ms Terpstra said, that
far, far too many Victorians, overwhelmingly Victorian women, are subjected to sexual violence. For
mine, again, Mr Grimley’s motion is an important next step in seeking to understand why it is that so
infrequently the victims of sexual violence feel able to come forward. From my personal experience,
there are, as I have said, huge barriers, and I think it is again apt that we should be considering a whole
range of options to seek to give the victims of sexual violence here in Victoria the confidence to engage
with the legal system and to bring their stories forward. I am pleased that Mr Grimley noted that if it
was the case that his motion passed and if it was the case that his scheme was put into place, the
information on this database would be anonymous information. I think that is very important.
On section (1)(b), I agree with Mr Grimley and the Hinch party more generally that the experiences
of victims and survivors are not considered adequately when proposing reforms to Victoria’s legal
system. This is something that we have discussed at length this sitting week, and again I want to
acknowledge the very sincere regard that members of the Hinch party have for the experiences of
victims, the voices of the victims of crime here in Victoria and the need to elevate those voices and to
really hear them in the policy-making process.
When it comes to the real crux of this motion, as far as I see it, moving to point (2)—that the
government should create a centralised and publicly available database of victims’ experiences and
then that the government should undertake authoritative investigation into the specific causes of low
rates of reporting and high rates of attrition at each stage of progress through the legal system—again,
I would support these endeavours of Mr Grimley. It is a cause of great sadness for me that far too
many people who have been the victim of a sexual assault and who commence incredibly bravely to
progress their matter forward through formal processes then for one reason or another—for a whole
range of complex reasons—drop out. We need to understand more. I agree with Ms Patten and I agree
with Ms Terpstra and Mr O’Donohue that when it comes to the data on this immensely important
matter we just do not know enough.
This is not something that is unique to Victoria—to suck the politics out of this discussion entirely.
This is not something that is unique to Australia; it is not something that is unique to the Western
world. We simply need to know more, and so I commend Mr Grimley for bringing forward this motion
today. Hopefully, should his motion pass, and I hope it does—and I will be voting in favour of it—it
will enable us as a jurisdiction to seek to have a far, far better understanding of the complex causes of
the massive under-reporting that we see when it comes to sexual assault and sexual violence and the
huge rate of attrition.
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I know other members are keen to have their say, and so I will conclude my comments by simply
noting, as Ms Patten did, that I felt sick to my stomach when Mr Grimley talked from personal
experience about a case where it was asked, regarding a woman who had been the victim of sexual
violence, ‘Well, what on earth was she doing out?’. As a former school leader at girls schools I often
heard from my students that they were questioned, ‘Well, why were you wearing that?’, which I think
is a related question but an equally obnoxious and outrageous question. We are in 2020, so the idea
that any Victorian girl, any Victorian woman, should be asked, ‘What are you doing out?’—for God’s
sake! But that is still where we are, sadly, and that is still where the attitudes of some Victorians are,
sadly.
For all of those reasons, I commend you, Mr Grimley, and your party for bringing forward this motion.
I understand the position of those opposite, yet today I will most certainly be supporting this motion.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (19:22): I would just like to thank all the speakers here this
afternoon and tonight for speaking on this motion. At least it has created a conversation, which is
fantastic. Just to dispel a few myths, I suppose, this is absolutely not—categorically not—a Trojan
Horse for a public register of sex offenders. I have had discussions with Ms Patten following her
speech, and it just reiterated the fact that this motion came out of my discussions with Patrick
Tidmarsh, who is a criminologist and a leading expert in the field of sexual offending. Actually I had
wanted to talk with Dr Tidmarsh because he is an ex-trainer of the sexual offences and child abuse
investigation team detectives, from the academy, and I just wanted to, I guess, get some knowledge
about where we were heading towards our publicly registered database.
Funnily enough, he is totally against a public register of sex offenders—absolutely, categorically
against it—but he is all for how to improve the sexual offences reporting rates and so forth and so on.
The first thing I asked him was, ‘How do we make this better? How do we reduce the incidence of
sexual offending? How do we increase the prosecutions? How do we encourage people to come
forward?’. He said the very first thing you need to do is collect data. That is the very first thing you
need to do. Without knowing why these things are falling over, without knowing why people are not
reporting, we cannot fix it. And that is all that this motion is about. It is about collecting data and
analysing that data so that we can make improvements to the judicial system. It is all evidence based.
So thanks, everybody, for your contributions. I appreciate them.
House divided on amendment:

Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Cumming, Dr

Davis, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 19
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Amendment negatived.

Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Stitt, Ms
Symes, Ms

Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms
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Motion negatived.
Bills
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPPORTING VICTIMS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2020
Council’s amendments
The PRESIDENT (19:35): I have a message from the Assembly on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020:
The Legislative Assembly informs the Legislative Council that, in relation to ‘A Bill for an Act to amend the
Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 in relation to publication of identification of victims, to amend the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 in relation to delegation of certain powers, to amend the Victims of
Crime Commissioner Act 2015 in relation to the Committee under that Act, to amend the Defamation
Act 2005 and the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to include further model provisions, to amend the
Corrections Act 1986 in relation to certain detention orders and prisoner mail, to amend the Forests
Act 1958 to enable specified persons to carry out specified activities in the Fire Rescue Victoria fire district,
to amend the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 in relation to pre-injury average weekly earnings and for other purposes’ the
amendments made by the Council have been agreed to.

Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (19:36): I rise to speak on the state budget 2019–20, which raises
the budget for provision of public housing, and the latest quarterly public housing figures to come out
are absolutely astounding and disgraceful. The public housing waiting list under Labor has increased
by 40.18 per cent. That is 13 911 additional households on the public housing waiting list, taking it to
48 529 households. This is particularly concerning in my region and particularly concerning when you
look at priority access as well, which is people who are experiencing homelessness or escaping
domestic violence. That waitlist has increased by 15 837 households to 25 827, a 158.53 per cent
increase under Labor. My area in northern Victoria is particularly suffering. We need an urgent
injection of funding into public housing, a massive injection into public housing in this budget, and I
call the Treasurer to provide that investment to build more public housing.
In Shepparton the public housing general waiting list has increased by 819 households to 1419. That
is a 136.5 per cent increase under Labor. The priority waiting list has increased by over 300 per cent
under Labor from 180 to 722. That is 542 additional households on that list. In Bendigo it is just as
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sad a story. The general waitlist is now at 1134, an increase of 101.34 per cent. The priority housing
waiting list has increased by 1087 applications. That is a 271.75 per cent increase. In Mildura again
the general waitlist has increased by 229 applications to reach 653. That is a 54 per cent increase in
Mildura, and their priority waiting list has again had a massive increase from 100 to 360—so
260 additional households, a 260 per cent increase. In Seymour the general waitlist has increased by
219 households to 443. That is a 97.77 per cent increase. Their priority waiting list is again a
disgraceful figure—an increase of 172 households to reach 239. It is a 256.72 per cent increase. In
Benalla and Wangaratta the general waitlist has increased by 323 to reach 781 households. That is a
70.52 per cent increase, and their priority waitlist has increased by 267 households to reach 389. That
is a 218.85 per cent increase. Finally, in Wodonga the general waitlist has increased by 170 to reach
670 households, a 34 per cent increase, but their priority waitlist has increased by 126 households to
reach 278, which is an 82.89 per cent increase.
This is totally unacceptable. This government is failing in social housing. People are homeless.
Shepparton has the highest number of homeless people in regional Victoria, and yet there has been no
investment in housing. In fact in Shepparton, where there are 1656 social housing properties according
to the latest figures available on the Department of Health and Human Services website, they would
actually need to build 85 per cent more public housing just to house those who are already on the
waiting list, not even considering those who are going to be applying in the future as more people run
into trouble with rental accommodation and are struggling to provide a roof over their heads because
of the economic recession that we are going to have due to the government’s mishandling of COVID19 in this state.
So I call on the Premier and the Treasurer to make sure that this state budget coming up has a massive
injection for public housing, right across the state but particularly in my area in Northern Victoria,
where so many people are suffering because this government just does not care about those who are
less fortunate than themselves. They care about themselves, and that is it. These people are really
struggling. They need assistance from the government, and it is time that the government started
realising that they should be making it easier for Victorians, not harder for Victorians.
DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER AND CABINET
Report 2019–20
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (19:41): I rise to make a statement on the
Department of Premier and Cabinet annual report 2019–20. As the Minister for Veterans, who is in
the chamber with us tonight, would be aware, this is the report that covers his portfolio. Given the
significance of today my focus and contribution here will be about the importance of recognising and
remembering our veterans.
Today, on 11 November, we formally mark the end of the terrible years of the First World War. This
year on Remembrance Day we also mark the 75th anniversary of the end of World War II. At
11.00 am on 11 November 1918 the guns on the Western Front fell silent. Those at the front
represented the final contingent of millions of men and women who had served there since the
outbreak of the war in 1914, and to these we add the millions more who served on the many other
fronts of that war. We remember the over 416 000 men and women who enlisted and the over 60 000
who were killed and the 156 000 who were wounded or otherwise injured during the First World War.
On this day we also remember all Australian service men and women who have served in all wars—
from the Boer War to those currently serving our country overseas. We also acknowledge the sacrifices
made by the families on the home front.
As an Australian of Greek heritage I would like to in particular honour those Australians who served
in Greece during times of war—the over 50 000 Australians who served at Gallipoli and who came to
the Greek northern Aegean island of Lemnos. They assembled there for the landings on Anzac Day,
they trained there, they came there for rest and recreation after months at the front. They came there
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when sick and wounded for treatment at its medical facilities, where many were treated by the
Australian medical and nursing staff serving there.
One of those doctors who served on Lemnos would go on to be a member of the Victorian Parliament
and the only Gallipoli veteran to hold the office of state Premier—Major Stanley Argyle from Kyneton
and Kew, whose portrait is hung in Queen’s Hall. One of those who also served on Lemnos and
survived was a relative of mine, one Private Ted Tozer of Blackburn, a former Victorian Railways
worker. Sadly, some 148 Australians remain there buried in the island’s two military cemeteries.
These would be followed by an estimated 460 Australians who served on the Salonika Front that
stretched across the borders of northern Greece. Those who served there suffered from both the guns
of the enemy as well as the diseases that ravaged the trenches and reserve areas. One of those who
served there, nurse Gertrude Munro of Ballarat, was there for three years, only to succumb to disease
in the final weeks of the war. She is the only Australian nurse to have died and been buried in Greece
during the First World War. I visited her grave at the Mikra war cemetery in Thessaloniki, and I look
forward to honouring her as part of the first Salonika campaign commemorative service, which will
be conducted at our Shrine of Remembrance next year.
Hundreds of Australian sailors served on a number of Australian warships—including HMAS Yarra,
named after our own lovely river—as part of a flotilla that took part in major engagements in the
Adriatic, the Eastern Mediterranean and the Aegean between 1917 and the end of the war. These ships
and their men would return to the waters of Lemnos following the signing of the Armistice of Mudros
in October 1918, which ended the war in the region—an occasion that is now commemorated annually
at our Shrine of Remembrance.
Finally, tens of thousands of young Australian men and women would come to be in Greece during
the Second World War to play their part in the defence of Greece against the Axis forces in April and
May 1941. They would take part in a fighting retreat across the length of Greece—from Vevi and
Servia in the north to Brallos and Thermopylae, to Corinth and Kalamata—and on to the battles on
the island of Crete. Seventeen thousand served on the mainland, 6500 served on Crete and hundreds
of sailors on the ships of the Royal Australian Navy fought the Axis forces at sea and completed the
dangerous task of evacuating tens of thousands of troops to safety. One of those Victorians who served
in the campaign was from my electorate. Lance Corporal Dudley ‘Skip’ Welsh, a former factory
worker from Frankston, served in Greece and was captured only to escape from the German prison
camp at Thessaloniki. He survived for months in the city, helped by the locals, where he recorded vital
military information before returning to Allied lines via Imbros and Gallipoli with the aid of a priest
from Mount Athos.
There was also my good friend Norm Maddock, who served on Crete and passed away earlier this
year—a fine man sadly missed by all who knew him. Private James Zampelis of St Kilda was, like
me, an Australian of Greek heritage, his father coming from the Ionian island of Lefkada. He was
killed in Crete, and his body is yet to be found. His name is etched on the Memorial to the Missing at
the Athens Phaleron War Cemetery.
In conclusion, of the hundreds of thousands of Australians who served across all wars it is estimated
that over 100 000 Australians lost their lives, with many thousands more left wounded or sick as a
result of their service. And at home millions have been affected by loss and injury as a result of the
service of loved ones. Their sacrifice is a reminder to all of the importance of preserving peace in the
world. Today we remember all of these Australians. Lest we forget.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Petition
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (19:46): I rise to speak to e-petition 193, on the West Gate
Tunnel contaminated soil. The petition draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
community’s concerns about the proposal to transport and store contaminated soil from the West Gate
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Tunnel Project at the Hi-Quality Victoria Pty Ltd facility located at 570 Sunbury Road, Bulla. The
petitioners note that some 1.5 million square metres of soil will be generated from the West Gate
Tunnel Project—soil contaminated with PFAS and asbestos at varying levels.
The first point I will draw this house’s attention to is the Bulla Bridge. Transportation will be through
the town of Bulla and over the historic bluestone bridge, built in 1869. It is a very narrow bridge built
for horse and cart, not heavy trucks, and definitely not for 800 trucks 24 hours a day, 7 days per week,
carrying potentially toxic soil. On a regular day two trucks passing on this bridge is extremely
dangerous, and even with a truck and a car on the bridge there is barely room to move. Standard trucks,
such as those expected to transport the soil, take up one and a half lanes as they go over. As it is, there
are many accidents on this bridge, as coming down it has a very sharp and blind corner. When an
accident occurs, Bulla residents and trucks alike will be unable to reach Sunbury and surrounds. In
addition, if the truck is carrying toxic soil, this will obviously cause contamination of that area. If this
government commits finally to building the bypass that government after government has been
promising for 20 years, this potential deathtrap and environmental nightmare could be resolved.
In relation to processing the contaminated soil from the government’s West Gate Tunnel Project, as
the petitioners raised, the Hi-Quality Eco-Hub tip is located across the road from the Villawood
Properties residential land and is 1.5 kilometres from the developed areas of Sunbury, home to
40 000 residents, with a further 19 000 dwellings approved. The facility borders Emu Creek, which
feeds into the Maribyrnong River system. It is also home to the growling grass frog, an endangered
species. The petitioners are concerned by Hi-Quality Victoria’s history of failing to uphold the
requirements under the agreements with the Environment Protection Authority Victoria. Other
concerns they have include the risk of potential cross-contamination with the nearby organic waste
facilities. These facilities service a large network of farms producing organics for our food every day.
As I understand it, under the new regulations Hi-Quality are not bound to keep records of types of soil
or contamination levels for longer than two years. It is well known that the health effects may not show
up until much after that time, and it is unclear why this timing is so short.
Based on this, this group have highlighted, and I agree, that there are too many unknowns in relation
to the handling of toxic soil in this facility and obvious risks to the Bulla Bridge, the Sunbury
community and the Bulla community. The petitioners thereby request that all in this place reject all
proposals made by any organisation to dispose of contaminated soil at the Hi-Quality Eco-Hub tip in
the interests of the local residents.
AUDITOR-GENERAL
Reducing Bushfire Risks
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (19:51): I would like to make some comments in relation to the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office Reducing Bushfire Risks October 2020 report, and in doing so can
I commend the Auditor-General. As usual it is a very thorough report and most interesting to me and
to members of my constituency.
The Victorian Auditor-General’s report issued a fairly damning audit of certain aspects of the
government’s planned burn program. We in East Gippsland and Gippsland as a whole know the
importance of fuel reduction burns and the importance of taking that fuel load away from areas of high
priority and those closest to communities and around public assets. Now, this report outlines the very
unfortunate situation that the current government has shown that just 43 per cent of planned priority
burns occurred last year. Now, those are those burns around assets and towns and communities. What
we saw from the tragic fires in East Gippsland is that where those burns occurred—and specifically
around the town of Nowa Nowa, to the north-west of Nowa Nowa there were priority burns or
preparatory burns conducted and as the flames came down from the north-west heading south-east
they got to those preparatory burns—that really thwarted that transference, that travel, of those huge
bushfires and protected and saved the town of Nowa Nowa. So there are clear, demonstrated outcomes
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when these burns occur, but unfortunately the government has only produced 43 per cent of the
planned burns.
Now, the Auditor-General’s report also talks to 30 per cent of normal burns as well being achieved.
What I noticed when travelling to Club Terrace just a few days or probably the week after the fires
ripped through there and really gutted the town and took out a lot of infrastructure, homes and the
general store was that on the way in to Club Terrace there had been unfortunately some fairly hot
preparatory burns in the previous year. But what we noticed going in—there were certainly green
shoots coming back from that—is it was a haven for animals and birds. Listening to stories from the
locals, they found local animals and native animals that had actually been able to escape into those
spaces, so it shows the very important need for these preparatory burns. Now, unfortunately the
government again has taken its eye off the ball in terms of preparatory burns. There was through the
bushfire royal commission a set target of 5 per cent over the year or a 20 per cent rolling target over
four years to be burnt, but the government turned away from that to its own Safer Together residual
risk outcomes. We have seen really it has been a flawed system. It may be well intentioned, but it has
certainly been a flawed system.
One of the key findings in this report speaks to the need to work with cultural burns, and it is something
that I am very passionate about. The government looked at this Auditor-General’s finding and made
the comment that they are thwarted due to climate change, which means that bushfire seasons are
extended and that there can no longer be these conducted planned burns. Well, that is if you are looking
with Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning eyes and Western eyes. Speaking to
some people who I value very dearly for their knowledge and expertise in this area—the Victor
Steffensens of the world, the Uncle Davids and various others—they talk about looking at a different
way of doing this and going back to those traditional Indigenous burning techniques, a window where
we do not look through Western eyes but we look through the Indigenous eyes at those ancient
techniques of picking the right time to burn with the indicators of grass, terrain and certain trees. These
are the opportunities that the government really needs to get in and support. The Nationals support it.
The Liberals and Nationals came to an election commitment in the past election to propose this, and
we continue to endorse this very important technique to support life, property and survival in these
highly bushfire-prone areas.
DEPARTMENT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
Report 2019–20
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (19:56): I rise to speak today on the annual report of the
Department of the Legislative Council, 2019–20. As a new member I am thankful to have the
opportunity to put on the record my deepest thanks to the wonderful staff of the Legislative Council,
who have assisted me in settling in in this my first month. To those from security for making sure that
my loved ones could be here during our last sitting, to the staff from the cafe and catering services for
being so accommodating to my bizarrely peculiar tastes, to the office of the President and the clerks
for helping guide me through this new world: thank you. In particular I thank those staff who support
me as I navigate a new workplace with new rules on top of new rules. I am sure my colleagues can
appreciate just how challenging that is.
However, I speak today to the significant contribution that the Department of the Legislative Council
made over the financial year 2019–20, and that is the incredible transformation in December last year
as the Parliament of Victoria hosted the inaugural meeting of the First Peoples’ Assembly of Victoria
in the Legislative Council chamber. This was an incredible experience to watch as it was live streamed
into the homes and offices of many people, including mine. In hosting this event the First Peoples’
Assembly of Victoria transformed the chamber into a venue for the assembly through bringing in
culturally symbolic items such as possum skins, flags, coolamons, message sticks and native flora.
The treaty advancement possum skin cloak, which symbolises the journey of treaty, filled with words
and art from Aboriginal people across the state, was laid in prominence in the centre of this chamber.
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The cloak creation was led by renowned cloak maker Gina Bundle, a proud Yuin-Monaro woman,
and contained the ascribed hopes and dreams of 288 Aboriginal people before it came to this place. It
now rests at Bunjilaka at the Melbourne Museum, and I encourage you all to see it when you can. The
official proceedings commenced inside the Legislative Council chamber with a guard of honour
provided by the Koori Youth Will Shake Spears dance group for the assembly and the community
elders. I would like to thank all staff and community members involved in this historic event.
Further, I would like to commend all involved in supporting the Parliament of Victoria on its
reconciliation journey. The Parliament of Victoria is committed to engaging with Victoria’s First
Peoples as one of its 2019–22 strategic priorities. As part of this commitment the emerging leaders
program cohort of 2019–20 has been tasked to create a reflect reconciliation action plan for the
Parliament. It is wonderful to see that as part of this project the Parliament of Victoria has
commissioned artist Tom Day to produce an original artwork on the theme of reconciliation for display
at Parliament House and for use in the RAP document. I would like to acknowledge Tom, a proud
Gunditjmara, Wemba Wemba and Yorta Yorta man currently based in Shepparton. Supporting
Aboriginal artists, culture and creation is one way that this place can celebrate and support our talented
First Nations Victorians. I look forward to my first meeting of the RAP committee, and thank you for
the invitation.
It is fitting this week—NAIDOC Week—that we reflect on this historic moment that would not have
happened if not for the good and hard work of the people of the Department of the Legislative Council.
Always was and always will be, and happy NAIDOC Week, all.
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING
Report 2019–20
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (20:00): I was very interested to recently pick up the annual
report of the Department of Education and Training. In that report it was stated that:
The Department of Education and Training … is committed to the provision of world-class education
services, and continues to deliver the Victorian Government’s Education State reforms that equip Victorians
with the skills and knowledge needed to support current and future challenges.

Well, what extraordinary piffle. What utter nonsense. Here in Victoria, as I have spoken about on a
number of occasions in this place, just late last year we found out that Victorian students had received
their worst ever results in the highly reputable Programme for International Student Assessment test.
Now, the information that is contained in this report is more current than that information that we only
received last year but was in fact from 2017. The information in this report, despite the ridiculous
verbiage, is quite shameful.
We have recently seen numerous government ministers go on a victory lap after they announced their
tutor program. It is fine; it is good that some retired teachers are coming back to help out after this
Labor government’s quite extraordinary lockdown—the longest school closures anywhere in the
world. So that is fine. That is good. But the idea that that is a panacea, a silver bullet, goes against
every single expert agency that this government has said that it respects. The information that I will
briefly impart to the house from the Department of Education and Training’s annual report is
information that the government collected before COVID-19. That is so important to note. Late last
year Victorian kids received their worst ever results. Information in the Department of Education and
Training’s annual report demonstrates that across a whole series of really important metrics Victorian
kids went even further backwards before COVID. This paints a truly shameful picture.
Something that we must do here in Victoria is support students who are struggling to raise themselves
up. However, that is not happening. When we look at the percentage of students above the bottom
three bands for reading in year 5—this is NAPLAN data—well, the government missed its target by
a full 4 per cent. When we look at the percentage of students above the bottom three bands for
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numeracy—hugely important—in year 9, the government missed its target, again, by over 4 per cent.
I could go on and on and on, but time will not permit.
It is also incredibly important for us here in Victoria to seek to extend gifted students. So many students
have fallen so far behind during this period of school closures and online learning, and it is very
important for us to look at the students who are struggling most. It is also hugely important for us in
our state schools to support really gifted and talented kids to spread their wings and extend themselves
and to fly. But that is not happening. When we look, for example, at the percentage of students in the
top two bands—this is NAPLAN data—we see that the proportion of students has also declined and
the government again has not met its targets. The government’s targets are pretty modest, to tell the
truth. Think about the percentage of students in the top two bands for reading in year 5—the
government missed its target by over 10 per cent. Late last year the government received information
that Victorian kids had got their worst ever results, and now Victorian kids are going even further
backwards.
This report contains information about Indigenous kids. The percentage of Indigenous students above
the bottom three bands for reading in year 3, for example—well, the government missed its target by
over 10 per cent. I could go on, but time will not permit. The percentage of Victorian kids who are
missing days of school—well, again the government is missing its target. The report says that to break
the link between disadvantage and poor student outcomes there is a target for the Education State to
increase the proportion of students who stay in education. Well, that is not happening. So on so many
levels this government, I am afraid, is failing Victorian students.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Victorian Government’s Response to the COVID-19 Pandemic
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (20:05): There is only a minute left go on this important
area of reports—or 40 seconds. I rise to speak on the inquiry into the Victorian government’s response
to the COVID-19 pandemic and the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s interim report,
because in recent days responses have been received from Cedar Meats in relation to some of the
evidence that was provided at that inquiry—very interesting documentation. They are talking about
that evidence that was provided by government ministers and others to the committee. And I see my
time is running out so I am going to have to continue this, because there is more I have to say about
this very interesting evidence that has come before us. We need to understand and understand fully
what happened during that outbreak.
Adjournment
The PRESIDENT: The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

COVID-19
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (20:06): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers and concerns the adverse effects the continuous COVID-19 restrictions
are having on many disabled members of our community. The action that I seek from the minister is
to remove the barriers preventing clients of disability business enterprises in regional Victoria from
attending work and allow these members of our community to experience the dignity and enjoyment
that comes with working in these environments. Victoria is blessed with many organisations
responsible for providing a wide range of services to enhance the lives of our disability sector. These
services include specialist therapy, permanent and respite accommodation, national disability
insurance scheme coordination, providing community hubs, the teaching of life skills and providing
day-to-day recreational activities for clients. One of the most important aspects of these organisations
is business enterprises that support people with a disability to learn job skills and to reach their career
goals. Such programs provide training and build pathways into employment, providing access to jobs
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and prioritising equality in the workplace for the disability sector. It is concerning that business
enterprises in these settings have been suspended due to the government’s prohibitive COVID-19
restrictions implemented in regional Victoria.
I was recently contacted by a constituent whose son is a residential client at a Yooralla house in
Mooroopna and who normally attends the organisation’s business enterprise program. My
constituent’s son experiences great joy and fulfilment when attending the program, which has been
suspended since March due to COVID-19. With the 14-day rolling average of active COVID-19 cases
currently at zero in regional Victoria, Yooralla planned to recommence their business enterprise
programs on a trial basis in Benalla and Seymour. Unfortunately these plans have been scrapped
because the Department of Health and Human Services have determined that such services will not
recommence until Victoria reaches COVID-normal status, reached when no COVID-19 infections in
Victoria are reported over a 28-day period statewide. This threshold is unfair for regional Victoria,
where in some areas no active cases have been recorded at all, and regional Victoria as a whole has
recorded no new COVID-19 cases at all in the past 28 days and no active cases for the past 15 days.
Business enterprise programs provide great joy to their clients, and they need to recommence in areas
where there are no recorded COVID-19 cases. The action that I seek from the minister is to remove
the barriers preventing clients of disability business enterprises in regional Victoria from attending
work and allow these members of our community to experience the dignity and enjoyment that comes
with working in these environments.
COVID-19
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (20:09): My adjournment item is for the Minister
for Health. At the human rights rally outside Parliament House on Melbourne Cup Day last week the
police used a tactic called kettling. They did this by surrounding around 400 people, including me and
a number of bystanders, linking arms and squashing us all together shoulder to shoulder in a number
of tight groups that could be likened to mosh pits. We were forced to stand tightly together for between
3½ and 4 hours. After 2 to 3 hours police filled buckets with water, dipped cups into the water, using
hands they had used for handling people, and handed the cups out to protesters. Could the minister
please provide detail about what consultation has occurred between the Department of Health and
Human Services and Victoria Police about these matters before or since this event on 3 November?
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (20:10): My adjournment debate item is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. Police in New South Wales are currently subjected to an internal
probe because a senior constable signed a letter claiming that many members of the force are fed up
with the approach to enforce oppressive rules placed on the population in the name of COVID-19.
This officer is also wary that a mandatory vaccine program will require police to arrest even more
peaceful Australians. It is not surprising to me that a great number of police are unhappy about being
asked to arrest good people who are merely speaking their mind. Most police decide to become police
officers because they want to protect their community from violence. They did not sign up to arrest
pregnant mothers for writing Facebook posts or elderly ladies for having a picnic in the park. They did
not sign up to spy on Victorians with drones, to keep them locked up in their homes or to deprive them
of their natural rights.
Police officers are in a difficult position. They have signed up to protect the community from violent
thugs but are now being asked by this government to become exactly that. We have seen several
peaceful protests that have been met with mounted, armed and armoured police. Protesters have been
corralled, kettled, pepper sprayed and detained for hours on end. Such behaviour erodes public trust
in law enforcement and damages the image of police as just and respectable members of the
community. We know that most police are professional, well mannered and well intentioned.
Everyone wants a society where we can trust police and count on them to protect us. The problem is
not police; it is politicians. It is time for the government to stop creating rules that require our police
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to behave like thugs. I call on this minister to permit police officers who do not support these violent
attacks on the Victorian public to excuse themselves from enforcing the anti-protest rules as
conscientious objectors.
TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (20:12): My matter for the
adjournment is for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. I draw her attention and the chamber’s
attention to the magnificent Grattan Institute paper The Rise of Megaprojects: Counting the Costs and
pay tribute to the work that has been done by Marion Terrill and the other authors, Owain Emslie and
Greg Moran. It is a very important paper at this time when infrastructure projects are critical to drive
jobs, but it draws attention to the risks of poorly scoped, poorly planned megaprojects and focuses on
targeted local projects and the importance of those projects in particular.
I particularly draw the minister’s attention to the recommendations that the Auditor-General should
conduct an immediate review of transport infrastructure projects; that projects over $500 million
should face continuous disclosure by the relevant minister when there are material changes, and this
should be to Parliament; and that the minister should disclose cost estimates of infrastructure valued
at over $100 million and reconcile changes. It goes on to say that state infrastructure ministers should
provide completed project data for infrastructure projects over $20 million, including the details of
projects completed. It does go on about the ability of national guidelines to play a role in assisting to
scope and the need to publish post-completion reviews of all projects over $100 million. These are all
eminently sensible, reasonable recommendations that have been thought through, and that will help
constrain costs and mean that the work is more targeted.
The paper picks out a number of key boxes for case studies, and it points to the Suburban Rail Loop
as a poorly scoped project that does not have a business case or the full input that is needed. It also
points out other cases of cost escalation in Victoria—the North East Link, the Metro Tunnel project—
and it points out that even the level crossing removals do not have concluding costs for particular
projects. That has certainly been the case for me in this chamber and elsewhere, with the opposition’s
difficulty in getting from the government the cost of completed projects. So what I am asking the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure to do is to accept the recommendations made by the Grattan
Institute and in particular the recommendations that relate to publishing the costs of completed projects
and making those available publicly, because with level crossings, for example, the government points
to more than 35 crossings that they say they have completed but they will not say what the cost of
those crossings, or even groups of crossings, is.
It is an absolute outrage that billions of dollars of public money is being spent and they will not
reconcile the costs at the end of the project. There is no commercial-in-confidence excuse—this is just
a secrecy cover-up to cover up their own blowout—so I say publish that information, accept the
recommendations of the report and have better scope— (Time expired)
ATTEMPTED MURDER LAW REFORM
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (20:15): My matter is for the Attorney-General. It is about
some practical problems associated with the laws of attempted crime in Victoria. More specifically it
is about the ongoing difficulty prosecutors have in successfully proving the charge of attempted
murder. As Ms Hennessy will know, it has long been the case that the overwhelming majority of
individuals charged with attempted murder are never convicted of that offence. In fact the most recent
sets of concurrent data from the Sentencing Advisory Council and the Australian Bureau of Statistics
show that around one in 20 attempted murder charges were successfully prosecuted between 2013 and
2018. There are a few different reasons for this state of affairs. However, as Shannon Deery and
Genevieve Alison outlined very clearly in a 2019 Herald Sun article, the main one is that a conviction
for attempted murder hinges on proving that the accused specifically intended that the victim die.
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In short, the relevant wording about the general law of ‘attempted’ in section 321N of the Crimes
Act 1958 renders it easier to prove a charge of murder than attempted murder. A murder charge can
lead to a guilty verdict where there is an intent to either kill or cause serious harm. By contrast, the
successful prosecution of attempted murder is only possible where it is the intent to kill that is
definitely proven. This has meant that attempted crimes have also become more conducive than many
other offences to the process of plea bargaining, an increasingly problematic process in Victoria. I do
not have sufficient time to go through some of these in detail now, but there is no shortage of examples
of cases in which an attempted murder charge has ultimately been downgraded to a less serious charge
in order to secure a guilty verdict. Of course these outcomes are often devastating for victims and their
loved ones, who typically, and quite rightly, expect far greater and longer jail sentences to be imposed
on the accused for what are generally barbaric crimes.
The action that I seek from the Attorney-General is an indication of whether she considers there may
be cause to contemplate and potentially implement changes to the Crimes Act in these respects. In
particular I ask for her advice on whether she agrees there may be merit in exploring alterations to the
wording of section 321N so that an intent to cause serious injury or harm could become a baseline
criterion for attempted murder convictions.
COVID-19
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (20:18): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health,
and it is regarding the current rules concerning the wearing of masks. I have received so much
correspondence from members of my community about recent reporting from outstanding
epidemiologists that calls into question the government’s current position. I was talking just now with
my friend Ms Bath, and I know that there is a huge amount of angst in country Victoria, in rural and
regional Victoria, about the government’s current position on the wearing of masks, which is so out
of step with what is happening in other Australian jurisdictions and so out of step with what is
occurring internationally.
Here in the city I think the case is the same. In my electorate there are so many wonderful spots where
constituents of mine enjoy being out and about, sometimes in family groups, sometimes simply on
their own—for example, around Blackburn Lake, which is close to my office—and in my view, based
on my understanding of the very best advice from so many outstanding epidemiologists, it would be
entirely safe to take off one’s mask and to enjoy the fresh air. But the government remains intransigent
on this question.
For so many of my constituents who have contacted me about this point, I would like to ask the
Minister for Health if he would find it within himself to look again at the health advice and even to
accept, to come to a point that Mr Davis was making just now on a different matter, the very best
advice and the very best evidence that in this case it is safe to be out and about—given case numbers
are so low after an extraordinary effort from the Victorian community, following the quite abominable
failures of our government, to get case numbers low—and to take one’s mask off to enjoy the fresh
air when it is safe to do so. All of my constituents are perfectly fine when it comes to entering shops,
when it comes to going to the supermarket or when it comes to using public transport, for example, to
put their masks back on, but they do have, almost to a woman and to a man, a deep objection to the
notion that they should have to wear a mask when out and about in the open air on their own. The
action that I would seek from the Minister for Health tonight is to look again at the advice that he has
received and to find it within himself to make an alteration to our current restrictions to enable my
constituents to enjoy the open air in so many of the beautiful areas in Melbourne’s Eastern
Metropolitan Region.
FOOTSCRAY RSL
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (20:21): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Veterans, the Honourable Shaun Leane, and the action that I seek is for an update regarding the
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government’s promise to provide $2.42 million over two years to improve and enhance ex-service
organisation facilities, in particular how this fund has been allocated so far.
The Returned and Services League of Australia, commonly known as the RSL, was formed in June
1916 to provide a space of recognition and support for those who had returned from conflict, many
maimed and traumatised, and a space to honour those who have died. In 1916 there was no formal
government welfare service for veterans, and the RSL committed itself to provide for the sick,
wounded and needy among those who had served, including their dependants. With no formal
government support for veterans in 1916, the RSL created a commonwealth repatriation system,
service, disability and war widows pensions, various employment and retraining programs, child
health programs and vocational guidance services, and the welfare of the veterans remains their main
driver.
In February, prior to the lockdown, I visited the Footscray RSL sub-branch, as I have done many times
over the years, this time for their centenary celebrations. The sub-branch was established in 1920,
around two years after the end of the First World War. I would like to acknowledge the work of
president Long Viet Nguyen, who with the committee has supported the renewal of the sub-branch,
which was at risk of closing due to falling numbers. A number of the members are veterans from the
South Vietnamese armed forces who served alongside the Australian soldiers in Vietnam and who
later emigrated to Melbourne.
SERENDIP SANCTUARY
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (20:23): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change and concerns the future of Serendip Sanctuary at Lara. The
sanctuary has been well known and used over decades by naturalists, bird lovers, tourism operators,
schools, children, their parents and carers and indeed the whole local community. It has significant
ecological pedigree through its captive breeding programs and has played an important role in the
protection of endangered native species, including eastern barred bandicoots, Cape Barren geese, bush
stone-curlew and bustards. The educational tourism value is substantial too. Visitors come to see the
animals in these programs, as well as kangaroos and emus, living in their natural habitat. Importantly,
it is free and accessible to all. The sanctuary is used by school groups and junior rangers, and the many
local volunteers who give their time to work there clearly show the value of the facility and the
affection the community has for it.
Those who love the sanctuary have noted its neglect in recent years and have welcomed renewed
interest from Parks Victoria, but they question why the master plan proposes such significant change
to a popular and successful site. Removing ground-level bird hides, dismantling all existing fencing
and enclosures and ending captive breeding programs will fundamentally alter the sanctuary. The
wildlife will leave and the educational value will disappear—and with them the visitors and volunteers.
It will become little more than an urban park on the outskirts of a growing town and perhaps one day
destined for housing expansion. Parks Victoria is seeking to create a spontaneous wildlife viewing
experience and ignoring the reality that without predator fencing there will be very little wildlife left
to see. The minister must understand how sincerely this is opposed by those who know Serendip.
Nearly 14 000 people have signed a petition to preserve its character, and the community engagement
response was huge. These are not local objectors, nimbys opposing any development or progress, but
people from across the region who have no self-interest but instead value Serendip.
The action I seek from the minister is for the department to work closely with Parks Victoria to
preserve this much-loved site and to avoid change for change’s sake. The consultation must be given
genuine weight, for the opposition is not designed to frustrate management of the site but rather is in
support of what has been achieved over so many years. I urge the minister to instruct Parks Victoria
and local management to work with those who have contributed to the consultation and harness their
goodwill and energy to make the sanctuary an attraction and resource for years to come.
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DUCK HUNTING
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (20:26): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and it relates to the reinstatement of waterfowl identification testing through the Game
Management Authority (GMA). To make sure that duck hunters have the skills to identify game and
non-game waterfowl before they go hunting they are required to pass a waterfowl identification test.
The purpose of this test is to help reduce the number of protected non-game species shot by duck
hunters each year—and very necessary that is. It is undertaken via a face-to-face capacity with a series
of multiple choice questions based on video footage of waterfowl in flight. One of my constituents has
been attempting to complete the identification test because his 12-month junior licence has expired.
This was, however, put on hold because of COVID in March this year. With no plans to reinstate the
test, apparently, this law-abiding firearm owner is unable to participate in his favourite pastime with
his father, his grandfather and his uncle. Despite contacting the GMA, he was advised that they will
not be running a course until further notice as advised by the state government. The action I seek from
the Minister for Agriculture is to work with the GMA to implement COVID-safe tests and to enable
this young person to complete his waterfowl identification test as soon as possible.
Following matters incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 15 September:
HORSERACING
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan)
My adjournment is for the Minister for Racing, and the action I seek is that the minister establishes an
independent inquiry into the death of Anthony Van Dyck at last week’s Melbourne Cup.
Like many Victorians, I was disturbed to see the footage last Tuesday of Anthony Van Dyck shuddering to a
halt on the racetrack, in clear distress. He suffered a fetlock bone fracture—a catastrophic break that causes
extreme pain and suffering. But while the humane response would have been to euthanise the racehorse on
the track, Anthony Van Dyck was removed from the racetrack and euthanised elsewhere, a decision that
would have caused him unnecessary pain and suffering, in order to protect the public image of the Melbourne
Cup.
Anthony Van Dyck is the seventh horse to be killed at the Melbourne Cup in as many years, another in a grim
tally of racehorse deaths on racetracks in Victoria. In the year from August 2019 to July 2020, 31 racehorses
were killed on Victorian tracks, suffering catastrophic injuries, including serious limb injury and head trauma.
We know horseracing kills, yet this government continues to not only allow it but promote it in Victoria. Just
a few weeks ago, we saw an attempt to permit 500 racehorse owners to gather together at the Cox Plate,
despite strict limitations on gatherings across the rest of Melbourne. And every year the Melbourne Cup is
held again, despite growing public outcry against the cruelty inherent in the event.
The government’s cosy relationship with the racing industry reflects their cosy relationship with the gambling
industry—two symbiotic industries that cause significant amounts of harm to our communities. Which leads
to events like the cup, where horses like Anthony Van Dyck are killed in the name of gambling revenue, and
where animal welfare is disregarded in order to hide the deaths that occur on the racetrack.
Animal welfare groups, as well as a former industry veterinarian, are calling for an independent inquiry into
Anthony Van Dyck’s death, and the Greens are echoing their calls today in Parliament.
I ask the minister to set up an independent inquiry into the death of Anthony Van Dyck at last week’s
Melbourne Cup.

LIFE SKILLS EDUCATION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria)
My adjournment matter is for the attention of the Honourable Gayle Tierney, representing the Minister of
Education, and it relates to the government investing in life skill programs within our education system.
Decades ago, intergenerational households and communities worked together in the care of children. There
was both the time and the opportunity for sharing knowledge and teaching life skills.
Families are now scattered throughout the country and parents working long hours and the necessity for
double-income households have seen children returning from school to an empty house. Suburbia is not
always the haven of community support it once was, and perhaps some people don’t have the time anymore.
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It is shocking that:
•

Almost three-quarters of millennials admit they have no idea how to change a tyre and;

•

A staggering 86 per cent of the Australian population doesn’t know how much money they are spending
every month. Some 82 per cent don’t know what their mortgage rate is either.

Last week, students in year 11 at Stella Maris College in Manly, on Sydney’s northern beaches, were taught
how to change a tyre, the most efficient way to check tyre pressure, how to best monitor oil and coolant levels
and what to do in the event of a car accident. This was due to the fundamental belief that it’s important to
show girls that they have the capabilities to handle situations themselves once they are on the road, rather than
rely on someone else.
The reality is almost every child will achieve a drivers licence and these are necessary skills to support drivers.
Minister, given Australian parents want to see life skills introduced into school curriculums, including money
management, job preparation and how to complete basic domestic tasks, the action I seek is for the minister
to consider expanding the education curriculum to include life skill programs.

RESPONSES
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (20:28): There were nine adjournment matters this evening: from Ms Lovell to the Minister
for Disability, Ageing and Carers, Mr Limbrick to the Minister for Health, Mr Quilty to the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, Mr Davis to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure,
Ms Maxwell to the Attorney-General, Dr Bach to the Minister for Health, Dr Cumming to the Minister
for Veterans, Mrs McArthur to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and
Ms Bath to the Minister for Agriculture. Those matters will be referred to the relevant ministers.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters raised by Dr Bach on 13 October and
Ms Lovell on 28 October.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, members. The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 8.29 pm.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 11 November 2020
COVID-19
In reply to Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (13 October 2020)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health):
I know these last few months have been difficult for everyone, no matter their circumstances. As Minister for
Education, I consider the wellbeing of our students and school staff my greatest responsibility. Every step of
the way we have followed and will continue to follow advice from the Victorian Chief Health Officer to keep
our schools and communities safe.
I fully understand and share your concern for our students. The challenges they have faced this year—along
with their families, teachers and schools—have required extraordinary commitment and patience. That is why
the Andrews Labor Government has taken steps to reduce the pressure on students and ensure that they have
the support they need.
More than 4,100 tutors will be deployed across Victorian schools in 2021 to ensure no student is left behind
in the wake of the coronavirus pandemic. The $250 million package is the single biggest boost to individual
learning support in Victoria’s history, and will make sure any student who may have fallen behind or become
disengaged gets the help they deserve. The package will support more than 200,000 students across the state.
The tutor workforce will be staffed by qualified teachers and by working with small groups, the tutors will be
available for every single Victorian government school, providing extra support for students who need it—
no matter their circumstances or background.
Our teachers have done a remarkable job this year and with the additional support of onsite tutors, these
teaching teams can ensure that students have dedicated and individualised support throughout 2021.
The Government has in place a roadmap for easing coronavirus (COVID-19) restrictions in Melbourne and
regional Victoria. As you would be aware, all students have now returned to the classroom. Staff and students
will continue to be supported by a range of measures, including a COVIDSafe Plan for Schools, to help ensure
a safe learning and working environment.
In Term 4, the focus for every Victorian government school will be to provide continuity in learning and
support for every student to the extent possible. This means, schools will:
•

support students’ mental health and wellbeing

•

identify those who need help catching up and extending those who have progressed

•

prepare for successful transitions

The Government recently announced a $28.5 million package of initiatives to ensure more students can
receive more support, including through the Navigator Program, LOOKOUT, Mental Health Practitioners
and the Mental Health in Primary Schools pilot.
In addition, the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) and the Department of Education and
Training (the Department) have strategies in place to ensure any potential outbreaks in schools can be quickly
controlled. Any school attended by a student or staff member while infectious will be closed. Deep cleaning,
contact tracing, and a review by DHHS staff will occur before the school is reopened.
The Government has and will continue to follow advice from the Victorian Chief Health Officer to keep our
schools and the Victorian community safe.
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AGRICULTURE WORKFORCE
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (28 October 2020)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources):
The coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic is having a significant impact on regional communities, the
agriculture industry and those seeking work. The Victorian Government recognises the shortage of workers
for this year’s seasonal harvest is one of our biggest challenges.
The Victorian Government has made it a priority to ensure farmers can access the workers they need to get
their food to both domestic and international markets in a COVIDSafe way. We are tackling this problem
from all sides, providing extensive support to the agriculture sector to source seasonal workers.
The Victorian Government has written to the Commonwealth to opt into the Commonwealth Government’s
Seasonal Worker Programme and Pacific Labour Scheme. We are working closely with the Commonwealth
and other jurisdictions on requirements such as quarantine arrangements, incoming international arrival caps
and health and safety arrangements which require detailed consideration given the restrictions currently in
place for Victoria. We are supporting industry to prepare proposals to access the programs as a matter of
priority.
The Victorian Government’s Agriculture Workforce Plan provides targeted support to agriculture, food
processing and critical food supply chain businesses in Victoria. It provides support to connect businesses
with new employees, a range of financial support including worker accommodation and relocation assistance,
induction and training support, and grants for businesses to implement COVID safe practices or adapt to new
ways of working.
On 17 September 2020 I announced the extension of key components of the Agriculture Workforce Plan,
including using $10 million to extend the Business Adaptation Grants for agriculture businesses to help them
meet health and safety requirements and adapt to distancing changes imposed by the pandemic.
The package is also providing $6 million to address local accommodation issues and increase the supply of
safe accommodation of the seasonal workforce in key agriculture regions.
The increased support includes new Seasonal Workforce Coordinators who, along with new Engagement
Officers, are working locally with industry groups, employers, labour hire agencies, local government and
other stakeholders to connect workers to jobs. The Engagement Officers also provide additional support to
culturally and linguistically diverse (CALD) communities, who traditionally make up a significant portion of
the seasonal agricultural workforce.
Encouraging Victorians to join the seasonal workforce for the 2020–21 harvest is a key focus area for the
Victorian Government and our Working for Victoria platform is already connecting Victorians to jobs.
Around 44,500 jobseekers currently registered on the platform have flagged an interest in working in
agriculture, including 8,420 people already in regional Victoria. I encourage all farmers and employers
looking for seasonal workers to register their workforce needs on the Working for Victoria platform to be
matched with jobseekers.
To support jobseekers to get ready for work in agriculture, the Victorian Government has funded a range of
free training programs, including the Horticulture Farm Worker Induction Program and Introduction to Health
and Safety for Agriculture and Horticulture.
An advertising campaign is in the final stages of development that will encourage Victorians to join the
seasonal workforce. Additional material is also being developed to inform jobseekers about the type of work
available, along with how to secure employment, access training opportunities and be COVIDSafe at work.
The Victorian Government continues to work with industry to identify workforce needs and facilitate the safe
employment, movement and accommodation of seasonal workers for the harvest season. Directions made
with respect to seasonal horticultural work were published at 11:59pm on Sunday 11 October 2020. The
directions include requirements for testing of workers, and creation of COVIDSafe workplaces,
accommodation and transport for seasonal horticultural workers.
The movement of seasonal workforces between states is critical to meet seasonal labour demands. Victoria
does not enforce any interstate border controls and is working with other jurisdictions to ensure agricultural
workers can move across state borders to support agricultural industries, while maintaining community safety.
This includes agreeing, along with New South Wales, South Australia, Northern Territory and Australian
Capital Territory, to the Agricultural Workers’ Code which will provide for greater consistency in cross
border arrangements for agricultural workers.

