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Tuesday, 24 November 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. N Elasmar) took the chair at 11.06 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (11:07): 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.
COVID-19
The PRESIDENT (11:07): Just a reminder about the normal COVID-safe plan, again I would just
like to remind members that the entry to the chamber is from behind and the exit is through the opposite
door. Always remember to wear a mask unless you are speaking. You do not need to wear a mask
outside. The other thing is, members, there will be some work done in Queen’s Hall for the committee
hearing on Friday, but you can still walk through Queen’s Hall.
Rulings by the Chair
ADJOURNMENT MATTERS
The PRESIDENT (11:08): A member has written to me regarding a response they have received
to an adjournment matter. In this case a minister responded in writing after 15 days to say only that
the matter raised should have been directed to a different minister. The member has asked me why the
minister could not have simply passed the matter on. Members, first of all, you do have a responsibility
to identify the correct minister when framing your contribution to the adjournment debate. However,
sometimes the distinction between portfolios is not clear-cut and it is a matter of judgement as to where
a matter should be directed. In my view in an instance such as this it would be a courtesy to the house
for ministers to pass the matter on to the correct minister for a response. A written response from a
minister, whether the matter was directed to them in the house or not, is in order and will discharge
the matter. I ask ministers and members to please bear this in mind.
Business of the house
STANDING AND SESSIONAL ORDERS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:09): I move, by leave:
That standing, sessional and temporary orders be suspended to the extent necessary to allow the following to
occur:
1.

Order of business today
The order of business today will be:
Messages
Questions
Answers to questions on notice
Constituency questions (up to 15 members)
Formal business
Members statements (up to 15 members)
Government business
At 10.00 pm adjournment (up to 20 members).
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Sitting of the house on Thursday
The sitting of the Council, on Thursday, 26 November 2020, to commence at 10.00 am.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPPORTING VICTIMS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2020
SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS)
AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (11:10): I have a message from the Governor, dated 17 November:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
35/2020 Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Act 2020
36/2020 Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Act 2020

Members
MS PULFORD
Personal explanation
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (11:11): I rise to make a personal
explanation under the standing orders. Following Mr Davis’s supplementary question to me in
question time on 12 November 2020, I have now had the opportunity to check records with my office.
I wish to advise the house that having reviewed my records Mr Philip Staindl did not attend meetings
in relation to the scallop fishing licence but did raise the issue with my office. I can now confirm
Mr Staindl has attended a number of Progressive Business events that I was present at. I understand
Mr John Woodman has attended a number of Progressive Business events also. I have established that
I was present at some of these. It is not appropriate for public servants to attend political fundraising
events in a working capacity, and I wanted to make this correction at the earliest opportunity.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
SECURE WORK PILOT SCHEME
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:12): My question is to the
Minister for Small Business. Minister, did you consult with any industry associations or small business
peak bodies about the proposed casual employment tax and the risk to jobs, and if so, which ones, and
if not, is it a fact that the government is introducing this matter without consultation with those bodies?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (11:12): Thank you, Mr Davis, for
taking the opportunity in question time to highlight a really important reform that our government is
proposing and looks forward to consulting with the business community, with unions and with others
in the community about. Of course when it comes to the conditions of employment for the most
vulnerable workers in the state the Liberal Party can always be counted on to oppose these things,
whether they are things like minimum superannuation standards, sick leave and pay leave. I am sure
if Mr Davis had been alive he would have opposed the Harvester judgement.
A member: Wage theft.
Ms PULFORD: Yes, wage theft. The list goes on and on. But what the Premier and the Treasurer
and Minister for Industrial Relations announced yesterday was a very significant reform and a great
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complement to the work of the Victorian community in not just flattening but crushing our second
curve and our second wave here in Victoria. I would note that today there are no active coronavirus
cases in Victoria, and that is a great testament to all Victorians.
But the pandemic has revealed some real vulnerabilities and particularly the relationship between
insecure work and people turning up to work sick and the public health risk that that entails. This
would have been a good reform and a good proposal before the pandemic, but given what we have all
learned during the course of this year about the additional public health risks and public safety risks of
people being in insecure work and needing to, when faced with a choice between feeding their families
and not feeding their families, turn up to work sick, then I think this is all the more important again for
those reasons. I know that our small business community do not want a third wave and I know that
our small business community do not want their employees turning up sick if there is a risk that they
will make customers sick, that they will make patrons sick and that they will make indeed their
managers and business owners and colleagues sick. So what was announced was the policy intent and
plan and time frame to consult.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:15): The answer is that you
did not consult with anyone and you are going to introduce it whether they like it or not, and I therefore
ask, Minister: has the government undertaken any modelling or any other economic examination about
job losses amongst casual employees of this casual employee levy, and if so, will you make these
assessments public, and if not, why not?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (11:16): Again, the Liberal Party,
unbelievably, throughout this pandemic have cared little for the public health advice and certainly over
the history of their party have cared little for the predicament of vulnerable workers in precarious
employment, so it is pretty cute for Mr Davis to come in here crying crocodile tears about the job
losses of casual workers.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, this is not an opportunity for the minister to go on a rant
against the opposition. It is a simple question, and she either has the economic material or not. She
should answer the question and, on the point of relevance, she should answer the question directly.
Ms PULFORD: The extent to which casual workers have been impacted by the pandemic and the
restrictions that have been required to get us to zero cases in Victoria are well known, and that
information is public. As for the announcements that the Premier and the Treasurer made yesterday,
as I indicated, the policy intent has been announced, as have the time frame and proposal for extensive
consultation with the community. But, my goodness, you people are something else. You come in
here, day in and day out, asking for restrictions to be wound back prematurely— (Time expired)
NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:17): My question is for the Attorney-General. Prior to
the 30 June deadline for organisations to sign up to the national redress scheme, the Attorney-General
said, and I quote, it is ‘just not acceptable’ that institutions do not sign up:
We will be making it a condition of contracts with the Victorian Government that institutions that have got a
liability when it comes to institutional sexual abuse join the redress scheme.

Ms Hennessy said funding was in jeopardy, including grants and funding to deliver social or other
services. To date, the Jehovah’s Witnesses organisations, which have over 1800 accusations of sexual
abuse against them, have not signed up to the scheme. Has the Victorian government stopped all
funding to Jehovah’s Witnesses related organisations, and if not, why not?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (11:18): I thank Ms Patten for her question and her ongoing interest and commitment to
this area. I will refer the matter to the Attorney-General in relation to the Jehovah’s Witnesses.
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Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:18): Thank you, Minister. As a way of a supplementary,
as I have previously brought this to the attention of the house over the last few months and years, the
Jehovah’s Witnesses organisations have gone to great lengths to sell assets, restructure their business
and charitable activities, consolidate their property portfolio and send vast amounts of cash overseas,
all in an effort to reduce their exposure to claims against them of sexual abuse. There are now
155 registered Jehovah’s Witnesses organisations in Victoria. Will the government now strip them of
the tax benefits they receive?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (11:19): Again I thank Ms Patten for her question, and consistent with my referral of the
substantive, the supplementary will also be referred to the Attorney-General.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: LET’S STAY CONNECTED FUND
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (11:19): Today I would like to take the opportunity to update the
house on the successful recipients of the grants of the $1.3 million Let’s Stay Connected Fund. The
Andrews Labor government has funded a range of projects from 16 organisations across Melbourne
and also 23 projects across regional Victoria, and I am sure Minister Symes is very pleased with that
as well. Grants up to $200 000 were provided to help communities promote connectivity and inclusion.
Most projects include digital and online components that seek to address the isolation being
experienced by different cohorts in our community.
From the allocation to the metropolitan projects, some of them are Connecting Junior Gardeners to
provide an online educational gardening program for primary-aged children, promoting physical and
outdoor activity and connecting with nature. The National Heart Foundation will develop a series of
podcasts and virtual meet-ups for young people living with heart disease. The Weenthunga Health
Network will develop and resource an online community to support and connect First Nations young
women in schools, university and work. There were many, many fantastic applications, particularly
from multicultural groups and from special interest organisations. It was probably oversubscribed.
Loneliness and isolation is an area of interest for the community, and I appreciate all the applications
and people putting thought into how we can alleviate this issue and make sure people stay connected.
SECURE WORK PILOT SCHEME
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:21): My question is to the
Minister for Regional Development. Minister, I ask you a similar question: what organisations in
regional Victoria have you consulted with or will you consult with on the impact of the government’s
casual employee tax on jobs in regional Victoria?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:21): I thank Mr Davis for his question. It is a
fantastic question because we really want to talk to and consult with many businesses, employers and
indeed those that are in precarious employment about not only the importance and the big difference
that this policy will potentially make to our casual workforce but how it is going to benefit businesses,
particularly in regional Victoria, as we are hoping more and more people move to regional Victoria.
Our policies are all about new businesses and growth in regional Victoria, so I want more employment
in regional Victoria. We want to work with businesses in consulting on what incentives there may be
for making people more permanent, but we want to have that safety net for that casual workforce. If
you are a casual employee and you have got a sniffle but you have got to put food on the table, not
being able to access sick leave has consequences that we know during a pandemic can be absolutely
catastrophic. I do not want people deciding between having Roll-Ups in their kids’ lunch boxes versus
being forced to go to work and potentially impacting their customers, their colleagues and, in turn,
impacting the productivity of country Victorian businesses.
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So there will be extensive consultation. That is exactly what the announcement was about. This is
budgeted to be a pilot. Identifying the cohorts that could participate in a pilot will be part of the ongoing
consultation, and it will include any interested business groups, whether they be in Melbourne or
country Victoria.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:23): I notice the minister did
not identify any specific organisation, but I ask in response to the minister’s—
A member interjected.
Mr DAVIS: I refer to the comments in this house earlier about the challenge of finding seasonal
fruit pickers and ask, given the massive shortfall in the largely casually employed fruit-picking
workforce, how a new tax on seasonal casual workers will help farmers get their crops to market.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:23): Mr Davis, we are continuing concerted
efforts to ensure that workforce shortages are met regardless of what industry. But as Minister for
Agriculture this has been something that I have been working on in a daily capacity. I come back to:
this is a pilot. We have not identified the cohorts that will be participating in the pilot, and I am sure
that all fruitgrower organisations will be very keen to consult with us not only on what we are doing
to help them attract workforces but on what we are going to do to ensure that they can continue to
attract workforces into the future and what they can do to ensure their safety at work.
GIG ECONOMY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:24): My question is for the minister for transport,
represented in this place by Minister Pulford. Last month three delivery riders for companies were
killed in Australia, including in Melbourne. Sadly another innocent delivery rider lost their life in
Canberra only yesterday. These incidents are becoming all too frequent. These gig economy delivery
companies have a duty of care to ensure their riders are competent as well as equipped with the
appropriate equipment, such as quality helmets and safety jackets, and that their scooters are in a
roadworthy state. These are workplace deaths. I ask the minister: what is the government doing to
ensure that gig economy food delivery companies are undertaking their responsibilities to maintain
proper WorkSafe practices?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (11:25): I thank Mr Barton for his
question directed to Minister Carroll, and I take this opportunity to express my deep condolences to
those four families that have been so impacted by the loss of their loved one. This is a really, really
important question at the intersection between workplace safety and road safety, and I really thank
Mr Barton for taking the opportunity to highlight that, and the nexus between the two, in the house. I
am sure Minister Carroll will very much look forward to taking the opportunity to provide you with a
written response, and I will make that request.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:26): Thank you, Minister. I understand these rideshare
companies do not require their riders to undergo any further training apart from their actual licences
or prove they have the capacity to safely ride and transport food. As we know, VicRoads plays a part
in ensuring riders and vehicles are safe to be on Victorian roads, and therefore my supplementary
question is: what VicRoads programs ensure that these delivery riders are capable and safe to be on
Victorian roads, and if there is not a program, why not?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (11:26): I thank Mr Barton for his
supplementary question and his interest in making sure that people are safe on our roads when they
are at work. I note the theme of the day around insecure work and the particular health and safety risks
of people who are in insecure work. I will seek a written response from Minister Carroll.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SHEARING INDUSTRY
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (11:26): Last week I had the opportunity to visit Yulong farm near Cavendish to see the
progress on the Andrews Labor government’s investment in the shearing industry. As part of our
$1.2 million investment, a new shearing app has been created to complement hands-on learning, and
I was pleased to launch the app at Yulong farm. The app includes instructional videos on shearing
techniques. Using virtual reality, students watch the videos and answer questions about techniques.
There are also health and safety resources on the app, such as how to look after your health as a shearer.
The app is a collaboration between South West TAFE, the Shearing Contractors Association of
Australia, Rural Industries Skill Training and Start Beyond—a great example of training and industry
providers coming together to ensure relevant, high-quality training. It is seriously impressive and a
great complement to hands-on learning.
The other part of the $1.2 million investment is the new entry-level shearing qualifications, which have
seen an amazing take-up. I am delighted to advise the chamber that the courses have exceeded the
enrolment target of 125, with 150 Victorians enrolled in the accredited shearing qualification this year.
In addition, our investment has ensured delivery across 14 separate locations across the state. And as
Minister Symes has already announced, there will be significant further investment in agricultural
training in this year’s budget, including in the TAFE system. These are fantastic investments, great for
rural and regional Victoria. We are getting on with the job of delivering for the wool industry, the
agricultural sector and regional Victoria.
COVID-19
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (11:28): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, the livestock exchange at Pakenham was closed in February for sheep sales, which has
caused many small farming operations to be seriously overstocked because they are without a local
market to sell. What was the health advice that saw the livestock exchange closed for the best part of
nine months?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:29): I thank Mr O’Donohue for his question.
Indeed the pandemic has had a disruptive effect on many businesses, and as we know, the meat and
livestock industry has such businesses. I must commend the industry on their ability to respond to the
challenges, put in measures to protect their staff and pivot to make sure that farmers had access to
alternative markets when issues were arising. And I must thank other states for taking on overflow and
things as well. It is a fantastic industry that really works together to bring about the best outcomes that
they can. In relation to the Pakenham facility, Mr O’Donohue, I might have to take that on notice to
get you some specific advice on the operating hours, because I do not have that at hand, but I am more
than happy to provide a written answer by tomorrow.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (11:29): Thank you, Minister, for agreeing to provide me
with some current information once you have had an opportunity to be briefed on that. I ask by way
of supplementary: there are many small producers in the Yarra Valley, the Mornington Peninsula and
West Gippsland who rely on this market. Will you intervene to ensure that these farmers have an
avenue to sell their stock in the interests of both agriculture and animal welfare?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:30): I will commit to do that, Mr O’Donohue,
yes.
COVID-19
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:30): My question is for the minister
representing the Minister for Health. There have been concerns raised in the IT sector about the
possibility of malicious use of QR codes. It is quite trivial to create a sticker with a QR code on it that
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points wherever you like. As these codes are becoming very widely used for contact-tracing purposes,
what sorts of safeguards and protections is the government putting in place to ensure scammers do not
take advantage of this new criminal opportunity?
Ms Symes: On a point of order, President, I might just seek your advice. Although the question has
been directed to the Minister for Health in relation to the QR apps and the protection against scams,
that would very much fall into the remit of the minister for consumer affairs in my initial view.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you for your point of order. Mr Limbrick, I think your question should
be directed to the minister representing the minister for consumer affairs, and that is Minister Leane.
Mr LIMBRICK: Thank you, President. I will take that redirection. I was under the understanding
that it was the Department of Health and Human Services.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (11:32): I am happy to pass this on to the minister for consumer
affairs. I think Mr Limbrick actually makes a very valid point, so I will make sure that the minister for
consumer affairs gives him a written response within two days.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:32): I thank the minister for passing that on for
me. My supplementary question is related to QR codes as well. Another issue with QR codes and the
contact-tracing data that they are being used to send is around privacy and data protection. Where will
this government data be held, and will it be destroyed once it is no longer required?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (11:32): Once again I will ensure that Mr Limbrick gets a
response from the minister for consumer affairs. As I said on his substantive question, it is a more than
fair question that he asks the minister.
Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, I think these are really important questions. The
department of health is developing the government QR code. There are a whole lot of private ones,
and the intention is that they will operate in a very complementary way. The substantive question from
Mr Limbrick was around scams, and that will be really appropriately dealt with by the minister for
consumer affairs. Like Mr Leane, I agree it is a very important question. The supplementary question
is about the holding of data in the government system, and the minister leading the development of
that project is Minister Pearson. I just think for ease of getting answers, it is a little messy but they are
important questions and there is high public interest.
The PRESIDENT: Mr Limbrick, there are two different issues here. I agree with Ms Pulford that
your first question was to Minister Horne and the second question was to a different minister. You
cannot have the supplementary to a different minister.
Mr Limbrick: On the point of order, President, the substantive and the supplementary questions
were both around the rollout of the QR code systems that are being developed by the Department of
Health and Human Services, I understood. That is why I directed it to the Minister for Health in the
first place, but I am happy to take direction.
Ms Symes: In an attempt to help facilitate this question, because I acknowledge that they are
related, how about we take it for the Premier and I will get you a fulsome answer in that regard.
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) (11:35): Today I wish to make a
ministers statement on a very creative jobs program for Victoria’s wonderful creative artists
community. Workers in our creative industries have been significantly impacted by the pandemic.
Sadly those of us with a passion for the arts and for culture, particularly for those who perform in front
of crowds, have had our theatres, concert halls, galleries, clubs and artistic spaces closed. Due to the
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highly contagious nature of this virus our artistic spaces will continue to be limited in patronage
numbers for some time, with more space required to keep us safe. Even as we stand here today with
24 days without a new case and no active cases in Victoria, this will continue to be a challenging
period of recovery for our creative industries.
The government is providing support for workers in the creative industries by funding jobs for artists,
designers, musicians, filmmakers and writers in government schools across the state. Last week I
announced that through our Working for Victoria program we will create more than 150 jobs for
creative professionals whose work opportunities have been impacted by the pandemic. Creative
professionals will work with teachers and students on curriculum-aligned creative projects that
respond to schools’ learning priorities. Students from foundation through to year 10 will learn new
creative skills across a range of subjects. Creatives will be matched with schools based on their skills
and goals and receive on-the-job support and mentorship throughout their placement. Training will be
delivered to prepare creative professionals for working in school settings and with diverse
communities, boosting their employability beyond the life of this program. Training for the first group
of creatives will begin in January, with the first placements to start in term 1. The program will run in
two stages across terms 1 to 3 in government schools across the state. It is a great partnership between
Working for Victoria, the Department of Education and Training and Creative Victoria, and it will be
delivered by Regional Arts Victoria.
AGRICULTURE WORKFORCE
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:37): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. On
Wednesday, 28 October, in this place you said that the seasonal labour worker shortage was an issue
that was keeping you awake at night. Given now four weeks have passed, why has no resolution to
this critical issue been achieved?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:38): Ms Bath, I do not think I can get through
an answer in 3 minutes. This is a very complex issue. This is an issue where we are having a multitude
of solutions that we are working through. We are having some great successes with engaging with a
new audience—a new potential local workforce—particularly our migrant communities who are
already here in Victoria. I am having weekly briefings with the amazingly hardworking Agriculture
Victoria staff, who are on the ground having conversations with every single—
Ms Lovell: Weekly? Why not daily? Hourly?
Ms SYMES: I would like them to actually get on with their job, Ms Lovell. We are supplying
workers through our Working for Victoria platform. We have workers that are available and being
connected with farmers every single day. We are continuing to promote the opportunities for people.
We are continuing to work with industry on incentives. We have the Agriculture Workforce Plan.
Hundreds of thousands of dollars are going out to industry to ensure that they can put on more vehicles
and more accommodation and make their workplaces safer so that they can attract more workforce.
We are having consultations and information sessions for school leavers so that they can take up
opportunities for summertime work. Obviously this is an audience that might regularly be off on
holidays after schoolies, but this is an opportunity for young people to put some money in their pockets
and work in a fantastic industry, whether it is picking cherries or tomatoes or, in the coming months,
apples, pears et cetera.
In relation to international workers, we have signed up to the Pacific Islander worker program and we
are working through quarantine options. Obviously Victoria have agreed to open up our international
borders under a quarantine system in the coming weeks. So there are several options that we are
exploring in relation to seasonal workers to supplement the local workforce. The other cohort that has
shown strong interest is what is colloquially known as the grey nomad cohort. This is an exciting new
opportunity to combine caravanning with potentially picking fruit and vegetables on the side.
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This is a problem for industry, and the government is committed to working with industry to explore
every single opportunity that there is. For any member in this chamber that would like more
information on the extensive work that is going on, I am more than happy to provide a briefing so that
you are across all of the opportunities and programs that you can assist with the information in your
communities to attract people to this important work this summer.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:41): I thank the minister for her response, but I feel like if we
looked back in time we would see that that was the answer we received four weeks ago. Minister, by
way of supplementary: with stone fruit coming off the trees now and the grape harvest only a matter
of weeks away, growers have lost faith in actually being able to have labour on the ground, so will the
government absolutely guarantee to ensure that they will have access to this seasonal labour that they
so desperately need?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:41): I think my substantive answer to the first
question was a pretty good summary of all of the work that we are doing. I probably missed a couple
of the programs because we literally have a dozen different things. I did not look at my notes before,
but we have got relocation allowances, we have got daily travel allowances and we have got night
subsidies, basically meaning that people can earn more by taking up these jobs because they are not
having to pay for accommodation and employers are not being asked to pay for travel costs and the
like. I would be confident that as a government we are using all of the levers that are available to us.
As a state government we continue to plead with the federal government, who are quoted as saying
that their job is done because they are willing to potentially stamp a passport of someone who might
get through the process, which takes six to eight weeks. I would love the federal government to be
more invested in the solutions to this problem, but because they are not the state government is picking
up the slack and continuing to roll out programs to attract workers to this workforce.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:43): I move:
That the minister’s response be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:43): My question today is for the minister representing the
minister for emergency services. I believe it is Minister Tierney. With the 2020–21 bushfire season
upon us, we have been hearing about the preparations the government have been making. One of the
resources the government has highlighted over recent years has been the aerial firefighting fleet. But I
believe the greatest resources we have to fight our bushfires are our experienced volunteer firefighters.
They have been there through our worst bushfires on the front line saving lives and livelihoods. With
so many changes over the past three years, how many volunteer firefighters do we currently have in
Victoria?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (11:43): I thank Mr Bourman for his ongoing interest in this area. I will refer the matter to
the minister for emergency services.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:44): I thank the minister for her answer. Minister, how
many volunteer firefighters did we have in Victoria at the end of March 2018?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (11:44): Again I thank Mr Bourman for his question. Obviously I do not have that level of
detail, and I will refer the matter to the minister.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: REGIONAL TOURISM
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:44): I wish to update the house on the Andrews
Labor government’s $465 million investment in regional tourism. Last week at Dal Zotto Wines I
joined the Premier and the minister for tourism to announce the Victorian tourism recovery package.
As we know, our tourism industry has been hit hard this year with the closure of international borders,
COVID restrictions, drought and bushfires. The north-east has experienced all of these impacts, so it
was fitting to be up there to announce our comprehensive recovery package. Of course I am a little
biased; I do not think it would be the first time that I am talking about food and wine from that region
in this place. But when you have places like Dal Zotto, Pizzini’s, Beechworth wines and Tolpuddle,
why wouldn’t I? Restaurants, wineries and hotels such as these will be at the heart of our recovery.
In my discussions with local communities a key message that keeps coming through as the opportunity
for regional Victoria is that tourism can lead our economic recovery in the regions. To help Victorians
explore our state and to help the industry bounce back we have allocated $28 million towards
120 000 vouchers to encourage people to stay in regional Victoria. Vouchers will contribute $200 for
those who are willing to spend $400 on attractions, tours or accommodation in regional Victoria. The
package is also about investing in the long-term success of our state’s world-class attractions. To build
momentum and the long-term success of the industry, we are investing $149 million to help build
infrastructure at major destinations. More than $47.5 million will go towards better visitor
infrastructure along the Great Ocean Road. Further funding for the Gippsland tourism recovery
package will improve tourism opportunities in that area, which has also had a very challenging year,
if not successive years. In addition, $150 million will support the Regional Tourism Investment Fund
to fund nature-based, First Nations, arts and culture, and food and wine projects. The package
demonstrates our commitment to make our tourism industry the best it can be, building on its strengths
to help the industry be globally competitive and a destination of choice for domestic and hopefully,
not too far away, international travellers.
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (11:46): I have got 29 answers to questions on notice:
1825–37, 2183, 2758, 2914, 2988–91, 3049–56, 3103.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (11:46): Regarding today’s questions: Ms Patten to the Attorney-General, two
days, Ms Tierney, for the supplementary and the question; Mr Barton to the transport minister,
Ms Pulford, two days for the question and supplementary; Mr O’Donohue to Ms Symes, one day for
the question; Mr Limbrick to Ms Symes, for the Premier, two days, both the question and the
supplementary; and Mr Bourman to emergency services, Ms Tierney, two days for the question and
supplementary.
Mr O’Donohue: President, I do not think you said the question and supplementary. I know the
minister did. For clarity, is it both the substantive and supplementary questions for Minister Symes?
Ms Symes: I said yes to the supplementary. Your supplementary was whether I would go and have
a look and intervene, and I said yes.
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Constituency questions
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (11:47): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and it relates to the announced funding for the Wonthaggi Lifesaving
Club: $289 000 has been announced by the member for Bass in the other place. Anyone familiar with
the Wonthaggi Lifesaving Club would know that this is a drop in the ocean compared to what is
needed, and it is nothing but stopgap funding following the complete destruction of the Wonthaggi
Lifesaving Club infrastructure and clubhouse in the storm damage in May last year. It is most
regrettable that it has taken 18 months for the government to recognise the need for this funding. As I
say, the $289 000 will do nothing more than allow patrols to take place this year. What is actually
needed is millions of dollars to fund a full rebuild. My question to the minister is: when will this
funding be provided?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (11:48): My question is to the minister representing the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Last week the Grampians management plan
was released, which tries to balance the need to preserve Indigenous heritage with the hobby, lifestyle
and tourist attraction of rock climbing. As a result, there are 66 sites, including world-renowned elite
rock-climbing spots, that have been declared incompatible with climbing. I do not envy the position
of trying to balance these two conflicting points of view; however, I have been contacted by a number
of tourism operators and passionate climbers who feel they have not been spoken to or considered in
the process thus far. I understand that Parks Victoria are accepting submissions until January, so it
would be appreciated if they could receive information about these sessions. My question therefore is:
what tourism operators or similar have been consulted thus far, and do you envisage the management
plan will be altered based on further consultation?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (11:49): My constituency question is for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. Recently I invited South Morang residents to complete a
community survey. I would really like to thank those residents who returned the survey. Our South
Morang residents take pride in their community and are concerned about the amount of graffiti and
the unlawful dumping of rubbish. Residents reported illegal rubbish dumping along Gorge Road, the
Plenty Gorge Park lookout, The Lakes Boulevard and along the Mernda railway line. Can the minister
advise me so that I can advise my constituents: will the government commit to extra police patrols on
The Lakes Boulevard to observe the ovals and The Lakes Reserve, Gordons Road and the entry to
Hawkstowe reserve and Gorge Road to deter antisocial behaviour and the unlawful dumping of
rubbish? South Morang residents, me included, care for our community and want a cleaner and safer
suburb.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:50): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place. The Inner West Air Quality Community
Reference Group was established in 2018 to investigate air pollution in Melbourne’s inner west, and
a report has been submitted to your department. What are the government’s plans to begin addressing
the 26 recommendations and the 65 supporting actions aimed at improving air quality for those that
live and work in the inner west as outlined in the report delivered in September? The report aims to
provide advice and recommendations for the government to consider as well as raise public awareness
of the importance of clean air for health, productivity, the economy and the environment.
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NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (11:51): My question is for the Minister for Education. The
merger of four government secondary schools into one school, Greater Shepparton Secondary College,
has divided the Greater Shepparton community, causing much angst for students, parents and teachers
of the four schools. When the transition model was determined in 2019 the principal, Genevieve
Simson, vigorously refuted genuine concerns for the potential reduction in teacher position numbers
both during the transition phase and when the single school campus opens in 2022. In fact Ms Simson
stated that all staff would enter into a two-year employment contract to be renewed in 2022. This was
clearly a deception. A number of teachers have left and there are now grave concerns that there will
be 20 less full-time equivalent teaching positions at the college in 2021. These are highly paid jobs in
our community and any reduction in FTE positions will negatively impact the local economy. Will
the minister provide a guarantee that there will be no reduction in FTE teacher positions at the Greater
Shepparton college in the 2021 school year?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:52): My constituency question is for the Minister for Health.
Minister, when will Northern Victorians be trusted to decide for themselves whether it is safe or not
to wear a mask indoors at work? Yesterday morning saw face masks largely disappear from the streets
of Northern Victoria. Although some chose to keep their masks on, many people’s faces saw sunlight
for the first time in months. After repeatedly calling for this, I was delighted to see at least some
relaxation of face mask rules. With above-40-degree temperatures forecast this weekend all along the
border, life outside will become bearable without a mask trapping heat on our faces. However, masks
remain compulsory in workplaces. For those who still have jobs and cannot work from home the mask
announcement means little. Not only will workers in shops and offices be forced to wear masks but
also people in workshops and warehouses that are just sheds without air conditioners. We have taken
a long overdue step but there is further to go. Northern Victorians—indeed all regional Victorians—
need to be treated like adults and be allowed to remove their masks in workplaces where it is COVID
safe to do so.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (11:54): My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education. Minister, I have been contacted by a number of constituents concerned about the dilemma
facing them and their children. The problem surrounds those parents whose children are starting school
for the first time next year. As things currently stand parents are not allowed at schools at all. Parents
tell me that they are not even allowed to attend transition sessions. There is a huge question mark over
whether they will be able to even take their preppy to school when it begins next year. This is causing
great distress to parents and children alike right across the western suburbs. Minister, will you provide
assurances to my constituents that this dreadful situation will change come February?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:54): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. Last year I joined the City of Whittlesea’s nightmare commute bus, and a
nightmare it was—2 hours and 12 excruciating minutes from Wollert to the CBD. The fragmented
Edgars Road has been a crucial missing link in Melbourne’s north for decades. A 1-kilometre stretch
between Cooper Street and O’Herns Road, as I understand, is nearly completed but is currently the
only part of this much-needed project that has begun. My constituent would like to know: what is the
government’s intended time frame to connect the new O’Herns Road section to Rockfield Street and
what is the time frame for an extension beyond Craigieburn Road?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (11:55): My question is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, or whoever might want to be responsible for this. Since their very recent installation the wire
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rope barriers along the centre of Fyansford-Gheringhap Road have been hit at least seven times. As
we head into harvest season, large machinery and vehicles will inevitably continue to hit these barriers
on this narrow country road. Will we only do something when a life is lost? Two days ago a fourwheel drive hit a wire rope barrier in Queensland tragically killing two children. These barriers cost
lives, stifle agricultural enterprise and have cost the Victorian taxpayer half a billion dollars and
counting. I ask the minister, whoever it is: when can we abandon the obsession with wire rope barriers
and stop installing them on Western Victoria roads where they are clearly not fit for purpose and
indeed dangerous?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:56): My constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Unattended and abandoned camp fires are a major risk to the
Gippsland environment, and particularly with the fire season coming on this sends a shiver again
through the spine of many of my constituents. The weekend immediately after the easing of the socalled ring of steel, Gippsland Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and
conservation officers found 32 abandoned fires, and I am sure there were others that they did not find.
Previous parliamentary reports recommended increasing fines and strengthening enforcement for
people who leave fires, especially on and before total fire ban days, as a strong deterrent. My
constituents want to know: what is the government doing to protect the Gippsland environment from
negligent and careless campers who leave fires unattended and abandon their fires.
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:57): My question is for the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it concerns the government’s announced plans for the
Suburban Rail Loop. I note that the state government’s Suburban Rail Loop assessment documents
show that the Suburban Rail Loop would be a significant investment and that opportunities to offset
capital costs and capture value should be considered. It goes on to say that innovative financing and
funding models should also be explored, particularly those aimed at offsetting the capital costs of the
project through developer contributions and value capture. What I am asking the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure to do is to rule out immediately that any levy or tax will be put on any small
business in the region that is covered by the Suburban Rail Loop or onto domestic houses, either on
their rates notice or through other value-capture mechanisms. I think they need to rule this out. This
tax on houses would have a significant impact.
Following question incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 15 September:
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria)
This constituency question was previously asked of the Attorney-General in April, but she has advised me
this week that it should be re-directed to the Minister for Corrections.
It follows numerous concerns raised with me by constituents in Beechworth about a recently released sex
offender.
Obviously, sex offenders who complete their sentences are released into our communities to try and resume
normal lives and integrate back into what can be unfamiliar environments and communities.
Some move forward and don’t re-offend, but others despicably use their freedom, second chance and
anonymity to continue to prey on people, including young children.
Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party has always publicly condemned those who engage in the sickening and
abhorrent crime of child abuse. We believe it is important to be proactive to protect all children from
experiencing sexual abuse.
It is within that context that I ask the minister to clarify under what circumstances or conditions someone
previously convicted of sexually assaulting multiple young boys would be free to live within close proximity
of a school, to change their name and to work where children are present.
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The PRESIDENT: Thank you, members. That concludes constituency questions. I just need to
make a couple of remarks about the questions today. We all know that a constituency question is
regarding your electorate. Now, I know some questions have been raised that could be about your
electorate but are broader, such as on masks or school times. They could be about anything. I just want
to hear from members questions that relate to just their electorate, not to a broader constituency.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, President, on a clarification such as it may exist, I am just keen to
know, given that in my instance today my constituency question was as a result of inquiries that were
made of me by constituents about the local situation, in future would you be ruling out the possibility
for me to take that question on board?
The PRESIDENT: My point is about a constituency question being related to your electorate, and
I know, Mr Finn, what you raised was in your electorate. I am not ruling it out, but I will be looking
into it more, and I will come back to you with more advice on this issue.
Petitions
Following petitions presented to house:
COVID-19
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
harsh and unjustified extended COVID-19 lockdown measures which have significantly impacted the
multibillion-dollar wedding industry.
Many couples have now postponed their wedding for a third time, causing financial hardship. These couples
have been unable to make changes to their wedding date and have lost deposits from multiple vendors—all
costs that can’t be recuperated. The mental impacts are obvious and many couples and their families have
been overwhelmed by the loss of years of planning and finances.
There has been no roadmap or indication as to what the future of weddings will look like. The extended
lockdown has caused supplies and vendors loss of income, or in some cases trading has ceased completely.
No consideration has been made for this sector.
Community transmission and case numbers have reduced significantly. The current restrictions on any
celebration, including weddings, has meant that couples are unable to start their life together. The current
restrictions have no consideration for cultural or religious values whereby some couples are not permitted to
see each other alone or start a family until they can be married.
We are not willing to accept harsh and unjustified restrictions which do not allow for any celebration. We
want a wedding without masks. We are willing to implement COVID-safe measures at venues including
documented guest lists, prior COVID-testing and the use of hand sanitiser. The options are endless yet have
been completely disregarded and not even considered.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to urgently outline a
roadmap for re-opening the wedding industry, including the implementation of a COVID-safe plan to allow
small family run businesses to return to operation and generate revenue.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (571 signatures).
Laid on table.
Mr FINN: I move:
That the petition be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
SMART METERS
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
electricity customers in Victoria do not have the right to request deactivation of radiofrequency
communications on an installed smart meter.
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Customers in other jurisdictions within the National Electricity Market and subject to the National Electricity
Rules have been given this choice. Victorian citizens have not been allowed to participate in the Power of
Choice framework which is in place in New South Wales, Queensland, Tasmania, South Australia and the
Australian Capital Territory and therefore have been denied the benefits of the competition in metering rules.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning now states that there are no plans to introduce
meter contestability in Victoria.
The constant pulsed radiofrequencies that emit from communicating smart meters affects some citizens. The
refusal of the Victorian Government to address this situation means that people who are sensitive to
radiofrequency emissions are being discriminated against and are being denied the right to control their own
exposure levels in their own homes. Repeated requests to Government for an exemption allowing deactivation
of communications, even with an accompanying medical certificate, have been ignored.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change, the Honourable Lily D’Ambrosio, and the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning to give Victorians the right to have radiofrequency communications deactivated on an installed
smart meter, particularly people with health issues who have obtained a medical certificate requesting this
accommodation.

By Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (377 signatures).
Laid on table.
PANMURE QUARRY
TO THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL OF VICTORIA
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
the Save the Hopkins River—Stop the Quarry group was formed in March 2020 in response to growing
concerns over environmental and cultural heritage impacts of a proposed bluestone quarry site at
1690 Ellerslie-Panmure Road, Panmure VIC 3265. The proposed quarry is located 220 metres from the
Hopkins River and opposite the south east corner of Framlingham Forest.
Group members hail from Panmure, Framlingham, Purnim and Wangoom and include neighbouring
landholders. The Save the Hopkins River—Stop the Quarry group object to the potential impact of blasting
on nearby residences, groundwater systems and Aboriginal burial sites and other culturally sensitive
Aboriginal areas. Other threats include bore water reduction, increased road traffic, threats to natural habitat
and species including the endangered southern brown bandicoot, platypus and the short‐finned eel.
In addition to emitting unpleasant odours, exposure to silica dust through quarrying activity can lead to the
development of lung cancer, silicosis, kidney disease and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. If allowed
to proceed, major impacts on natural and agricultural water systems may arise from contamination of
waterways. These include multiple springs in surrounding pastoral lands and the nearby Hopkins River.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Minister for Resources, the Hon
Jaclyn Symes, MLC, and the Minister for Planning, the Hon Richard Wynne, MP, to recognise the threats
and dangers posed should the bluestone quarry at Panmure proceed, and request that the Ministers intervene
and use their ministerial powers to ensure that Earth Resources Regulation do not issue a work authority for
the quarry, irrespective of the outcome of a planning permit application lodged with Moyne Shire Council.

By Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (664 signatures).
Laid on table.
HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY, DISABLED AND TERMINALLY ILL
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
need to reduce pain and suffering of the elderly, the disabled and terminally ill by building high rise flats
rented only to the elderly, terminally ill and disabled. These flats should be built next to hospitals state-wide
to reduce ambulance travel times and delays and save precious lives.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to work with the
Victorian Planning Authority and Australian architects to procure older and cheaper properties in Victoria
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that are in close proximity to hospitals and medical care facilities to convert into high rise flats for the elderly,
terminally ill and disabled as a prototype for the future.

By Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (129 signatures).
Laid on table.
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 12
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (12:04): Pursuant to section 35 of the Parliamentary Committees
Act 2003, I lay on the table Alert Digest No. 12 of 2020 from the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, including appendices. I move:
That the report be published.

Motion agreed to.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission—Board of the Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission—
Report, 2018–19.
Inquiries Act 2014—Interim Report of the Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and
Exploitation of People with Disability, pursuant to section 37(1)(a) of the Act.
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of Approval of the following amendments to planning
schemes—
Ballarat Planning Scheme—Amendment C226.
Boroondara Planning Scheme—Amendment C347.
Cardinia Planning Scheme—Amendment C250.
Colac Otway Planning Scheme—Amendment C101.
Darebin Planning Scheme—Amendment C167.
Frankston Planning Scheme—Amendment C130.
Glenelg Planning Scheme—Amendment C97.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme—Amendment C262.
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme—Amendments C217 and C222.
Hepburn Planning Scheme—Amendment C83.
Knox Planning Scheme—Amendment C187.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme—Amendment C170.
Maroondah Planning Scheme—Amendment C116.
Melton Planning Scheme—Amendments C222 and C223.
Mitchell and Whittlesea Planning Schemes—Amendments GC102 and GC156.
Monash Planning Scheme—Amendment C162.
Moorabool Planning Scheme—Amendment C95.
Moreland Planning Scheme—Amendment C213.
Stonnington Planning Scheme—Amendments C285 and C308.
Victoria Planning Provisions—Amendment VC192.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme—Amendment C236.
Wyndham Planning Scheme—Amendment C228.
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Yarra Planning Scheme—Amendment C279.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme—Amendment C159.
Yarriambiack Planning Scheme—Amendment C27.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament—
Alpine Resorts (Management) Act 1997—No. 128.
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005—Criminal Procedure Act 2009—Family Violence Protection
Act 2008—Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010—No. 127.
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005—Family Violence Protection Act 2008—Personal Safety
Interventions Orders Act 2010—No. 126.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989—No. 124.
Tobacco Act 1987—No. 129.
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998—No. 125.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 122, 123,
124, 125, 126, 127, 128 and 129.

A proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing operative dates in respect of the following act:
Professional Engineers Registration Act 2019—Part 1, Part 3, Sections 103, 104 and 105, and Division 2 of
Part 8—10 November 2020 (Gazette No. S575, 10 November 2020).

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS
Notices given.
GENERAL BUSINESS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:14): I move, by leave:
That precedence be given to the following general business on Wednesday, 25 November 2020:
(1) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Rich-Phillips in relation to COVID-19 impacts;
(2) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Davis in relation to the government’s new employment levy;
(3) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Davis in relation to the Suburban Rail Loop;
(4) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Barton in relation to taxi compensation; and
(5) notice of motion 424 standing in the name of Dr Bach relating to the impact of school closures.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:15): This statement condemns the Andrews Labor
government for presiding over a culture of corruption, secrecy and financial mismanagement under its
watch. Examples of such corruption and mismanagement under this government keep piling up. First
we had the failures of the government-botched COVID-19 hotel quarantine program—made worse
by allegations and evidence pointing to dubious and dodgy procurement practices relating to private
security guards and medical services provided to the hotels—a failed program that has now been
estimated to have cost Victorian taxpayers $195 million so far and which is mired in a $30 million
contract being awarded to a lead private security firm from Sydney which was not even on the
government’s panel of preferred tenderers. The inquiry saw a procession of key witnesses appear, all
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suffering mass amnesia. The ‘I don’t recall’ mantra became a predictable daily feature of the inquiry’s
hearings.
Concerning the inquiry, a veil of secrecy is pervading over its operations. The witness statements by
key players in the operation of the program have not been tendered and therefore have been kept secret,
away from public scrutiny. We have the unfolding drama of IBAC’s current hearings for Operation
Sandon, an investigation involving allegations of serious corrupt conduct, which has named former
member for Narre Warren South Judith Graley and former member for Cranbourne Mr Jude Perera.
We also have the sorry mismanagement by the Andrews government through a progression of major
state projects having their budgets blown out by billions of dollars. The Metro Tunnel, West Gate
Tunnel and level crossing projects are all billions of dollars over budget—an unprecedented level of
debt, sanctioned corruption and a deficit and public debt burden that will hang over future generations.
CHILD PROTECTION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:16): I rise today to speak about the vast and difficult
investigation into the major online paedophile network recently completed within our country. The
AFP’s Operation Molto was one of Australia’s most significant efforts targeting child exploitation,
with 146 tip-offs to authorities in Europe, Asia, the United States, Canada and New Zealand. The
investigation has so far found that 16 children from a childcare centre in New South Wales had been
allegedly sexually assaulted by a former worker. One of the alleged offenders was also an aged-care
worker. The alleged offenders are accused of producing and sharing child abuse material to a widereaching online network in Australia and overseas. Investigations began in February after the arrest of
Justin Radford, a 30-year-old man from the Central Coast who was charged with 89 offences,
including sexual touching of a child under 10 and producing and disseminating child abuse material.
Overall at least 46 children have been abused, some as young as 16 months.
My heart and thoughts are with the victims and the families and friends of these amazing young souls.
As a former sexual offences and child abuse investigation team detective, I can appreciate what the
investigators have done to secure these arrests and charges. Police services across all of Australia do
an amazing and gruelling job each and every day. I thank you for all the work you do to keep our
children and community safe.
VICTORIAN TRAINING AWARDS
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (12:17): Last week I announced on behalf of Minister
Tierney the winners of two Victorian Training Awards. Congratulations to the Centre for Continuing
Education on winning Victoria’s 2020 Community Training Provider of the Year award. The centre
has been through some difficult times, and in the last five years they have thrived as a not-for-profit
training provider by being innovative and fostering relationships with their local community. This has
resulted in the centre providing valuable skills to vulnerable and disadvantaged cohorts of their
community along with an exceptional success rate of completion and graduates finding jobs. It was
great to be able to present the award in person in Wangaratta to CEO Felicity Williams, board chair
Rob Carolane and centre staff.
Congratulations also to GOTAFE on winning Victoria’s 2020 Inclusive Training Provider of the Year
award. GOTAFE has shown commitment in developing inclusive, diverse and accessible education
spaces across their Victorian campuses, particularly for learners with disability. By embedding the
principles of equity, fairness and respect in their teaching model GOTAFE is ensuring that all students
get the chance to fulfil their potential regardless of their background or ability. Thank you to CEO
Travis Heeney, deputy board chair Angela Verde, staff and students for housing me at your Shepparton
campus. This initiative exemplifies the amazing quality of our education providers in Victoria, who
are continuing to kick goals even with the tremendous challenge of the coronavirus pandemic.
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DAME MARGARET GUILFOYLE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:19): It is with great sadness that I rise to pay tribute to the
life of a truly great Australian woman, the Honourable Dame Margaret Guilfoyle, AC, DBE. A true
trailblazer of women in Australian politics, Dame Margaret was first elected to the Senate in 1971,
having defeated around 20 men to gain preselection. Dame Margaret was first appointed to the shadow
ministry in 1974, and following the dismissal of the Whitlam government she was appointed Minister
for Education in the caretaker government.
Following the 1975 election Dame Margaret was appointed to the outer ministry as Minister for Social
Security, where she oversaw the introduction of the family allowance. She also established the role of
the commonwealth in day care and out-of-school-hours care, introducing and expanding funding for
preschool, day care, after-school care and youth refuges. A cabinet reshuffle in 1976 saw Dame
Margaret promoted to cabinet, becoming the first ever Australian woman to hold a federal cabinet
position with portfolio responsibilities. Dame Margaret would go on to also hold the cabinet portfolio
of Minister for Finance. In recognition of her achievements Dame Margaret was appointed Dame
Commander of the Order of the British Empire in 1979 and Companion of the Order of Australia in
2005.
Dame Margaret inspired and mentored generations of Liberal women who followed her. She was the
go-to person for a preselection reference when you wanted political clout, and those of us lucky to
hold those references will cherish them forever. My condolences to her husband, Stan, their three
children and their families. Vale, Dame Margaret Guilfoyle.
DIWALI
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:21): In the month of November a number of
communities took part in the celebration of Diwali festivities. Diwali is a celebration of light over
darkness and is the biggest event of the year for many people on the Subcontinent and elsewhere. It
was a privilege and indeed an honour for me to take part in the festival with members in the southeast, celebrating their culture and community resilience. It was a pleasure to be able to acknowledge
the tireless work of the Tamil Senior Citizens Benevolent Society and Tamil Women Benevolent
Society in organising a virtual Diwali festival.
CHHATH PUJA
Dr KIEU: I was also delighted to be able to contribute online to the celebration of Chhath Puja, a
festival dedicated to the sun god organised by Bihar Jharkhand Sabha of Australia and New Zealand.
While we may need to celebrate differently this year, there has never been a more important time to
come together in solidarity and to celebrate the good. Indeed many community groups have persevered
in the face of adversity and found new ways to keep their traditions and culture alive. Thank you to all
the volunteers, committee members and community leaders for organising the virtual festival. It is due
to the invaluable work of community groups and organisations that we are able to move towards a
brighter future. May these festival lights also bring hope to a beginning of triumphs over the darkness
of the pandemic.
AIR POLLUTION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:22): The quality of the air we breathe is affected by
emissions from traffic and industry and also dust, pollen and mould spores. It is a fact that 25 per cent
of the Australian population live with unacceptable levels of air pollution that are significantly
damaging their health. The smoke from the 2019–20 bushfires had devastating effects, as shown by
the royal commission. There are, however, suburbs within Western Metropolitan Region that are
continually experiencing toxic smoke because of industrial and landfill fires. In February this year this
house agreed to an inquiry I proposed that will seek solutions and future planning to improve air quality
across the state. A combination of pollen in the air has led to thousands of people suddenly having
asthma attacks. Our choice of the trees and plants and grass that we plant affect those with chronic
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health conditions. Victoria is positioned to take progressive and immediate action to minimise the
impact of air pollution for the benefit of all Victorians. I look forward to the commencement of this
inquiry in 2021.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:24): Yesterday two great myths were smashed for all time.
Labor likes to say it cares for the west. We can now say without any fear of contradiction that that is a
monstrous lie. Labor also likes to say it cares about the environment, another monstrous lie. The
decision by the Minister for Planning, Dick Wynne, to give the go-ahead to the dumping of
carcinogenic toxic soil in Ravenhall and Bacchus Marsh buries both myths. It is a despicable decision
that shafts locals in the west and presents ongoing danger to them and their families. Never again can
Labor lay claim to being the party of Melbourne’s west. Never again can Labor lay claim to my
constituents as their own. Never again can Labor put up any pretext that it cares for the environment
in the west. Locals are furious at this decision, and they should be. And so am I. Daniel Andrews was
warned years ago about this toxic soil, and he has now reaffirmed his view that the western suburbs
are the dumping ground of Melbourne. He also reaffirms his place in history as the worst Premier in
Victoria’s history. The people of the west will not forget, and nor will we forgive the crime committed
against us by this evil Andrews government.
BORDER CLOSURES
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:25): For the people of Northern Victoria the closure of the
state’s border has been a daily challenge. Each and every day anyone needing to cross for work, school
or daily life has had to sit in traffic queues for up to an hour and make sure they carry their permits
and identity documents with them. The phrase ‘Papers, please’ crossed from bad historical fiction into
everyday border life. Every time people crossed the river there was always a chance someone would
be turned back for not carrying the correct documents. At 12.01 on Monday morning the wall fell. The
gaping wound in the New South Wales and Victorian border communities was healed, and Victorians
were free to move again. After enduring the second lockdown, many Victorians are choosing to move
out of the state for good.
The border closure was yet another example of government overreaction—COVID theatre. Gladys
Berejiklian used a sledgehammer to buy votes in Sydney, and border communities paid the price.
There was absolutely no need to split border communities in two. There was no reason to keep families
apart. There was no justification to turn a 10-minute commute into an hour-long trial by traffic jam.
Of course just as the New South Wales wall fell this government was building a new, entirely
unjustified wall—Dan Andrews’s petty act of revenge on South Australia for humiliating him back in
July, hitting border residents again. But on the New South Wales border, freedom has been restored.
This was not the fall of the Berlin Wall, but for border communities it was the next best thing. I hope
to never see its like again.
ROD DREW
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:27): I rise to pay tribute to Rod Drew, a former CEO of
Field and Game Australia who recently died after a 12-month battle with cancer. Rod also worked
with the Shooting Industry Foundation of Australia, dedicating much of his life to representing and
promoting the firearms industry and the thousands of recreational firearms owners which it supports.
Only as recently as March Rod was rightfully standing up for the legal and legitimate small businesses
that are firearm dealers against the abhorrent decision of NAB and the Commonwealth Bank to close
industry accounts. The firearms industry needs as many fighters as it can get to push back against the
illiberal opponents of small businesses, recreational activity and the country way of life. We therefore
all owe Rod Drew enormous gratitude for his life of hard work and dedication to the industry. Vale,
Rod Drew.
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MORELAND PLANNING SCHEME
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:28): I have been contacted by residents of Brunswick
expressing great concern about amendment C190 to the City of Moreland planning scheme.
Amendment C190 aims to allow the government’s so-called VicSmart planning provisions, which are
not so smart, by the way—and self-praise is no recommendation, à la Donald Trump—regarding
applications for two dwellings on a household lot. If this proceeds in Moreland, neighbours will not
be notified about applications for two dwellings on a block, and they will have no right to appeal to
VCAT. This is yet another attack on residents’ rights to meaningful input in planning matters, and
frankly it makes a mockery of the council’s claim to want to consult with and listen to its residents.
Council officers have told Moreland residents that a key reason for taking away their right to object is
that while every second two-dwelling-on-a-lot application attracts objections, only one in
10 applications is altered as a result of these objections. They argue that objections are not altering the
outcomes in any meaningful way. Council officers are saying to residents, ‘Eighty per cent of the time
you object we think you’re wrong; therefore we’re going to take away your right to object altogether’.
If residents are objecting to 50 per cent of the applications, there is a problem, and residents need to
be listened to more, not less. I urge the Minister for Planning not to support this amendment, and I
further urge him to rule out the removal of residents’ rights to object.
VICTORIAN TRAINING AWARDS
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:30): I would like to share with the house and congratulate TAFE
Gippsland’s timber training unit manager, Mr Kevin Nunn, for being Victoria’s Teacher/Trainer of
the Year. The award recognises innovation and excellence by a teacher or trainer who provides
nationally recognised training to students in the TAFE sector. Based in Bairnsdale, Kevin has achieved
this recognition through his outstanding advocacy and energy as an educator and also for dedicating
his time to the community of East Gippsland as a recovery leader during the 2019–20 bushfires. Very
humble in his award speech and conversation with me, Kevin credits the role of training future timber
workers and emergency response staff as keeping our communities safe and very much keeping the
native timber industry vibrant. I commend Kevin for his professionalism, his leadership, his
enthusiasm and his dedication to educating foresters of the future—and for the past 25 years as well.
Native timber is a hugely significant industry in our regional economy, it is hugely significant in our
small towns and, along with plantation, it is one industry which must be around for decades to come.
COVID-19
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:31): I recently had the pleasure of meeting with the
South Asian Community Link Group-Australasia to talk about supporting multicultural communities
through COVID. Multicultural committees are such a strength to Victoria, yet they face additional
challenges during the COVID pandemic. For some of them the challenges include the difficulties of
information dissemination about the pandemic and the changing restrictions, the lack of interpreters,
the pressure to work in insecure jobs that are on the front line, financial hardship and the pressure to
have to work more than one job across multiple sites. These challenges mean multicultural workers
are at higher risk. As a result, many in the community are targeted and harassed. These are systemic
issues we are obliged to address as a broader community. I look forward to working closely with
multicultural community organisations such as SACLG and many other passionate and communityled organisations to help strengthen our multicultural communities.
LA TROBE UNIVERSITY LANGUAGE PROGRAMS
Dr RATNAM: Speaking of the importance of multicultural communities, culture and language, it
has been distressing to hear of the decision by La Trobe University to abandon its language programs.
Greek, Hindi and Indonesian studies are all set to go, along with other important humanities and
education subjects. The university sector is in crisis after being hit hard by COVID, and it has been
left to wither by an uncaring federal government. I understand that the Greek studies program is the
last of its kind in Victoria. Melbourne is home to the third-largest Greek population in the world, and
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removing the Greek language program risks undermining the Greek-Australian community and the
faith that they have placed in La Trobe University, including the stewardship of the Dardalis archives
of the Hellenic diaspora. I want to give a shout-out to La Trobe University students who are organising
to keep these courses. You have our support.
BUDGET 2020–21
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:33): We have not yet seen the
state budget, but there are real concerns about some of the capital aspects of this budget. We all support
capital being used to drive employment and to drive better outcomes for jobs. That is critical. But what
is needed is shovel-ready projects—projects that can be begun now and that can deliver jobs very
soon, not distant projects and not projects that are not properly costed. I say when you look at those
debt figures that were released on Saturday—$155 billion is where the state is heading with debt—
some of that is fine if we are actually driving jobs, but some of it is out into the distant future and will
not provide the jobs now when they are needed.
I say the state government have got a shocking record of squandering money on major projects because
they do not scope them; they waste money on key projects. Level crossings are a case in point: a good
idea poorly executed with massive cost overruns. And the problem with cost overruns is that the
money can actually be used for new capital spending if it is not squandered in that way and if you have
got tight control. The state budget could easily have up to $70 billion in new capital works. I say we
need greater transparency. We need to know the cost of completed level crossings. They will not
provide that. How secretive can you be? We need to see a business case for the Suburban Rail Loop.
That is critical. We need honesty and transparency. Get the facts out, and do not cover up.
Following statements incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 15 September:
BLAZEAID
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria)
Blaze Aid was borne out of the ashes of Black Saturday 2009. They are a charity which assists farmers across
Australia.
Hundreds of BlazeAid volunteers who have worked diligently since January to assist fire-affected residents
across the Towong shire following the devastating bushfires experienced last summer. Following the easing
of restrictions recently, in a period of just one month 29 volunteers cleared 6.9 kilometres of burnt fences and
constructed 10 kilometres of new fencing, using 2397 star pickets. The Towong shire has estimated that there
is 69.5 kilometres of fencing still to be re-rebuilt.
On 12 November, Blaze Aid released their official documentary, Spreading Like Wildfire, which tells stories
from the camps and fence lines. While the documentary focuses on a Blaze Aid camp in South Australia, the
story of the commitment and care of volunteers has been replicated across our burnt lands.
During the coronavirus pandemic, BlazeAid has offered food and board in return for fencing work. This has
helped backpackers caught up in the pandemic and allowed BlazeAid to keep its camps running and continue
essential rebuilding.
I thank and commend BlazeAid for their continued commitment to fire-affected communities.

GREAT OCEAN ROAD
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher Education)
Last week there was great news for communities in the vicinity of the Great Ocean Road, in the south-west
of my electorate.
I was so pleased to be at Eastern View’s Memorial Arch for the announcement of a fantastic investment of
$272.2 million that will upgrade the Great Ocean Road, its bridges, and the important hinterland roads.
The Great Ocean Road is not just a testament to the diggers who fought in World War I—it’s an iconic
attraction built on the very edge of a rugged coastline, with special engineering challenges.
It’s a great tourist attraction, of course.
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As well, along with the network of roads making up the south-west dairy supply chain, between the coast and
Princes Highway west, it’s also an important transport route for our agricultural produce.
Residents, regional councils, businesses relying on tourism, and farmers have contacted my office since last
week to say how excited they are about the boost this investment will give to regional visitation.
They’re also really pleased that the Andrews Labor government is addressing the major issues posed by milk
trucks and transports on roads that were never designed to carry such loads.
The upgrades will mean safer and more effective transport to processing centres and markets.
The inland roads are also vital to our regional communities, so the benefits of rebuilding, resealing and
widening will be widely felt.
As we recover from COVID, we expect that tourism in the south-west will grow and, along with the projects
generated by such a terrific investment, will support local jobs and economies.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION AND ORDERS OF THE DAY
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (12:34): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 403 to 409, and orders of the day,
government business, 1 and 2, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
FOOD AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms PULFORD:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:35): I am pleased to be able to rise and speak to the
Food Amendment Bill 2020. This bill has been introduced into the Parliament to do a number of
things. It is basically going to enable councils to pay a charge for any use made by them of an online
portal for any business that is registered within their local government areas. This has come about,
according to the government briefing that I was provided with, due to a review that was undertaken
with small business back in 2018. But it does have some issues around it, and I will come to those
issues during the course of the debate.
Other things this bill does: it makes changes to the provisions concerning the registration of food
premises, including the removal of provisions relating to the transfer of registration; it amends
provisions relating to food safety programs; it enables regulations and guidelines to be made about
primary food production; it prescribes further offences and infringement penalties; and it makes minor
and consequential amendments to the Food Act 1984.
As I said in my opening remarks, it is largely dealing with the ability for councils to monitor and
provide registration to food and catering businesses within Victoria’s local government areas. I
mentioned also that it came out as part of the 2018 small business regulation review that was
undertaken by the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS), and at that time it was
recommended that reforming food safety regulations and the regulatory burden for businesses in
relation to registration should be looked at.
Now, what this bill does is, as I have mentioned, introduce an online platform that will be undertaken
through those local governments and through the DHHS. When the briefing was undertaken there
were a number of questions in relation to how many platforms there already are. It is my understanding
that there are around five platforms that local governments use for their small businesses to register,
for those that need to be regulated through health and safety mechanisms. Whilst this is looking at
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reducing costs for businesses by having an online portal, there still have arisen some questions around
how it will be maintained. Looking through the bill and looking at some of those provisions in the bill,
there is some concern that in actual fact the costs will be much higher. That will be passed on to the
councils. The councils will have no opportunity to assist businesses but will have to pass those costs
on. This is particularly concerning for those councils in rural areas, because they do not have the
capacity to raise revenue like some of the metropolitan councils that can raise revenue through parking
or the like. They are very, very constrained in terms of what they can do due to the rate-capping
provisions that the government has in place. These concerns were raised.
Clause 3 of the bill outlines that online portal, through this electronic registration system, which will
be maintained and operated by the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human Services. It is
pretty well self-explanatory, but what is unclear is about those costs, as I said. The bill talks about the
renewal and registration processes, and if there are multiple businesses in different local government
areas then it is going to have one registration process, which will make it much easier for those
businesses that have multiple premises in different local government areas. But what it does not do is
assist those businesses that are sold halfway through a year, for instance, and there is a renewal process
that any business will have to undertake. This bill looks at that issue and also at the renewal and transfer
for any business. That registration will not automatically be transferred as in the past; it will require a
new and ongoing charge.
If I can just go to the main points that I really want to go to because those concerns were raised by a
number of councils after I sought to get some feedback from them. In clause 54 of the bill it does state
that the charge paid by each council for the use of the online portal will be published in the Government
Gazette, and that the charge is to be set and paid in accordance with the methodology specified in the
notice. This I think is quite revealing because during the briefing I asked a number of questions in
relation to what these costs will be for the councils. What will that come to and how will that be dealt
with? Many of the councils have said, ‘Well, look, we did have consultation about the co-design of
the online portal’, but the department did not speak to them about this ongoing charge. A number of
councils have said to me that they have not budgeted for this cost. One particular council has said to
me that:
We have not budgeted for this or been informed of the level of cost involved. If introduced it will be something
we would need to consider passing on through registration fees.

Of course that is their concern: any ongoing cost that this mechanism would have attached to it would
then have to be passed on to businesses. As we know, businesses are already doing it so tough. They
were doing it tough pre COVID, but COVID has obviously decimated so many businesses, especially
in rural and regional areas where a lot of these businesses that deal with food—cafes and the like, or
mobile food vans where tourists have been visiting—have been absolutely smashed through COVID
and a lot of them are really struggling with ongoing costs. Another council said to me that they have
very serious concerns with the online portal because it is a cost to utilise a state-based system and it
should not be put into a local government area. They are saying that because the department is
operating it they should bear the brunt of the cost and not be passing it on to the local council area.
The feeling at the briefing was that up to 70 per cent of councils will do this and therefore every other
council will probably follow suit. So that choice and the five online portals that are in existence that
they already use will, over time, be phased out and they will have to come on board to the DHHS
portal system. Those are their concerns because they actually do not know what the overriding cost to
maintain that online portal will be. One council, the Greater Geelong City Council, has actually said:
While we acknowledge the portal is opt-in, to have some councils using this and some not would only increase
the inconsistencies between councils, create more confusion for customers managing business across multiple
LGAs, and does not address the key recommendations of numerous reviews/commissions to reduce the red
tape burden on businesses.

So a very good point made by the Geelong city council, which has responsibility for regulating and
registering the largest number of food outlets and premises outside metropolitan Melbourne. They said
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the burden to charge councils for information that the department already requires councils to report
to them should not be part of any future cost calculation. They are also arguing for further transparency
regarding the charging of fees and suggest providing a cap to the fees. These are questions that I will
go into in the committee stage to get some clarity around a number of concerns that councils have
raised about the ongoing costs. As I mentioned, their view is that the transfer of registration removal
and the period of registration should help reduce red tape for business and local government and they
are supportive of those registration transfer applications that this bill provides for. I think there are
some very good elements in the bill but there are still some queries that we need to tease out.
I have got some more comments from another local government area, the Yarra Ranges, and they are
quite concerned because they state that they had insufficient and inconsistent consultation on the
changes that are proposed in this bill. Now, that is in direct contrast to what the government has said—
that councils were consulted widely. And I think this is where the confusion is, because there was
consultation around the co-design of the online portal, knowing that this work needed to be done to
streamline some of the effects. But still there was no consultation about that cost, as I have already
mentioned. In fact the Yarra Ranges feedback was:
… Council is supportive of the implementation of a state-wide registration platform to reduce red tape for
businesses. However, we believe an insufficient level of engagement was undertaken by the Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS) to clearly outline the financial and resource impact on Councils.

Again there is that view around the insufficient consultation and response. Now, because this was such
a big issue—and I did not get a huge amount of feedback from councils, I must admit; I did speak to
a number of them, and I did speak to, obviously, small business owners who also were worried about
the passing on of costs—I think the government has to be very clear and upfront about that, because
what we were told in the briefing was that the modelling that the department has undertaken suggested
the registration and maintenance fees for this online platform that the department is going to provide
will be a cost of around $15 to $20 annually, and that cost will then be passed on via councils to
business. So I do think we need to get that clarity and clarification from the government so that
everybody is clear—councils are clear and businesses understand that there will be a cost to maintain
this online portal when it comes into being.
If I can just go to the aspects now around what the bill does to amend provisions relating to food safety
programs, I would like to mention a couple of points in relation to the recent inquiry that this house
undertook into an area that this part of the bill really addresses, and that is the inquiry into the closure
of I Cook Foods Pty Ltd. Now, the report is very substantial. We did that inquiry, which this house
undertook and I was very much a part of, in a very short period of time. It was a really very important
inquiry, because it actually exposed some of the flaws in the food safety programs provisions and how
councils often have a different view of what is expected from legislation. Out of that we made a
number of recommendations. There were a number of findings, and some of those findings did relate
to how:
The City of Greater Dandenong did not adequately fulfil its role as the responsible food safety regulator in
respect of its management of I Cook Foods Pty Ltd.

Another finding was:
The City of Greater Dandenong did not ensure that long-term food safety issues at I Cook … were properly
addressed in line with its food safety management processes and did not adequately communicate these issues
to I Cook …

Another finding was that there were:
… deficiencies in process and access to procedural fairness.

Also, importantly, another finding was that:
The City of Greater Dandenong did not routinely review or refine its food safety processes to the standard
expected of a food safety regulator.
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And we made a recommendation because of all of these findings and the inconsistencies and the
confusion around what was going on and, quite frankly, whether there was a miscarriage of justice in
relation to the closure of I Cook Foods, and of course we are seeing more and more of this come out
in the media. This inquiry has uncovered so much, and the investigation is still going on by the
appropriate authorities, and I am not going to comment on those. But what we did was expose some
issues; we brought it out into the public domain, and from that this work has led to further investigation.
I am very pleased that is occurring, because that was part of the minority report that Dr Bach—who I
know is in the chamber today and who was on that committee—had a huge input into, and Ms Patten,
who chaired the inquiry.
Obviously it was really interesting, and I think we would all agree that there was so much that was
uncovered. I would hate for the department to have undertaken elements that are now being exposed
through the media, where videos and all sorts of evidence that were not presented to the inquiry have
now been found. If there were cover-ups and that information was not provided in the proper manner—
that closure undertaken by the then acting chief health officer, Dr Sutton, and whether he was acting
on that advice given to him incorrectly—I think that needs to be further explored. It certainly was not
an opportunity for us to do so.
Out of that report, as I said, there were a number of recommendations, and one of the recommendations
was that the Food Act:
… be amended to establish a uniform escalation process for local councils to notify repeated non-compliance
of businesses to the Department of Health and Human Services.

There were other findings and recommendations. In fact there were quite a few. I will not go through
all of them. There was a whole range of issues around the ability of the department to be acting
appropriately and having timely information provided to them through electronic means. I think there
is overall support for technology to be used and that we do provide businesses with that certainty so
that they are all clear with the requirements that they have got a duty to provide to the community, but
also government agencies need to be very clear and transparent in relation to the information that they
are providing when they are making these big decisions, like in the instance of I Cook, where they
shut that business down and where dozens of people lost their jobs and where reputations were trashed.
As I said, I would hate for there to be a miscarriage of justice should these further investigations make
untoward findings. All of these issues around that very important inquiry that this Parliament
undertook were exposed, and they are reflected in this Food Amendment Bill that we are debating
today.
I just want to say in conclusion that there are many issues that I do think small businesses are now
coping with, and none more so than the issue around ongoing costs. We need to be supporting small
business. We do not need to be putting on more taxes and burdens. We are seeing the government’s
introduction of a levy for casual work staff—a levy placed on business to pay for their sick leave. This
is just ongoing. We do not want to kill business. We want to support business. We have to be absolutely
acknowledging that all of these costs mount up. Any one of us who has had a small business, who has
worked in a small business or who has operated a small business understands exactly the requirements
that small business need to undertake. You know that there are so many issues you are dealing with.
Unfortunately there are not too many on the government side that have worked in small business, and
they have not really understood the impacts of decisions that they have made through the COVID
crisis. They have not understood the ongoing impacts that another tax or another levy will put on small
business. Those burdens are mounting by the day, and it is small business—that private enterprise,
that innovation, that entrepreneurial element within our community—that provides so much. It is the
colour and a wonderful aspect of so much of our community, of so many businesses, especially in the
food industry, which this bill inherently addresses.
We once had a very proud reputation here in Melbourne as the food capital of the world, with so many
wonderful restaurants that provided the most extraordinary quality of food, and that is something that
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we hope when we get through this pandemic we will return to. But sadly it does not look like that is
the case when you look down the streets of the CBD or see so many other aspects around metropolitan
Melbourne and regional Victoria where they are doing it very, very tough. Most of that could have
been avoided—the extended lockdowns—if the government had done their job properly. We all know
their failures and the policy decisions that they made in relation to hotel quarantine. Can I say, while I
am on it, in terms of the Legal and Social Issues Committee that undertook that inquiry into the closure
of I Cook Foods, it is that same committee that I am a part of that is doing another important inquiry,
into contact tracing.
Again, we want to be supporting small business in relation to people having an ability to feel safe and
for those businesses to open. This bill may put an ongoing cost on small business, and we do not want
that. So I will be asking questions in committee around that clarification so that those councils that
have contacted me will understand exactly their responsibility and how they are expected to pass that
on and what that cost will be. Because I do think it is concerning that again there was very little
information that could be provided to us about the cost, and we know this government have a very
poor history in IT projects and how badly they handle them. If you just look at Myki or HealthSMART
and a whole range of others, they all blow out. It just goes with the territory with this government with
their project management—it does not matter if it is IT or large infrastructure, they all blow out.
The government might want to try and spend their way out of the COVID crisis and use that as a cover,
but it is the projects that blow out and the money that is wasted time and time again. So I do think it is
important that we understand exactly what the cost is of this IT system so that those councils
understand exactly what they are going to have to pay for and how that will be passed on to their
consumers, meaning small businesses, in the food and beauty areas that will fall under the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act and those public health and wellbeing aspects that the Department of Health
and Human Services have responsibility for. With those words, I will conclude my contribution, and
I look forward to receiving answers to many of the concerns I have outlined during the debate today.
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:57): I am pleased to be making a contribution on the
Food Amendment Bill 2020. The bill will amend the Food Act 1984 to improve its operation by
facilitating better administration and supporting current administrative practice. This bill will also
amend the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. Food standards are critical. These standards affect
how our farmers grow food, how it is manufactured, how it is transported, what we buy and what we
eat. They affect every aspect. While it may seem autocratic, these standards are there to protect
people’s health and wellbeing. These standards also dictate how food is advertised and how it is
reported.
I want to emphasise the importance of these food regulations because if one thing goes wrong,
everyone will have to pay the price. That is why this bill makes very important changes to support our
business community. The first amendment in this bill relates to the introduction of a statewide online
combined business application portal. All 79 councils have signed up to and gotten involved in this
program. This shows that the government is on the right track. These changes in this bill will allow
for cost recovery by way of a user charge for local councils to support the implementation and ongoing
maintenance of a statewide online combined business application portal and council reporting and
compliance management database.
The online portal introduced by this bill is a key component of a series of food safety regulation
reforms endorsed by the small business regulation review—retail, which identified food safety
regulation as carrying the highest level of regulatory costs to both businesses and local councils. This
portal aids the councils in cutting down the bureaucracy and reducing the stress on small businesses.
This portal will also aid the councils in understanding the regulations better.
The small business regulation reform review also found that local government in 79 councils had
different interpretations of the Food Act 1984. These different interpretations are problematic at many
levels. Businesses have to apply different regulations depending on their locations. A budding
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franchise might struggle because of that. These inconsistencies across councils add to the cost of
establishing food premises in Victoria and make the processes more complicated, uncertain and
tiresome for small businesses. This portal reduces this regulatory burden on both small businesses and
councils and makes it easier to do business at a time when it is of utmost importance that our small
businesses have access to streamlined processes and are not facing unnecessary costs.
Our small business community has gone through immense hardship during the COVID-19 period, and
we are doing everything in our power to help them bounce back stronger. We have supported the small
business community and will continue to do so. We think that business owners not only in Western
Metropolitan Region, my constituency, but across Victoria deserve a simpler system. The councils can
provide this through the online portal without complexity and complications. As mentioned before,
this is another step the Victorian government is taking to reduce the regulatory burden on small
businesses. We have made it easier for people to do business in Victoria through streamlined, enhanced
and consistent regulatory practices.
These reforms will cut costs. As the restrictions are easing, many people are rushing to book their
favourite restaurants and cafes. Our local restaurants and cafes bring so much joy into our lives. These
are places that bring immense comfort to us, and I know that this bill will bring immeasurable comfort
to the businesses too. This bill will improve ease of engagement with food regulators, simplifying
processes for small businesses and resulting in reduced costs. This improved consistency will also
make it easier for new businesses when they register, as the online portal will include full transparency
regarding requirements in the application process rather than a number of different requirements and
processes across various council areas.
The small business regulation review program is part of the Victorian government’s commitment to
making it easier to establish and grow a small business in Victoria. The reforms recommended by the
review are intended to cut compliance costs and free up small business owners’ time. This bill in
particular removes unjustifiable red tape, making it easier for small businesses to identify their
obligations, making regulatory services more efficient and simplifying regulatory approval processes.
During the review a survey was conducted. Regulatory costs in running a small business was identified
as one of the issues by over 50 per cent of respondents. Half of all respondents to the survey also
wanted the government to improve the quality and consistency of regulatory information. By
providing consistent, quality regulatory information to businesses, the Victorian government is
simplifying their business struggles. We have an opportunity to support Victorian businesses here. The
user charge proposed by the bill will allow the Department of Health and Human Services to recover
the cost of the implementation and ongoing operation and maintenance of the portal.
This bill also includes a number of miscellaneous changes that will support improved administration
of the Food Act by local councils. These proposed changes respond to the concerns raised by local
councils in the small business regulation review relating to the interpretations of the Food Act and
subsequently the ability to provide businesses with greater regulatory certainty. These miscellaneous
changes include clarifying various administrative processes governing the registration of food
businesses, such as removing the concept of transfer of registration and providing additional
enforcement powers to close enforcement gaps.
Years ago I stood on the Parliament’s steps to bring the plight of business traders to the attention of
the then Liberal government, and today in this chamber I again speak to support our small businesses
and traders. Many businesses have struggled to understand the information on the regulatory steps
required to get their business started. The west is host to many entrepreneurs from culturally and
linguistically diverse communities. Language is a barrier for many people, especially when it comes
to bureaucratic language. Business owners can spend long hours trying to figure out the regulations
and requirements. So I am very happy that we have these amendments in front of us. These
amendments will support our business community so that they do not have to spend hours dealing
with red tape. The time spent on red tape can instead be spent on providing great service to the local
community.
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This has been a tough year for everyone. I think we can make it easier for our business community
through these amendments. Small businesses are encumbered with stress and anxiety, and as I said
before, the online portal will ease that quite a bit. This online portal will also play a critical role in
bettering public health outcomes with live and recent data readily available regarding outbreaks and
investigations. Food retailers in Victoria will have an easier time running their businesses. Victoria
has an amazing food scene. Our food culture in Victoria is the best, and now that restrictions have
eased we all cannot wait to get out and about. Let us remove barriers, let us remove the unnecessary
red tape and let us streamline the regulations. It is an opportunity for us to improve the regulations to
support the businesses. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (13:07): I am pleased to rise to speak to the Food
Amendment Bill 2020. As previous speakers have said, this does aim to support a more consistent and
transparent regulatory process for the regulation of our food businesses, our cafes and all of those
businesses that we are so pleased to be back visiting and eating in. It does this by providing an online
portal for councils. I have to say this intention to provide this portal will help improve councils’
reporting processes, compliance, monitoring and operational decision-making. This is very important.
Again, I will also make mention of the Legal and Social Issues Committee’s inquiry into I Cook Foods.
What we found was that there were big problems in these areas. We really found that, particularly in
Greater Dandenong City Council, a lot of those areas were lacking, that information was lacking and
that those processes were lacking. This bill actually goes some way to improving and addressing a lot
of the issues that the committee found in what was a whirlwind inquiry. In less than a month we
produced a 200-page report that really did highlight a lot of the shortcomings in the Food Act 1984
and also in the ways that councils reported and regulated food businesses. This bill does go to a number
of those areas that the committee found. We certainly made recommendations that the Food Act be
amended. This goes to some of those areas that we found were lacking in the Food Act. I am really
pleased to be supporting this bill because I think it does modernise the Food Act in many ways.
I think there are still more ways that we could go in modernising the Food Act 1984 and in streamlining
it to make it easier for small businesses but also for councils to regulate those small businesses. That
was certainly what we found with I Cook Foods. I probably will not say too much about it because
there are still court proceedings being undertaken, but we found that the communication processes just
were not adequate. The communication processes were outdated and they were severely lacking, and
this led to some of the problems that led to the closure of I Cook Foods. In fact had those problems
been fixed—who knows—it may actually have meant that that business would not have closed down.
We saw that the City of Greater Dandenong just could not manage the processes, and I certainly think
that a number of the amendments in this bill do go a long way to addressing that. I guess it is just
another note to say why parliamentary committees are important and why, particularly as an
Independent member, I really gain so much from the inquiry process and from the parliamentary
committee process. You get to do a very significant deep dive into legislation and into the issues that
you might not have the opportunity to do otherwise. I certainly found this with I Cook Foods. I learned
a lot about the Food Act that I probably never thought I would need to know. I learned a lot about
unseasonal slugs and the mating and sleeping patterns of slugs—things I never thought that I would
learn about in my life. But I am much wiser on the goings-on of slugs in February in Melbourne.
This bill does make some really good and I think really sensible amendments, including that when a
business changes hands the business needs to be re-registered. It is not that the business under
completely new management stays registered; it actually now requires a re-registration process. I think
these are all very sensible amendments that will lead to greater transparency.
When you look at the recommendations that the inquiry into I Cook Foods made, we found that the
Food Act really was lacking and that it needed amendments to enable the management of conflicts of
interest where a local council is a shareholder in that business and is authorised to regulate and
determine. There was this conflict of interest where you had a local council that ran a food business
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and regulated food businesses in their area, and this did highlight some conflicts there. Now, this bill
does not go towards remedying that, but I think that certainly is something that we would recommend
the government does consider going forward in what I imagine will be a series of amendments to the
Food Act 1984. It does go towards consolidating reporting requirements. It goes to a way of providing
online transmission for publication of orders and for publication of reporting. I think these are all very
much needed and will be welcome modernisations of our processes for regulating our food businesses
in Victoria. It is part of the way, and I think the online portal will be something that will be appreciated
by businesses and councils alike. I will listen with interest to some of the questions that Ms Crozier
will raise during the committee process, but on that note I commend the bill.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:14): I rise to also speak on the Food Amendment Bill 2020,
which will amend the Food Act 1984 and the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to support the
introduction and implementation of an online platform for compliance management for food and
catering businesses across Victoria’s many local government areas. As we have heard already in this
house and indeed as I have noted through the debate in the other place, the purpose of this bill will be
achieved through streamlining processes and also removing red tape for small businesses. These
measures are guided by the 2018 small business regulation review that the Department of Health and
Human Services handed down. It recommended reforming food safety regulations and regulatory
burden costs for small businesses and also for local councils.
We in the coalition have a long and proud history of supporting our small businesses. While this bill
will reduce some regulatory costs for small businesses, there are other areas of concern that I wish to
raise during the period that I have for my contribution this afternoon. The overall cost for implementing
the online platform has not been determined by the Department of Health and Human Services. When
it comes to ensuring the effective and efficient operation of online platforms, that department just
cannot seem to get it right. We need only look to how the department has managed its contract-tracing
platform—multiple contract-tracing platforms, as I heard through the contact-tracing inquiry, hearings
for which finished just yesterday. We heard about pure incompetence. At this stage we only know that
in this case, in speaking about the bill before the house today, the modelling done suggests the
registration and maintenance fees of the platform may cost somewhere between $15 and $20 annually.
Why don’t we have more precise costings? How can we be certain that the cost will not be higher than
this? There is also nothing in this bill to suggest that the government will provide financial support for
the ongoing fees and the administration of the online platform.
Over the past few months Victorian small businesses have been decimated. The mandated closure of
many small businesses has caused economic ruin for so many of our fellow Victorians, and the
Andrews government’s inconsistent restrictions placed unfair limitations on business operators
struggling to make ends meet. During this time, and I am sure I am not alone in this, my office has
been inundated with messages and calls from concerned small business operators who report having
to navigate strange, ad hoc technicalities and nonsensical paperwork with impossible turnaround
periods. It even reached the point—and this was put to me by numerous business operators in my
electorate—where paperwork was on a number of occasions simply lost.
With all these mishaps as the backdrop, why is it that the government has not turned its mind to how
it can support small businesses with the implementation of this platform? On this side of the house we
know that small businesses represent the best of Victoria’s entrepreneurial spirit, that they want to
provide high-quality services and that they take much pride in the extent to which they provide
employment to other Victorians. Especially during this time it is important that the government does
not further cripple small businesses by imposing even more cost burdens. While increased
convenience and the reasonable removal of regulatory burdens for small businesses will always be
coalition policy, here it could be a case of two steps backwards and one step forward for many small
businesses. I will note the comments of my friend Ms Crozier a little earlier in this debate that more
than ever we as a house want to be supporting small businesses; we do not want to kill small business—
and every single cost burden adds up.
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I am also concerned by the potential of this bill to strip freedom of choice from Victorian small
businesses. Currently in Victoria there are five different IT platforms of administration and
compliance. That is across 79 different local councils. While the system will be voluntary, the
department maintains that if 70 per cent of councils opt to implement the platform then it will gradually
become mandatory by default. This will ultimately take choice away from local councils.
I was interested by the comments made a little earlier in this debate on behalf of the government by
Ms Vaghela. She spoke about turning to the provisions of the bill regarding food safety standards and
that it is immensely important that we have an appropriate regulatory framework to keep the
community safe, and of course I agree with her wholeheartedly. She also spoke about the need to make
it easier for businesses to do business, and again I would agree entirely with her. Following
Ms Vaghela we heard from Ms Patten, who chaired the inquiry into I Cook Foods. I was on that
inquiry with Ms Patten and my friend Ms Crozier. As already has been noted, this bill before the house
today does respond to some of our findings through that inquiry and yet, to echo the words of
Ms Patten, far more work needs to be done.
Our inquiry uncovered some really troubling irregularities. In particular what we found was that the
waters were muddied given the relationship between the state government and the main competitor of
I Cook Foods. In a minority report several members, including me, asked for further investigation into
potential impropriety. We noted that during the process to close I Cook Foods, a process that saw
45 people lose their employment and a multimillion-dollar business go bust, both the council and the
government were funders of Community Chef, I Cook Foods’ direct competitor, and the chief
executive officer of the council was a member of the board of directors of Community Chef. We also
noted that witnesses before the committee claimed that one of the reasons for the closure of I Cook
Foods was to enable Community Chef to take a greater share of the market in which they both
operated. A secret report from Pitcher Partners consulting shows that Community Chef was at this
time in a really parlous financial position. Consequently that report also contained a series of
recommendations to government regarding additional substantial support, financial support, for
Community Chef.
In light of these really troubling revelations, various members, including me, recommended that an
agency external to government, with significant investigative powers, consider further examination of
these allegations. Now, that has yet to take place. But again coming back to Ms Patten’s earlier point,
not only the minority report but the substantive support also should now be considered in detail by the
government given that, to give the government its due, it is now seeking to make some minor changes
to the Food Act 1984.
There are elements of this bill that I do not find objectionable. I would urge the government,
however—given that today is budget day, and I dare say that the Treasurer is on his feet at this very
moment talking about a budget that, as the government announced yesterday, imposes further burdens
upon small business—to always in future be incredibly mindful of the great toll that its measures
through this period of the pandemic have already taken on our small businesses.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (13:24): I rise to speak in support of the Food
Amendment Bill 2020. I do so having read the bill and noted that this bill further builds on this
government’s record of promoting public safety, health, food safety and a small business-friendly
approach. It does this by creating this online portal that has been much discussed in this chamber today.
This online portal is vital. It is vital for a number of reasons. Some of the reasons have already been
explained, but it really responds to a business review that found that food safety regulation carries the
highest level of regulatory costs for businesses and local councils. It concluded that many of the
problems experienced by small food business owners relate to how different councils interpret and
apply food safety laws.
That is why this approach of creating one online portal will make it easier for business to access crucial
information about compliance requirements, which is much needed. We know that any new uniform
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law and the uniform interpretation or application of that law promote business in the long term. In the
short term it might create some minor disruption, but in the long term the transition is always worth it.
There are many examples of this in other sectors across our great country.
A number of issues were raised about the cost of the process and the user charge. The Department of
Health and Human Services has said from the outset that the department will not profit from the charge
to those councils that opt in to use this program. The criteria will be transparent and be advertised in
the Government Gazette. Also the financial toll should be minimal as it is expected that some councils
will substitute this new program for existing programs. I am also acutely aware that the bill makes a
number of other changes that will benefit our small businesses, but really the bill also makes a number
of other changes to miscellaneous acts.
Over the last few months we have all had the pleasure of enjoying our cafes—a takeaway coffee or
takeaway food during the lockdown. It made us appreciate how lucky we are in this state to enjoy the
diverse culinary culture that we have. However, as businesses face difficulties, we are aware that food
safety regulation carries the highest cost to businesses and local councils, and the small business
regulation review undertaken between 2016 and 2018 teased these issues out. The bill provides
improved consistency with the registration process, making it easier for businesses to carry on their
work and also if they are operating in different municipal jurisdictions.
The coordination of food safety regulation is a critical public health issue, and it is in the best interests
of both local and state government to facilitate a system which, with readily available data regarding
outbreaks and investigations, will improve our public health outcomes. The online portal and database
and the consistency and certainty that comes with it will ultimately make Victoria a more productive
state for small businesses so that they have the best chance of success. I commend this bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Sitting suspended 1.27 pm until 2.09 pm.
Committee
Clause 1 (14:09)
Ms CROZIER: During my contribution earlier today I highlighted some of the issues that have
been raised with me by councils, and basically they are around the ongoing cost. During the briefing
the modelling by the department suggested the registration and maintenance fees for the platform will
cost $15 to $20 annually per premises. Could the government confirm that figure or release the
modelling so that the committee can understand exactly where that figure was derived from and why
we were provided with that figure, please?
Ms SYMES: I thank Ms Crozier for her question. My advice is that the information provided in
the briefings was a best estimate based on the information available about how this system operates.
What we do know is that many councils already have a type of platform, a type of system, to facilitate
their requirements with business in relation to meeting the specifications under the act. So what we
are hoping is that once this bill is passed we will be able to go to tender. We cannot put out a tender
before the legislation is passed, so that is the reason that we cannot have the specific costs provided at
this point in time.
But the other assurance that I can provide Ms Crozier is that for this model to be economically viable
we need to have approximately 70 per cent of councils sign up to it, so I would hope that will give her
confidence that we are wanting to work with councils on the system about how it will be implemented
and how it will actually help to reduce the burden on councils and the burden on business and how in
fact it could perhaps produce a cost-effective new model, because it would offset the existing cost to
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business. Anecdotally some businesses are spending up to 5 hours to navigate a system, and obviously
if you have got multiple businesses, particularly if they are in multiple municipalities, that is even more
time. One of the reasons that this bill is being implemented is to create a better system, a more
streamlined system, for councils and businesses so that they can comply with the act and there are no
surprises. Hopefully this will make the whole system much better and more streamlined and efficient.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, Minister, for that response. You have mentioned the 70 per cent
uptake that the department is hoping for. Currently there are five platforms—it is my understanding—
for councils and businesses to utilise. You mentioned the multiple businesses. On notice—I am not
sure if you will have this—just how many small businesses would be affected by this in the nonmetropolitan areas in Victoria? You may have it at your fingertips, otherwise you might need to take
that on notice. But I am just interested in where those businesses are—and the multiple businesses too
that you referred to.
Ms SYMES: I do not have that information at hand. I think it would be quite difficult to have that
at hand because most businesses would have separate ABNs and the like. So that information is
certainly not something that the Department of Health and Human Services would have on hand. We
could seek some further information from Small Business Victoria, perhaps. But I think, just to pick
up on your point about the metro and regional businesses, further advice in relation to tendering, setting
fees and appropriate establishment of the system is that there will be ongoing consultation. The criteria
will be set in collaboration with them, as well as the charges—because it will not be a flat rate;
otherwise that would be potentially unfair for small rural councils compared to larger metro ones—
and indeed for many businesses the size of the business might impact on how difficult it is for a council
to apply the regulations to it. We understand that many food businesses are registered, and they will
be notified over the previous 12-month period, so we will be able to look at how they have been
interacting with the platform to inform the future model.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, Minister, for that response. I just want to go back to your point about
the consultation, because I think there was an understanding from the department that they had
consulted with councils around the co-design specifically, but that obviously did not go through to
many councils who did not realise that there was going to be this cost. So I am just wondering if you
could explain what information has been provided to councils since that has been raised around their
concerns in relation to the ongoing cost. Has there been further dialogue with councils in relation to
not only the co-design but the cost, as was raised in the debate in the Assembly—and since I was made
aware of this bill—to certain councils?
Ms SYMES: Sure. My advice is that every council has been invited to receive information and a
briefing in relation to the changes. Every council, I think, except one has been contacted twice.
Ms Crozier: That is not co-design.
Ms SYMES: Well, making sure that everyone is aware of what is happening. I think going forward,
coming back to that take-up rate that is required to make it a worthwhile system to implement, we
want to work with councils to make sure it works for them. It is not going to be overly cost
burdensome. In fact it might save some councils money because of the streamlined system, and in fact
it will make it easier for businesses. So we see this more as a cost-shifting exercise. I do not have the
exact cost per business per council because that will be subject to the tender requirements, but there
will be further consultation, as I said, to bring people on the journey about what it can look like for
them. And the reason it is 70 per cent and not mandatory, for example, is that we understand that some
councils have got existing contracts with other platforms and service providers and the like, so we
want to give everyone an opportunity to come onboard at a time that suits them.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, Minister. So, Minister, it is my understanding that, yes, there was
consultation with every council, bar one, on two occasions, but it was in relation to a co-design. So
there was no discussion about cost, and I think that is the issue for councils who have said, ‘Yes, we
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were aware that the department was coming out to discuss with us a new online system, but there was
no discussion around cost’. That is the feedback I have received from councils in relation to this.
Can I just refer you to—and I am jumping a bit because I do not need to be going through clause by
clause, but it still is in relation to the issue around payments and cost—clause 4. It is speaking about
the online portal and how the user chargers are only to be paid by council if the council uses the online
portal, and you said you are hoping for a 70 per cent uptake and that other councils will come online
and that will be a more streamlined system. I think that is the intent of the bill. New section 36C(2)
specifies some of the factors that may be included in the methodology by which the user charge will
be set and paid.
The second dot point states the different payment arrangements for the user charge for each council,
including that that charge may be paid in instalments. Different councils may be paying different
charges. I think that goes to your point that you just raised about how different councils will have
different charges. That could be because, for instance, metropolitan Melbourne has a huge number of
food outlets or beauty therapists that are affected by this bill, whereas a small rural council might have
smaller numbers. So I am trying to understand the differentiation in numbers with various councils,
because the system itself will be reflected in the payments and the charges according to those needs of
each council rather than a blanket spread of cost across the 79 councils. Am I correct in assuming that?
Is my assumption right on that? Or is it going to be that the cost of the IT platform will be shared
amongst all 79 councils?
Ms SYMES: It goes on from our conversation that we were having previously about how there
will not be a blanket cost per business per council. It will not be the same for each council because of
that. I will come back to the financial impost of the user charge on councils that use the online portal
and database being expected to be minimal. That is because councils already pay user charges to their
current information technology vendors for the compliance management databases that they currently
use. So the impost on councils is anticipated to be equivalent to that posed by current arrangements,
and for some councils that will be slightly less, and we acknowledge that for some it might be slightly
more.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you very much for that clarification. Minister, in the second-reading speech
the minister spoke about that when the system is decommissioned all registrations contained in it will
be migrated across to the new online portal free of charge. So on that, I am just getting clarification
that when the new system is put in place—those migrations from the five platforms that are used
now—the information in those five different IT applications will be migrated across and that councils
or business will not have to pay for that. Can you confirm that?
Ms SYMES: Yes, that is correct, Ms Crozier.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, Minister. The councils that wish to use the online portal will be
required to pay a user charge, which in most cases will be payable annually. Why is it ‘in most cases’?
Why is it not just an annual charge for those councils? Could you explain that to the committee, please?
Ms SYMES: Ms Crozier, I am advised that it is most likely a year, but we are very happy to have
that as part of the consultations with councils in the development of the model.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, and I think that would be helpful. Minister, just a couple of other
questions that are in relation to the compliance officers. This bill introduces amendments to assist
compliance officers in the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions (DJPR) who administer parts
of the Food Act in relation to food production standards and eggs, I think it goes to, so it is sort of
crossing over your portfolio of ag. I am just wondering how many compliance officers there are
currently and if it is envisaged, because of the changes that this bill is involved in, that the requirement
will mean there will need to be more compliance officers.
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Ms SYMES: Thank you, Ms Crozier. Unfortunately I do not have at hand the number of
compliance officers in relation to the DJPR. What I can say is that I will take it on notice and get you
some advice, because it certainly is directly relevant to my portfolio responsibilities, so it would be a
good opportunity for me to provide you with that detail. But when it comes to these types of activities
they obviously cross over a little bit with biosecurity as well as sometimes food—PrimeSafe, Dairy
Food Safety Victoria—as well as animal issues when you are dealing with eggs, as you have
mentioned. So sometimes compliance officers could wear a range of hats, so finding a specific number
of compliance officers may not be an indicator of how many people perform that duty, but I will get
you that asap.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you very much. Minister, the final point I want to raise with you in
committee is in terms of the transfer of registrations. So for any business that is sold during the
financial year, that registration will not automatically be transferred. It will have to be reassessed and
the business will have to reapply for registration, correct?
Ms SYMES: Yes. In my briefing it was explained to me that under the current situation the
legislation is not fit for purpose in the sense that for the registration of a business a business can close
and be sold to somebody else and they can actually trade unregistered for 28 days whilst that process
is undertaken. We are wanting to address that in this legislation to make sure that people are not trading
without being caught up in the requirements that they should know about and are registered with
councils and the like.
Ms CROZIER: Thank you, Minister. I just wanted to get that it was in relation to the trading and
the issues around potentially not adhering to the regulations, so that is exactly what the bill is
addressing.
Ms Symes: The loophole.
Ms CROZIER: The loophole. Okay.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 55 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (14:26): I move:
That the report be now adopted.

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (14:27): I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the
Assembly with a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill without amendment.
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Papers
BUDGET PAPERS 2020–21
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources) (14:27): In accordance with section 27E of the
Financial Management Act 1994, I lay on the table a copy of the 2020–21:
(1) budget paper 2, ‘Strategy and Outlook’;
(2) budget paper 3, ‘Service Delivery’; and
(3) budget paper 4, ‘Statement of Finances’ (incorporating quarterly financial report 1).

I move, by leave:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the 2020–21:
(1) budget paper 1, ‘Treasurer’s Speech’;
(2) budget ‘Overview’;
(3) ‘Jobs Plan’;
(4) budget information paper, ‘Rural and Regional’;
(5) budget information paper, ‘Suburban’; and
(6) budget information paper, ‘Gender Equality Budget Statement’.

Motion agreed to.
Ms SYMES: I move:
That the budget papers 2020–21 be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (LICENCE CONDITIONS) BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms PULFORD:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:29): I am pleased to make some remarks
this afternoon on the Energy Legislation Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020, which is the
latest intervention by this government in the energy market in Victoria whereby the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change is seeking to insert herself in the mechanism by which
retailers, in this case gas and electricity retailers, operate. We have seen a number of pieces of
legislation in the energy field come before the Parliament over the last 12 or 18 months where the
minister in her wisdom has sought to legislate to intervene in what have been mechanisms put in place
over the last couple of decades to provide a regulatory framework either in Victoria at a retail level or
more broadly in Australia, particularly on the eastern seaboard, in terms of the structure and operation
of our energy markets. The Victorian minister has sought to put in place mechanisms that allow her to
intervene. We have seen in a number of cases where those interventions have subsequently taken place
and where the government has made policy announcements around energy that it has been to the
detriment of Victorian consumers.
Of course in the energy market we now have in Victoria the prices that Victorian consumers pay for
gas and the prices that Victorian consumers pay for electricity are vastly higher as a consequence of
the policy decisions made by this government over the last six years, and all Victorians have suffered
as a consequence of the policy decisions made on energy by this government over the last six years.
Yet we have another piece of legislation today which seeks to make another intervention or, more to
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the point, create a mechanism by which the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
can make another intervention.
The purpose of this licence conditions bill, which is a bill that amends the Electricity Industry Act 2000
and the Gas Industry Act 2001, is to enable the minister to impose licence conditions on licences issued
under those acts and to make consequential amendments to the National Electricity (Victoria)
Act 2005. The licences that the bill refers to are licences granted to gas and electricity retailers, and
this is a framework which was established in around 2000 or 2001. It was following the retail energy
reforms of the then Kennett government. We saw in 2000 under the Bracks government the
establishment of the Essential Services Commission, which was a successor body to the earlier
tribunal, and the ESC was given the role of licensing and oversighting the retailers, including the role
of establishing conditions on retail licences for electricity and gas retailers.
At the time that the Essential Services Commission was established, the Bracks government argued
quite strongly that the rationale for establishing the Essential Services Commission and giving it that
role was that it was to be independent of government—in the setting of the framework for retailers of
gas and electricity—so that the Essential Services Commission could take a longer term perspective
and look at the long-term interests of Victorian consumers and what needed to take place in the retail
context over the longer term rather than being swayed or influenced by short-term political
considerations. The minister of the day—and I remember it quite well because, I think, it was the very
first bill that I took into a committee stage, with the then minister for energy, Candy Broad—and the
second-reading speech that that minister gave went into great detail as to why the ESC was being set
up the way it was, with independence from government around the regulatory framework for retailers.
Yet the bill we have before the house today seeks to completely turn that on its head, because, as I
said, the purpose of the bill is to amend the electricity industry and gas industry acts to allow the
minister to impose licence conditions. The bill provides that the minister may vary, add or revoke
licence conditions for electricity or gas retailers under the respective acts and that the ministerial orders
the minister will create to do that will prevail over regulations by the Essential Services Commission.
The bill provides that the minister must publish the proposed order or orders in the Government
Gazette. Where they apply to a single retailer, the minister must also write to the single retailer. Where
they apply to more than one retailer, the mere publication of the intention to make an order—the
publication of the intention in the Government Gazette—is the trigger which then allows the minister
to subsequently make the order.
The bill allows for affected licensees to make representations on the proposed order, but it only sets a
14-day time frame in which they can do that, and they do have the option under the bill of waiving
that 14-day time frame if they choose to do so. The bill provides that the minister ‘must have regard’
to the representations made by retailers; however, there is no expansion on what ‘having regard’
means, and in effect the minister is in no way constrained by the representations that she receives from
retailers and can continue to make the order that she proposes to make irrespective of the nature of the
representations made by retailers.
The bill also provides that the minister, in having regard to the feedback or the representations from
retailers, may also have regard to whatever other matters she chooses to have regard to in making an
order, imposing a licence condition or varying or revoking a licence condition. Interestingly the bill
also provides that the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change must consult the Premier
and the minister administering the Essential Services Commission Act 2001, who I understand is now
the Assistant Treasurer. In the past that was the Treasurer. I can only speculate about the cabinet
process that saw that provision inserted in the bill. You can almost envisage a bill of approval in
principle or a bill at cabinet stage where the briefings came from the Department of Treasury and
Finance or the Department of Premier and Cabinet suggesting that the minister for energy should not
have this unfettered capacity to make or vary licence conditions on retailers and that there should be
some oversight from the adults in the room, and hence the requirement that the Premier be consulted
and the minister administering the ESC act be consulted.
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Now, we understand that the government’s desire for this provision, though it is not set out in the
minister’s second-reading speech but I understand is through the briefing material, is to increase the
speed at which new connections for new estates are made. This follows work that has been undertaken
by the Essential Services Commission, which has actually recognised that there are instances where
retailer connections for new housing developments are too slow—taking in the order of 90 days, which
is simply not good enough. That has been recognised, and the Essential Services Commission has
recognised that and has also proposed a pathway forward which would lead to those connection times
being reduced. However, rather than accepting a pathway laid down by the Essential Services
Commission, the government has elected to intervene, or the minister has elected to intervene, with
what is effectively an override power which allows the minister to set her own licence conditions or
to vary or revoke licence conditions outside of the Essential Services Commission framework.
As I said, this is completely at odds with the previous Labor government’s intention with respect to
the ESC framework, which was to get it out of the realm of day-to-day political decision-making and
which was to get it in the hands of an independent adjudicator in the form of the Essential Services
Commission, which could take a long-term perspective. For reasons which are not articulated in the
second-reading speech—other than a vague notion of reducing connection times, which as I said is
not spelt out in the second-reading speech—the minister is now seeking to claim this power for herself
to intervene. The question has to be asked: on what advice is the minister proposing to act? If she is
not satisfied with the way that the Essential Services Commission is currently carrying out its
responsibilities under its act in terms of setting and varying retailer licence conditions, who does the
minister propose to take advice from when she decides to use these new provisions to intervene and
to set licence conditions?
It is worth noting, as I said, that the approach that has been taken on this bill is strongly at odds with
what was said by the previous Labor government and the previous minister, Candy Broad, when the
Essential Services Commission was established. The second-reading speech for that piece of
legislation did actually set out the rationale, unlike this one. In that second-reading speech establishing
the Essential Services Commission the then minister stated:
The establishment of the Essential Services Commission is a critical component of a suite of reforms made
by this government to the essential services sector … The aim of these reforms is to protect the interests of all
consumers …

It went on:
An essential prerequisite for effective economic regulation is that regulatory decisions are not influenced by
the government of the day.

So there was a very clear policy belief on the part of the Bracks government that the government of
the day should not be meddling in those regulatory settings and that these powers should be in the
hands of the ESC, independent of government, so it can make long-term decisions. Now we are seeing
that being reversed, with the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change effectively taking
the power off the ESC to claim it herself and so her orders will override any decisions the ESC makes.
The second-reading speech went on to say:
Accordingly, the Essential Services Commission will be established as an independent economic regulator.
The ESC’s determinations, reports and inquiries will not be subject to ministerial direction or control.

So the Bracks government was very clear. It wanted a regulator that was effective at economic
regulation and made decisions not influenced by the government of the day and that was independent
and not subject to ministerial direction or control in relation to determinations, reports or inquiries.
The ESC over the last 20 years has been quite effective at that. I know through my own experience of
dealing with the ESC when it did some work for me on regulatory matters around statutory insurance
that it was very effective and very competent at the work it was doing. That was obviously economic
review type work, not regulatory work, but the commissioners it had at that time were very committed
to the work they were doing in economic regulation, and their understanding of economic regulation
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was very, very sound—I might add, vastly more sound than anything we have seen from the current
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
We have had an independent regulator for 20 years. It has performed its function well in the number
of fields in which it operates, yet we have the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change,
who has basically botched every element of energy policy she has touched, now seeking to bring these
regulatory powers to herself to override decisions made by the independent, arms-length Essential
Services Commission.
As I have said, the government has not made the case for this legislation. The second-reading speech
must be among the worst I have seen for a piece of legislation like this, because it says nothing. There
is absolutely no justification in the two-page second-reading speech for the government taking this
step. It is the position of this side of the house that we will oppose this legislation on the second reading,
and if the bill is successful in the second reading we will seek to amend it in two ways. I would ask
that those amendments be circulated please.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr RICH-PHILLIPS pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: The two sets of amendments that we will seek to introduce in the
committee stage cover two key areas of the bill. The more substantive is in relation to the functions
this bill is creating: the capacity for the minister to vary licence conditions in relation to gas and
electricity retailers. Now, as I said, the case has not been made by the government as to why this power
is required and certainly why it is required on an ongoing basis. To the extent that arguments are made
that this is to facilitate post-COVID economic recovery and to accelerate the rate at which new
connections are being made in new housing developments, we are willing, if the bill passes the second
reading, to accept that on the basis of a sunset provision. If the minister believes that she can accelerate
the connections by changing retailer terms and conditions, that is a capacity that we believe should
only be available on a sunset basis. So our first set of substantive amendments would be seeking to
limit these new powers to a period of two years. On the second anniversary after these provisions come
into effect as provided in the bill, our set of amendments would seek for them to sunset.
These provisions, these powers, would be available to the minister to override the ESC and set her
own licence conditions or vary or revoke licence conditions only for a period of two years. If the
government can be taken at face value that it wants these powers in order to accelerate connections for
economic recovery, then the two-year time frame is a reasonable time frame in which to exercise those
powers. If the government wants those powers for other reasons which it has not articulated, then
perhaps it will not support the two-year sunset. If we get to that stage, we will explore that with the
minister in committee.
The other area of amendment that we will be seeking to make to this bill is in respect of the consultation
process and the consultation period. Clause 7 and clause 15 of the bill set down respectively for the
electricity and gas principal acts the framework for the minister making new licence conditions or
varying licence conditions and set down the framework for the consultation that the minister is
required to undertake with affected licensees. As I indicated earlier, where it applies to only a single
licensee the minister is required to write to that party. Where it applies to a class of licence-holder the
minister gives notice in the Government Gazette of her intention to vary or amend or add or revoke a
licence condition. The affected licence-holder under the legislation has 14 days to respond to provide
feedback to the minister.
Now, I would submit that no government department would respond to consultation in 14 days. No
minister would respond to consultation in 14 days. To expect retailers, firstly, to identify that a notice
has been published in the Government Gazette or become aware that a notice has been published in
the Government Gazette, given the government is not even intending to notify them directly in the
case of a class, and then prepare a position and respond within 14 days is unreasonable. We will be
seeking to extend that consultation period from 14 days to 28 days so there is a broader time frame
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available to affected retailers to actually recognise what the government or the minister is proposing,
to prepare a considered response accordingly and to get that to the minister before she makes her final
determination on a licence change. So we believe that is a reasonable step to provide an additional
consultation time frame for retailers—on what are, frankly, likely to be complex matters—to be able
to prepare their position and provide their response in a far more reasonable time frame than is
proposed by the government.
Our position is that the government has not made the case for this legislation as it stands. The secondreading speech provided by the minister is utterly woeful in terms of setting out why this legislation is
needed and why the Essential Services Commission in the view of the government is not doing an
adequate job. We will oppose this legislation on the second reading. If it is successful, as I said, we
will seek to amend it in the two ways that have been outlined, because we have seen that there is a
track record from this government and a track record from this minister that her interventions in the
energy system in Victoria are botched and Victorian consumers continue to pay the price. We will not
support that situation being made worse by this minister and this government.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:51): With pleasure I rise to speak to and support the
Energy Legislation Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020. Energy is a very important, necessary
and integral part of our lives and our industries. This government, the Andrews Labor government,
has a very strong track record in making the energy market in our state not only simpler but also fairer.
It has taken us a lot of work to address the problems and the neglect of the past coalition government,
but there is still more to do. Since we came to government in 2014 nine pieces of legislation related to
energy have been passed through the Parliament. However, prices for energy remain too high as
companies have refused to invest in new generation.
The bill here builds on existing reforms delivered under our government, and it is now trying to
implement further reform to help alleviate the pressures not only for our Victorian households but also
for businesses which are especially facing difficulties and hardship during the pandemic. Energy is an
essential service, as I stated, and so is access to energy. We need access that is reliable, sustainable and
also affordable, because it is vital to the wellbeing of all Victorians and also to the prosperity of our
state. The bill here aims to ensure that housing developments can be connected to the power grid and
also the energy supply in general much quicker, helping home buyers move into their new homes
sooner and in doing so boosting construction, which is driving Victoria’s economic recovery from the
coronavirus.
Just about an hour ago we heard our Treasurer outline the budget for this state for the coming year. It
was stated and emphasised that building is a big part of our economic recovery. Along with building
projects, $6 billion has been reserved for the Big Housing Build. Not only that, in terms of energy,
$448 million has been reserved for the energy efficiency upgrade. The Energy Legislation
Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020 will enable the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change to set conditions that energy companies must meet, including the timeliness of
connection.
There is a statutory body, the Essential Services Commission. This bill is not taking away anything
from the commission, but it is necessary so that the government can provide a more direct, a more
flexible and also a more timely mechanism, with appropriate safeguards of course, to support the
effective regulation of those businesses involved in the provision of these very, very essential services.
Licensing is a very important instrument through which the government and the authorities can
regulate services and suppliers, and it is particularly so for the energy companies. The licence
conditions cover a wide range of matters. Now, at the present, licence conditions can only be imposed
by the Essential Services Commission or alternatively through some amendments to the primary
legislation. The Electricity Industry Act 2000 and also the Gas Industry Act 2001 set out a number of
licence conditions that are deemed to form part of electricity and gas licences. This bill would enable
our ministers to make orders specifying conditions for licences not only for a more direct, flexible and
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timely mechanism—subject of course to appropriate safeguards—but also to give effect to
government objectives with respect to regulation of the licensed energy sector. This is additional to
and not taking away anything from the Essential Services Commission powers to impose conditions
on licences, because licensing, as we all know, is a very important instrument to regulate the industry
of services and suppliers.
The Victorian government has committed to overhauling and significantly increasing the penalties for
energy companies that do the wrong thing as part of its energy fairness plan as well as strengthening
the Essential Services Commission’s enforcement powers so that it is able to more effectively regulate
the energy sector. In 2019, in the month of May, the Essential Services Commission was given
substantial funding, namely $23.3 million, for a funding boost over four years to enable it to take
strong action against any wrongdoing by energy companies. This funding also allows the ESC to
exercise broad new investigation, information-gathering and enforcement powers to take action when
there is some wrongdoing on the part of the relevant energy companies. In 2019, last year, our
government appointed a new essential services commissioner with expertise in litigation and
enforcement. This is yet another key commitment of our energy fairness plan. In some detail, this bill
will make amendments to the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and also the National Electricity (Victoria)
Act 2005 to ensure that time frames for electricity connections can be regulated under a licence
condition, including a ministerial licence condition.
As I started out, we are moving into a new phase not only of COVID normal but also for the recovery
of our state, which has been impacted by the global pandemic. And on that, the building industry and
the construction industry and the housing building for Victorians are very essential components of our
policy and recovery. We have to consider the timeliness, the flexibility and also the appropriateness
of energy connection so that people can have their houses built on time and so they can move in in
reasonable time frames. This bill will improve the regulation of Victoria’s licensed energy sector. We
support the provision of reliable, sustainable and also affordable energy. I therefore commend the bill
to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:01): In rising to speak to the Energy Legislation
Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020, I cannot help but make the observation that of all the
stuff-ups that this government has been involved in over the past six years energy is probably its
greatest, because without energy, society does not work. Business does not work, families do not have
the use of energy for their purposes and a whole range of people in our society just suffer as a result.
It is hard to believe that just six years ago Victoria had the cheapest and most reliable electricity in
Australia. How things have changed. Now electricity bills are through the roof—through the roof. My
electricity bill last quarter was approaching $2000, and that was to my way of thinking just
outrageous—and we were only using what we needed to just to keep warm, basically. But that is the
norm these days. If you stay warm during winter, by God you are going to pay come spring, because
that is the way that this government has set things up. And that is a great tragedy because, as I said,
we did have the cheapest and the most reliable. Now come summer we know we are going to have
blackouts. We know that when it gets to 35 or 36 degrees—sometimes even less—large chunks of our
power grid are going to fail. We know that thousands and thousands of people, if not hundreds of
thousands of people, will be stuck in the dark in the heat because the power system has failed.
We know that gas is not really an option, because this government does not want to explore, does not
want to find gas. It was interesting to listen to the President-elect—maybe—when he said a number
of times during the campaign that he would never stop fracking. Now, over here of course that would
be sacrilege. That would be something that you would be put up against the wall and shot for in the
ALP of course, but over there Mr Biden said there was no way—no way—that he was going to stop
fracking. Perhaps the left in Australia and the left in America might like to have a chat at some stage
and see if they can get their act together.
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I do not know whether fracking is the answer or not, I have to say. I do not think it is probably all that
necessary here at the moment. But we most certainly do need the research, we do need the exploration
necessary to find conventional gas. Why on God’s earth we are not doing that I have no idea. That is
just another part of the ratbag ideology of this extreme left-wing government. That is a great pity to
me and a great pity to the people of Victoria, and particularly to families in Victoria.
As I said before, my power bill was through the roof. When you are living on a budget, when you are
struggling to get by and you are paying your mortgage or you are paying your rent, you have got to
pay your food bill—you have got to pay a whole range of bills. You have got kids going to school,
and that is not cheap. Even in the so-called free system it is not cheap. So when you get a power bill
for $1000, $1500, $2000, that is a giant whack for any family. That is something that affects families
in a very real way in this state. I think it is very sad that the Premier and the government do not
recognise that—that they do not accept the suffering that families go through as a result of these
extraordinarily high prices. It is a great tragedy that the government does not accept that this really
hurts families.
Of course it is not just families. I have been hearing for some time now, the last few years, of elderly
folk who do not get out of bed in the morning. They stay in bed all day, or perhaps if they have to go
out in the morning to get their shopping they will come home and go straight to bed. It is the only way
they can keep warm, because they cannot afford electricity. They cannot afford heating. They cannot
afford electric heating; they cannot afford gas heating. What sort of society are we living in? What sort
of government do we have in this state that allows that to happen? These are elderly people who have
perhaps worked all their lives, paid taxes all their lives, raised their families, done all the right things
all their lives, and this government treats them in this way when they get old. That is just appalling.
I have got to say to the house that that is not an irregular event. That is something that happens all too
often, where elderly people just cannot afford to get out of bed in winter, and that is a tragedy. What
they must go through in summer when it gets up to 35 degrees or 40 degrees you fear to think. I am
sure there are some who do not actually make it through that, because that heat would actually kill
them. You just have to go down to the local shopping centre, the local cinemas perhaps or somewhere
that is air-conditioned, to see aged people gathered in numbers to escape the heat because they cannot
afford to have any cooling in their own home. As I said, what sort of a state are we living in? What
sort of a government do we have that allows that sort of thing to happen?
Then of course you have the unemployed or perhaps those who are infirm, those who are disabled.
They are struggling, very much so. They are, I suppose, the traditional battlers. They are the ones that
I am thinking of today, because they are the ones who find it almost impossible to pay all these
extraordinary bills. The Labor Party like to talk about the need to look after the disadvantaged in the
community, but then they slug them with a power bill the size of which a horse could not swallow. It
is quite extraordinary in its own way that the Labor Party thinks in the way that it does. So if the Labor
Party was fair dinkum, it would put ideology to one side and it would look after those people who are
battling to pay their bills, those people who are living in fear of a postman coming and getting one of
those bills that I spoke of just a moment ago.
Then of course we have the impact that these extraordinarily high power prices, energy prices, have
on small business. Now, it has been said quite often this year that small business has really suffered.
Everybody has felt the impacts of the Wuhan virus, there is no doubt about that, but the small business
community have particularly felt it, because it has really hit them. I was a small business man—a very
small business man—some years ago before I came into this house, and I know what it is like to wait
for the next cheque to arrive, to wait for the next payment, and pray that it might not be too far away.
These small business people, they are the heroes—the national heroes in fact—of our economy.
Without them we would not have an economy; it is as simple as that. Small business employs more
than anybody else and small business should get a better go from government than it does, and to have
it being hit with these abominable power prices is just something that should not be tolerated, because
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every time a small business operator goes broke, every time a small business operator closes his or her
doors, jobs are lost.
I will put this in ways that members opposite might understand. If you do not have employers, you do
not have employees, and if you do not have employees, you do not have union members. That might
be the only thing that will impact members opposite if I appeal to, well, I suppose their base selfinterest. That is what it is about—the preservation of jobs, the preservation of these small business
people and flowing through of course to the union movement.
So it is just horrendous, and I go around and I speak to small business people all the time. Unfortunately
I have not been able to get out as much this year as I had been last year. Last year I travelled a fair
portion of Victoria and spoke to small business operators one on one about the problems that they
were facing, and I think just about every single one of them said to me the cost of energy, the cost of
power, was something that was knocking them around chronically. But this government does not care
about that. This government does not care, and that shows when these people in small business are
impacted, and it is just dreadful.
We have the situation now where many small business operators and many business operators
generally are preparing to flee Victoria. They are preparing to head interstate or indeed offshore. They
have had enough, and they can see what is coming. They can see what is coming in Victoria, and after
today I think we can all see what is coming in Victoria, and it will not be pleasant. I suppose it is very
sad to see business, to see jobs, fleeing Victoria, but in their situation you can hardly blame them. With
a government that is as irresponsible, that is as out of control as the Andrews government it is little
wonder that business wants to head north, south, east, west—anywhere as long as they get away from
the Victorian government.
It should be remembered that one of the biggest reasons for the price rises, the savage price rises of
which I speak, was the closure of the Hazelwood power station. This was a classic case of politics by
the Andrews government, and I see Ms Taylor over there waving her arms in the air, and I suspect we
have got another classic performance coming here. This could be particularly good, so I am looking
forward to that. It might even keep me awake. That will be a very good thing, so that will be good.
But the fact is the Andrews Labor government was elected on the promise of closing down
Hazelwood, and that is what it did. They went out of their way to deliberately close the Hazelwood
power station and remove a quarter of our power capacity. Now, if you remove a quarter of our power
capacity, of course prices are going to go through the roof and of course we are going to have
blackouts. Of course that is going to happen.
But ideology with this government comes before all else. They do not care about families. They do
not care about old people. They do not care about the poor. They do not care about small business.
They do not care about jobs. They just care about pushing their ideological barrow, and they do not
care what impact that has on people, ordinary folk here in Victoria, whoever and wherever they may
be—all impacted, all hit hard, by policies from a government that is so wrapped up in its own
ideological agenda. It is very hard to understand how they can do that to people who in many cases
voted for them. I talk about the western suburbs; you should see the impact these policies have in the
western suburbs. Yet the people in the western suburbs largely put them there. It is hard to understand,
as I said—very hard to understand—but that is the reality of life in Victoria in 2020, where hard left
ideology is more important than the people of Victoria. I look forward to having a government soon
where we will put people before politics.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (15:17): Well, thank you, Mr Finn. Should I say thank
you? I do not know. I will say thank you. You have raised a lot of very interesting points there that I
am keen to pursue because we want to get beyond the myth and actually get beyond the ideology
which I think is actually pretty much cemented on that side. On this side we are all about looking at
so many aspects that impact on Victorian families, whether it is our energy fairness plan or even our
state budget, and directly addressing areas of inequality that impact our most vulnerable Victorians.
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They are actually top of mind. So contrary to what has been alleged over there, we are absolutely
aware of the direct impact of things as significant as energy costs on vulnerable Victorians, and that is
why we are addressing such issues directly.
Now, I am just going to start to unpack some of the elements that have been raised so I can address
them as specifically as I can. It was an interesting little tangent to the Hazelwood matter, because I
believe—and it was actually Ms Stitt who was referring to this as well—that it was the market that
ended Hazelwood.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: I know you keep trying to put it on us, but unlike those opposite, who are fixated
on ideology, we recognise that the market is heading in a different direction. And it would be really
great if those opposite would come on board and recognise the changes in the energy sector, which
actually can be to the benefit of all Victorians, and actually maybe get on board with next generation
energy sources.
So in addressing some of the cost issues—there are a lot in there—we do not make any apologies for
decisive leadership encouraging unprecedented investment in Victoria’s renewable energy sector,
reducing our greenhouse gas emissions and lowering costs for Victorian families and businesses. I do
not know what state they have been living in over there, but we are very aware of what Victorians
want. It is a testament to the extraordinary take-up of the Solar Homes program that this is what
Victorians want. And, by the way, on fracking, we were very up front about the fact that we were
going to ban fracking and there was absolute transparency on that. We back it to the hilt. It is for the
benefit of all Victorians and particularly those in regional areas, who do not need the side effects of
fracking on their farms.
This is the other issue that was being spoken about—jobs. We welcome a discussion about jobs in the
energy sector. Bring it on. We are proud to have created more jobs in renewables than any other state
due to our record investment and renewable energy targets—which the Liberals opposed, by the way;
they were actually working counter to the creation of these jobs. We are very, very proud of that
statistic. It is something that we really stand by for the benefit of all Victorians.
We are putting downward pressure on energy prices, on wholesale prices, to increase low-cost
renewable energy generation. Talking about history, we probably have a bit of a different perspective
on what has led to rising costs in energy: 15 years of competition led by those opposite has done
nothing to drive down energy prices. That is why we are putting power back in the hands of Victorians
and cracking down on big energy companies with our energy fairness plan—exactly the opposite of
what those opposite are trying to contend. Our Victorian default offer is the centrepiece of the fairness
plan, providing a simple-to-understand, reliable offer that consumers can trust. Contrary to what is
being asserted there, we actually have people at the centre of these policies. It is Victorians, it is
Victorian families who are being prioritised right up here. Thanks to the Victorian default offer,
130 000 households are saving up to $330 and over 30 000 businesses are saving up to $1600 annually
on their bills.
I know Mr Finn was referring to the issue of what we were doing for small businesses, and I am very,
very happy to speak to that. There was another point that I was going to make, because there has been
a lot mentioned here today and it is really good to get beyond the myth and get to the facts. With our
recent boost for solar homes, just talking about small businesses specifically, drilling down, the
package will support the economic recovery of Victorian small businesses, create jobs within the solar
industry and improve the living standards of vulnerable households, ensuring that no Victorians are
left behind in the state’s energy transition. So small businesses have been factored in to that package,
and there are actually rebates for businesses in Victoria with regard to having solar installed on their
businesses as well.
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Now, I did want to speak to and address the issue of the Essential Services Commission (ESC) and
their role in regulation that Mr Rich-Phillips was speaking to before. I am glad that he has raised these
issues so that we can address them here and now. Currently licence conditions can only be imposed
by the Essential Services Commission or through amendments to primary legislation. So there are
limited other mechanisms available for government to give effect to its objectives with respect to
regulation of the energy sector. This has delayed timely action to address government priorities, even
where there is a clear imperative to do so. The bill will provide the government with a greater ability
to respond to emerging energy issues and to act on advice and recommendations provided to
government by a range of sources, not only the Essential Services Commission.
Similarly, in 2018 our government released its final response to the Independent Review into the
Electricity & Gas Retail Markets in Victoria. Having the mechanism proposed by this bill will
potentially enable similar initiatives to be more efficiently implemented in the future. We are not
taking the place of the regulator—I do not know if that was the inference over there when Mr RichPhillips was talking about meddling or otherwise—it is actually to strike a balance here. We are going
beyond the requirements of the ESC in terms of consultation requirements in providing the minimum
period of 14 days of consultation, because currently that is at the discretion of the ESC.
The ESC, I note, is required to give licensees opportunities to make representations in relation to new
or varied licence conditions. However, the ESC is not subject to any minimum time frame for
consultation. In this sense the bill imposes a higher standard on the minister than the ESC. The interests
of the energy generators of gas and electricity have been considered—very much so—with the
development of the bill that we are discussing here today. But it is about striking that balance, because
are those opposite actually considering those consumers who cannot move into those new housing
properties because they have had extensive delays in connections? What are you doing about them? I
mean, do we just sit on our hands and not address that issue? Really it is about looking out for
consumers and the housing industry and making sure that we do not have perfect new beautiful
properties sitting there stranded with Victorian families not able to move in simply because they are
waiting due to unjustifiable delays in the connection of energy.
It seems to me that for those opposite their narrative is often, ‘Oh, we think about business. Business
is our priority’. Yet here we have the housing sector in front of you saying, ‘Hey, we’ve got these
extensive delays, and it is actually impacting on consumers. We’d really love some rectification of this
issue’, and you are just like, ‘Well, we’ll just turn a blind eye to that’. I do not know. That is why I am
a little bit confused. That is why we are striking the balance here. On the one hand we are actually
going above and beyond what the ESC have said in terms of their discretionary powers and saying,
‘Hey, you get your 14 days minimum’. I mean, we are not talking about really tiny little business
models here; these are big guns in the energy industry, so 14 days is actually very reasonable for them
to be able to get on board in terms of the consultation period. Balancing that, wouldn’t it be nice to be
able to get more efficiency and more timeliness? I wonder if that is a word—timeliness. More timely
connections? Timely connections?
Dr Bach: Timeliness works.
Ms TAYLOR: Timeliness works. All right, we will go with that. That is a fair and reasonable thing
to do, and that is what we are saying here. That is why I am a little bit confused about this toying with
going to the 28 days, for instance. It is not actually going to add anything. All it will do is decrease the
nimbleness and the ability of government to address situations such as has occurred with the
coronavirus pandemic, and unless those opposite have a crystal ball, you cannot predict that there are
not going to be other challenges that come along the way to the Victorian community that will need
to be addressed in a nimble manner.
Now, further to the other amendment with regard to the sunset clause, if that were to get up, then two
years down the track we would have groundhog day. We would have the same issue where we cannot
address the delays in connections for the housing sector and we would be right back where we began,
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which does not make a lot of sense either. That is where again I am a little perplexed by those opposite.
I do not really understand why they want groundhog day in two years time. What is it that they are so
concerned about? There are safeguards within the legislation which make sure that the way that the
sector is addressed is appropriate and that the minister is accountable and appropriately accountable
on this issue, so the sunset clause does not appear to have merit in this regard.
Certainly I have considered the arguments of those opposite and evaluated what they are asserting, but
really all they are inviting for the Victorian community is the potential for more delays in connections,
and ultimately it would be Victorian consumers that would suffer down the track. Is that really what
you are wanting when it has been made very loud and clear by the housing sector that these particular
issues need to be addressed?
Now, one of the other issues that I wanted to address is looking at how we are supporting the most
vulnerable Victorians. Let us discuss that, shall we? I know Mr Finn was talking a lot about his grave
concern for the most vulnerable Victorians, but he did not provide any detail as to how he would assist
them. Certainly we know that doing nothing or, worse still—which is what happened back in the
Kennett era—just selling off energy does not do a lot for power bills. It actually pushes them through
the roof, so I am not sure that his narrative had a really refined end point.
Let us look at what our government is doing for the most vulnerable Victorians. We will be providing
rebates to help 250 000 households install an efficient reverse-cycle heater and cooler to replace their
old gas, electric or woodfire heater. This will reduce bills, improve comfort and health, create jobs and
slash emissions. I am speaking to the very concerns that Mr Finn raised about those most vulnerable
Victorians who will not be able to put the heater on in winter and probably do not have access to
cooling. This is actually specifically addressing that very concern. And that is why we have gone all
out to make sure those most vulnerable Victorians are getting access to very efficient heating and
cooling. It just makes good sense at the end of the day because these are the people who are probably
least likely to be able to afford to upgrade to more efficient energy devices. It certainly gives me a lot
of comfort on a personal level, and I know my fellow Labor colleagues as well, to know that we are
really looking out for the most vulnerable Victorians.
The investment also includes $335 million to replace old wood, electric or gas-fired heaters with new
energy-efficient systems. They are safer and cheaper to run, while they drive down emissions—
because we know the risks with some of those old gas heaters et cetera. It can creep up on you and
you can literally die if they are not serviced regularly or replaced in due course. That is another way
of overcoming what is an occupational health and safety issue in the home as well. The program will
be open to low-income earners and will save 250 000 households between $300 and $900 each year
on their energy bills, and particularly for people on a low income that means a lot. That translates to
real dollars and cents at the end of the day that they can then spend on other things that they really
need.
Further to that, our government does not see the need to provide further amendments as have been
raised by those opposite. We want to make the changes now because they are in the best interests of
Victorian consumers here and now. It is in the best interests of the housing sector, but it also provides
balance by factoring in a consultation period that is actually defined—14 days—and that is considered
a reasonable time frame in this industry.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:32): It is good to rise to make a brief contribution on the
Energy Legislation Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020. Its purpose is to allow the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change to vary, add or revoke conditions placed on licensed
gas and electricity retailers. What this means is that the minister can vary licence conditions for gas
and electricity retailers, and where those conditions imposed by the minister are in opposition to those
made by the independent agency, the Essential Services Commission, the ESC, then the minister’s
conditions will prevail over those made by the ESC.
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This power previously belonged only to the ESC, which, mind you, has been doing its job very well.
The minister and the department, and indeed the speakers opposite, have provided no evidence for
why this centralisation of power is necessary, nor have there been any specific past examples of how
a ministerial order would have provided better outcomes as compared to ESC regulation. But we need
only reflect on the COVID-19 response of the Andrews government to know that this government is
obsessed with the centralisation of power. As a former member for Northern Metropolitan Region, the
former Minister for Health, noted: under this government, during this period of pandemic, cabinet
government collapsed. Members on this side of the house value several core principles: transparency,
accountability. These are indeed preserved by independent agencies like the ESC. For these reasons,
among others, I will be opposing this bill today.
Now, as my colleague the member for Warrandyte said in the other house, these licences allow
electricity and gas suppliers to operate. What has been observed by the ESC in their document entitled
Timely Negotiated Electricity Connections, a discussion paper, is that there are currently issues in
relation to, and I will quote directly from the paper itself:
•

effective working relationships between distribution businesses and developers to resolve issues causing
delays

•

accountability and transparency from distribution businesses about the times to complete certain stages
in the negotiated connections process.

I am supportive of the ESC’s strategies for resolving these issues. The paper says that the ESC
endeavours to put out a customer service standard, called the greenfields negotiated electricity
connection customer service standard, which comprises three elements that enable better connection
processes. But the bill will actually be giving the minister the powers that the ESC is proposing to put
forward—and there seems very little point in this happening. The only degree of oversight on an
extremely broad ministerial order-making power conferred by this legislation is to consult—so the bill
says—ministerial colleagues on whether electricity and gas retailers be allowed to make
representations regarding a proposed ministerial order, which can be ignored, and that the order be
published in the Government Gazette.
I make the point that the government is trying to take powers—or in other cases circumvent regulatory
powers—from the ESC, which was set up for the purpose of ensuring that consumers have a fully
transparent system informed by proper consultation. I think we can all agree that in establishing the
ESC the aims of former Minister Broad were commendable. Now, as my colleague Mr Rich-Phillips
said a little earlier in this debate, there was absolutely no statement in the second-reading speech about
why this transfer of power is in fact necessary. I note the amendments that Mr Rich-Phillips has put
forward, and I commend them. I will also take this opportunity to commend my friends on the other
side of the house Dr Kieu and Ms Taylor for a world record today. They spoke together for over half
an hour before mentioning either Jeff Kennett or privatisation, and for that, on behalf of the whole
house, I would like to thank them.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (15:36): There is always an intriguing set of opportunities when I
get to my feet after Dr Bach, because he has quite a repertoire for the droll and the wry—and in this
regard he has not let any of us down in referring to the length of time for which Dr Kieu spoke today
before mentioning former Premier Jeff Kennett in relation to energy policy and changes to the licence
conditions as contemplated by this bill this afternoon. Now, I do not intend to try to match Dr Kieu’s
record in this regard, and therefore I anticipate that I will not be getting any such accolades or plaudits
from Dr Bach when he next gets to his feet, because what I know as a member for Eastern Victoria
Region—an area which includes and covers the Latrobe Valley—is that in fact not only have we had
to do a considerable amount of work to speed up energy connections for new homes, to help Victorians
to pay their power bills, to provide a stronger and more consistent renewable energy target and to deal
with the shortfalls in the shambolic state of national energy policy more generally, but we also needed
to deal with the shrapnel which flew in all directions as a consequence of former Premier Jeff Kennett’s
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efforts to run roughshod over the industry of energy generation and transmission in the Latrobe Valley.
What we saw under Jeff Kennett—
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Ms SHING: Oh, it is interesting, Mr Rich-Phillips—I will pick up your interjection, ‘Twenty years
ago’. Yes, it was quite some time ago, and if you had been to the Latrobe Valley recently you would
see that the impact of privatisation—
Mr Rich-Phillips: I was there more recently than you. I was there last week.
Ms SHING: You were in the valley last week? Well, nobody noticed you in the Latrobe Valley
last week, Mr Rich-Phillips, and that is probably because the Liberals and The Nationals in fact have
done nothing except destroy and wreck and disregard and neglect the Latrobe Valley at a state and
national level. Not only did they preside over the end of the State Electricity Commission of Victoria
and the removal of opportunities for apprentices—this used to be an entity which generated 200 new
apprenticeships every year—and not only did this used to be the primary driver for employment
opportunities and for stable careers and skills development, with trajectories for people all the way
across the valley, it also contributed to economic prosperity and it also contributed to a cultural
diversity which, Mr Rich-Phillips, if you were there last week, you would still recognise is there in
spades and which deserves respect and recognition and investment.
What we did see from privatisation was a skyrocketing of power prices and a gouging of opportunity
against the consumer through retail inaction and through behaviour—which was identified in
successive reviews, including through the Thwaites-Mulder energy review right through to federal
reviews—resulting in significant financial disadvantage, often for some of our lowest socio-economic
background households which depend upon good deals and fair treatment. We have as a government
since being elected in 2014 introduced a range of measures, including through the Energy Compare
site, including through a $5 million investment in upgrading the energy efficiency of 1500 homes
across the Latrobe Valley, including through the development of Solar Victoria and the rebates which
have encouraged private consumers and retailers to move towards renewable energy whilst also
defraying and reducing the cost of energy within the home to make it as competitive as possible, and
including through the default energy pricing system which has been introduced to crack down on this
rogue behaviour, which was identified in those reviews, as I mentioned earlier.
We also need to make sure that as we work through a pandemic recovery environment and all of the
economic consequences and the social hardships that they have led to not just here in Victoria—to
pre-empt calls that may come from across the chamber—but also around the world, including in
jurisdictions where COVID numbers have not been high, there is a constant investment in reducing
the cost of living for households which will be doing it tough. This is why today’s budget is a move
that we will celebrate in the context of reducing household power bills and providing stability and
certainty, and I look forward to speaking on that in due course.
But we do have in this bill a range of mechanisms which are very targeted towards providing a measure
of, again, equity and consistency and certainty in the way in which energy is provided to households.
The default offer is a really big part of this, as is the energy legislation and the suite of economic and
social reforms which we have introduced since being elected. We also need to make sure that the
energy market retail review work continues and that there is a follow-through as we move towards
achieving our renewable energy target and as we move towards embracing new technology, including
in relation to capture and storage of energy, and that we make sure that in the process of doing this we
are creating jobs and economic activity for regional Victoria in particular—for the parts of the state,
including the Latrobe Valley and in the north of the state, where electricity generation, power and
storage are in our DNA. This is also where we stand to gain a significant traction, where we can
provide a measure of follow-through with that new technology, including as it relates to the Big
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Battery, including as it relates to investigations of renewable energy sources and including as it relates
to those legislated targets.
Energy prices, as we know, though, remain too high. Those opposite will be very quick to refer to this
as being a consequence of the closure of Hazelwood, and I can see Ms Bath nodding, so I suspect I
may well have taken some of her thunder here. But let me put it on the record that, going back to
Premier Jeff Kennett’s work to privatise the industry, it was a private sector enterprise—so let us just
put that particular myth to bed—which, through GDF Suez and Mitsui, decided around a boardroom
table, as private sector corporations do, that it would remove itself from coal-fired power generation
and that it would continue this work globally. So this is not in fact a consequence of the Andrews
government’s work. Those opposite will then also say, ‘Well, you tripled the coal royalties’. That is,
again, another common retort. What we did when these royalties changed was simply put them on par
with other jurisdictions, to stop in fact subsidising them, because for too long brown coal in Victoria
had been the subject of a subsidised industry which in fact was falling further and further behind global
movements, away from not just brown coal but also black coal.
And when people talk about how we should be exporting brown coal to other parts of the world, what
I would say to them is they are missing the point, because it is not black coal, it is not export quality,
it is coking coal. It is so important that we make sure that when we are having this debate and this
discussion we understand where the global movement is taking us, that we understand the current with
which we are moving away very swiftly and inexorably from coal-fired power to renewable energy
resources such as hydro, wind and solar, and that we understand the mechanisms that need to be
developed as a priority to enhance the offering and the mix of energy that is available across the
national grid. When we do this not only will we be putting downward pressure on energy prices, we
will also be able to generate energy in a much more consistent fashion, which will enable the national
grid to operate in the most effective way.
We have all seen the scaremongering and the tactics around spot pricing being published in the course
of heat waves, where the prices, as regulated and published by the Australian Energy Market Operator
and within the markets, fluctuate wildly depending on the individual needs of states at the time. That
may be climactic, it may be environmental; there are a range of reasons that underpin it. What we do
know, however, is that there is a vast amount of misinformation, including on the closure of
Hazelwood, including on the royalties issue and including on the reason for energy pricing being the
way that it is and that in fact we need some cold, hard facts rather than florid opinions to inform this
particular debate so that Victorians know exactly what they are paying in their household bills and,
more importantly, why. This is where the Energy Compare site has been really important but also
where the default offer is just as important. We want to make sure that the energy market becomes
fairer and remains fairer. This is not a challenge unique to Victoria. We are seeing that this particular
priority is emerging all over Australia, and so this bill remains an important and relevant part of the
work to alleviate pressure on households and to alleviate pressure on businesses.
Making sure that we provide requirements for housing developments to be connected to power quicker
is another important part of this bill. We want home owners to be able to shift into their new home
sooner and to have a greater source of reliability in that process. We also want to be able to boost our
construction and our building sectors, particularly as we sharpen the focus on this pandemic recovery
effort. Again, and I do not intend to dwell on this, today’s budget also incorporates many of the
announcements made by the Premier in the last week, including the Big Build and including a record
$5.3 billion in social and community housing. These are the sorts of initiatives which are not only
going to provide jobs and are not only going to provide the dignity and the inclusion of stable, modern
and fit-for-purpose accommodation but are also going to require the connection and maintenance of
utilities in a way that enables people in all socio-economic circumstances, from all backgrounds and
across the whole state to enjoy the certainty and the consistency of supply which they deserve.
We also want to make sure—and this is something which features in the bill—that there is a better
capacity for the government to regulate the licensed energy sector, including the way in which licence
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conditions are set and including the way that the industry rises to the challenge of delivering services
promptly. As part of this, cutting red tape is important. I would have thought those opposite would be
all for this. I would have thought that those opposite would be champing at the bit, given what they
attempted to achieve—I mean, they failed at it, but they did give it a crack when they were last in
government—around the reduction of red tape. But this particular bill is all about making sure that we
can expedite and improve the processes associated with approvals and connections. In practical terms
these delays that I have referred to can have a major implication not only on owners, tenants and
residents but also on industries at large. They can have a significant knock-on impact in the payment
of accounts to builders and contractors. This is where again making sure that we can reduce those
delays in connection is a big part of delivering on the most expedited and smooth recovery, particularly
from the pandemic, within construction and building that we can possibly deliver.
We need to make sure, on the other side of things, when we have positive regulation that we also look
at compliance and penalties. This is where the overhauling provisions within this bill to penalise
companies if they do the wrong thing and fail to meet the obligations set out for them under the energy
fairness plan and also to galvanise the Essential Services Commission to be able to enforce and
regulate the energy sector are a very, very big part of making sure that outcomes are fairer on the
ground to make sure that households and communities are not getting a raw deal and to make sure that
the progress that we have achieved since the offering of the default offer, since the reviews which I
spoke about earlier and since the cold, hard reality being brought home to current Prime Minister Scott
Morrison and his current energy minister is in fact not an opportunity that withers on the vine.
I look forward to seeing this bill pass the house today. I look forward to seeing better rigour in relation
to licences, and I look forward to the downstream impact that this will have in practical terms as we
work to make sure that electricity prices are fairer and more consistent and that we work toward a
better and more progressive way of generating power, not just now, not just in response to the
commodities that we have now, but into the future, as technology is enhanced and as our population
grows. I commend this bill to the house.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (15:51): I am pleased to rise this afternoon and make my contribution
on the Energy Legislation Amendment (Licence Conditions) Bill 2020. This is a bill that does not
need to exist. It is a bill that already has oversight by the Essential Services Commission (ESC)—a
commission, by the way, that was established under the Bracks-Brumby governments 20 years ago to
deal with the importance of regulating licences and oversight for that. But nonetheless this government
has chosen to do what it has done all the way through this year in particular but through its term of
government—that is, to make captain’s calls and to put more decision-making powers in the hands of
its ministers. We have seen that throughout the pandemic, which the Labor Party calls the global
pandemic, yet I notice that Victoria was the hardest hit state in all of Australia when other states opened
up and got on with life—
Mr Finn: And Labor stuffed up.
Ms BATH: Correct. I will take the interjection from Mr Finn when he said ‘And Labor stuffed up’.
This bill allows the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change to change, vary, revoke or
add licence conditions placed upon the electricity and specifically gas providers. For that purpose and
for clarity, these licences are certainly the ones that electricity and gas suppliers can operate under, but
it was, as I said, under the auspices of an independent ESC. When the licence conditions provided by
the minister are in conflict with those made by the ESC, the minister can make orders to supersede
them and to prevail and therefore make that captain’s call, as I said, and they must be published in the
Government Gazette. Effective licensees must be able to make representations to the government, but
we have also heard via Mr Rich-Phillips in relation to our amendment that they have only 14 days to
do that. We have very sensibly put up an amendment to this bill so that there would be at least a 28day gap for information to flow and communication to occur. The minister must notify but only inform
them of her decision or their decision.
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We notice also that the Essential Services Commission in October this year put up a decision paper
called Timely Negotiated Electricity Connections. This publicly released document laid out the
problems that occur currently in relation to negotiated connections for new housing developments in
greenfield areas. Certainly we welcome many of those developments, and we have seen in Gippsland
in particular very much a resurgence of people wanting to move out to regional Victoria due to the
pandemic and the lockdown situation that our very poor and sad Melbourne cousins certainly had to
endure under the Andrews government. But through that actual paper, through the Timely Negotiated
Electricity Connections paper, are cited some problems, including:
•

effective working relationships between distribution businesses and developers to resolve issues causing
delays

•

accountability and transparency from distribution businesses about the times to complete certain stages
in the negotiated connections process.

The decision-making paper also requires that each electricity distribution business develop a customer
service standard under 23.1 of its licence, and this must come into effect from March 2021.
Now, the government in its media release about the bill said, ‘We’re cutting red tape, we’ll reduce
delays’ et cetera, et cetera. However, this is again just Labor spin. While the minister has made a
pledge to support the construction industry, we have seen throughout this year, throughout the
lockdowns and the restrictions, that many sole trader carpenters, many sole trader painters and brickies
and plumbers and electrical contractors have been left stranded by this government and unable to
create the financial stimulus that they need to recover from the coronavirus pandemic. Indeed in many
cases the federal government’s JobKeeper and JobSeeker have been that lifeline that has kept many
businesses just barely above the waterline in terms of continuing operation. But there are also always
ongoing costs for sole traders. There is annual registration to the Victorian Building Authority and
there are insurance and operating costs. And, again, many people have come into my office looking
for support and assistance through the Business Support Fund, but time and again they have not been
able to access this due to the criteria, and so the sole traders certainly have had huge financial pressures
lumped on them. Now, with restrictions easing, there is demand in our domestic construction industry,
and we will be waiting to see how they can respond.
This bill before us does nothing to address the ongoing concerns about reliability and affordability for
electricity consumers, the end users. It does nothing to do this—it only makes and creates a captain’s
call. Back in June this year the Essential Services Commission also put out a draft paper—an issues
paper as it was known—and there was some important feedback in relation to that and time frames.
We know that the Andrews government created the strictest COVID-19 restrictions, and what that
meant was often people were staying at home, and with staying at home and with mild weather
occurring during late winter to early spring we saw that demand for electricity went down to a
considerable low. That was helpful for people who were able to survive that period of time, but on the
whole this government has been the architect, has been the principal supplier, of the most burdensome
electricity costs in the nation. Despite the falling demand Victoria has the most expensive energy
pricing according to AEMO, the Australian Energy Market Operator. And while we acknowledge the
health and economic impacts of coronavirus have been widespread, the Victorian Energy Market
Report issued in 2020 in September recognises that many residential and small business energy
consumers are experiencing huge financial uncertainty—the cost to small business and households.
Evidence from this document states that between April and July this year more small business
customers fell behind in their average arrears.
Sitting suspended 4.00 pm until 4.19 pm.
Ms BATH: Before the house rose for a few moments for deep cleaning I was just about to relate
to the house some of the impact the government’s forced closure of our state through the pandemic
has had on small business and also on our households. Indeed the Victorian Energy Market Report
from the ESC talked about the impact, and part of that report showed that between April and July this
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year more small businesses fell behind. The average arrears in terms of electricity accounts increased
by 20 per cent, and for gas that was 30 per cent. From that report, 21 per cent of Victorians said that
they were concerned about their ability to pay their own electricity bills. One in five Victorians said
they were struggling to keep the lights on. This has been the impact of (a) this coronavirus lockdown
from the government and (b) the burdensome price of electricity and gas that this government over its
tenure has created for Victorians.
In relation to the cost of electricity, we hear from the other side it is all somebody else’s fault—
apparently it is all Jeff Kennett’s fault. We can just label everything on him; it is a lovely kickback
into the past.
Mr Finn: What about Bolte?
Ms BATH: Well, we could keep going back—what about the Romans? If we look back to 2015
when the government first took office, the official wholesale price of electricity was around $28. If we
fast-forward five years, it has increased substantially to $90, and by comparison that is a 200 per cent
increase—a 200 per cent increase in turning on your lights and keeping businesses open. An example
of a great business in Traralgon is the Shaky Spear. They do an awesome milkshake and hamburger,
and I have had a bit of a thing for potato cakes from them as well. Now, the Shaky Spear’s owner—
she is in Shakespeare Street—Bronwyn, has been communicating, and I have spoken to her on a
number of occasions. About four years ago her average monthly bill was $400. It has now, four years
later, skyrocketed up to $1600. Now, this comes under the time frame for when the member for Eastern
Victoria from the Labor Party across there said, ‘For too long governments have been subsidising the
coal industry’. ‘For too long they have been subsidising the coal industry’ was her comment, and yet
downtown in Traralgon the Shaky Spear have had a humungous increase in their average monthly
electricity bill. Well, let us kick them in the shins and let us kick them when they are down. She has
negotiated a slight decrease, to around $1400, but this shows the excessive electricity bills that people
are having to cope with.
We also know that the Victorian Council of Social Service, in speaking to the ESC’s
recommendations, spoke about working collaboratively—that the ESC, the independent body, should
work collaboratively with retailers and communities. The Victorian Council of Social Service did not
say, ‘Let’s put all that power, let’s put all that authority, back onto the minister’. It did not say that one
iota.
Now, just to give the house a bit of an update on some news that came out on Monday in relation to
AGL Loy Yang, AGL Loy Yang as we speak has just announced that it is going to be a large battery
storage site. It is going to be part of that battery technology, and funnily enough it has been able to do
that without government subsidies. It is taking the smart approach, and I guess the battery storage
facility will be able to take off electricity from both coal and other resource suppliers—wind and
electricity. So they are being contemporary. They are rising to the challenge, and they have done so,
funnily enough, without a government subsidy.
In conclusion, I note that Mr Rich-Phillips also has another amendment in relation to a sunset clause.
If we believe the government, we are doing this because of COVID. Because of the COVID response
we need to be able to have our finger on the pulse. Well, if that be the case, then at the end of a twoyear period, after COVID communities have responded and recovered, that should see the sunset of
this weird, strange and not-required bill. So The Nationals will not be supporting it. Along with the
Liberals we believe that there is already an oversight body and that the Essential Services Commission
should continue their work to regulate, communicate and coordinate and have oversight in relation to
gas and electricity retailers.
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House divided on motion:

Ayes, 23
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
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Hayes, Mr
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Patten, Ms
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Ratnam, Dr
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Stitt, Ms

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

Noes, 13
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

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

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1 (16:32)
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Minister, could you outline to the house why the government believes this
bill is necessary?
Mr LEANE: Thank you, Mr Rich-Phillips. Taking into account some of the second-reading
speeches, I think we are all actually supportive of consumers getting the best service that they can get,
particularly around housing estates. There has been a concern, and I think the Property Council of
Australia actually have come out vocally around the concern around the delays to new housing estates
being hooked up to the grid.
As far as consumers on housing estates are concerned—and I can say firsthand; I am sure a lot of us
would be able talk to this firsthand—people’s first home is usually reliant on purchasing a house and
land package in a housing estate and then they rely on that delivery being on time. There are periods
of time when consumers are both paying rent and also paying the progressive payments of their
building program. They are keen to get in and stop doing that and actually just start paying their
mortgage rather than both of those services. They are also keen to get into their new house or their
new home, being, as I said, that a lot of times it might be first home buyers that are moving into a
housing estate. There has been a concern around the delivery of the energy companies in terms of the
timely period that they can actually, as I said, hook these particular estates into the grid, which puts
consumers and developers and all stakeholders in a state of limbo unless they can get some surety
around the timing and hopefully the timely outcome of those services being supplied to the housing
estate.
So this is one issue where the minister would be able to make an order that of course there will be
14 days for the licensees of these particular companies to negotiate, and that is a minimum, but this is
one of those instances where there can be an order made by the minister to negotiate an outcome that
will give surety going forward in an instance like this where it is actually a good outcome for
consumers. As I said, taking into account a lot of the second-reading speeches on both sides of the
chamber, everyone is very positive about there being good outcomes for consumers in these areas. So
the minister would be able to in this instance make an order, negotiate with the different energy
companies and come out with a degree of surety for the consumers, the developers and all the
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stakeholders in this particular instance. So I think the need for this bill is purely based on government
policy that is good for consumers, and the example and the issue that is prevalent is particularly, as I
have stated, a timely agreement about when housing estates will actually have their electricity
connected to them and that people will be able to move in with a certificate of occupancy.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. The issue you raised around the connection of
housing estates was referred to in the second-reading debate. Interestingly it is not referred to in the
minister’s second-reading speech—in fact no justification is given in the minister’s second-reading
speech. Given your answer, can you give an assurance to the house that this power that is being created
by this bill will only be used by the minister in respect of speeding up connections of new housing
estates?
Mr LEANE: Mr Rich-Phillips, I think the example that I gave is, as I said, very prevalent as far as
the rationale around this particular bill goes. As far as guarantees go, I think the guarantee I can give
is that the government will have policies around particularly energy supply and other services in this
sector which will be beneficial to consumers, beneficial to the building program—and quite an
aggressive and progressive building program—in housing and other types of buildings that will
stimulate the economy in the recovery from COVID. So I think that as far as limiting it to that one
issue goes I can give no guarantee, but what I can say is that this bill would be only used for progressive
uses to encourage best outcomes for consumers and Victorians, as I stated.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. Minister, the Essential Services Commission has
already released a decision paper addressing the issue of connection of new housing estates. What
does the government propose to do by way of ministerial direction that is not already covered by that
decision paper from the ESC?
Mr LEANE: My understanding is that the advice on that decision paper will not be wasted, but I
will just check with the box and confirm that.
Just confirming my original answer, this particular report will not be wasted. As Mr Rich-Phillips
rightly said, it is a draft report. I do not think the final report is due until sometime early next year. But
the report is actually around reporting standards; it is not actually about regulating timely connections,
as I said in the example that I gave around housing estates. This bill goes towards, as I said, getting
the best outcome for consumers, and this report is around the reporting standards.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. Yes, the final determination of the ESC is due in
February, but I venture the view that it is more than just reporting standards that are covered by that
decision paper. But taking your answer on face value, what therefore is the minister proposing to put
in a licence variation which is not covered by the ESC paper? What is she going to do that the
government says the ESC is not doing?
Mr LEANE: I think, Mr Rich-Phillips, I did give one example, but I will just confirm that with the
box.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. Certainly on the example of connecting new estates
you did, but what exactly is the mechanism the minister is proposing to put for a licence condition that
‘Thou shalt connect an estate within 24 hours’? What exactly is she planning to do by way of this
mechanism that will be put in place? You said the objective is to connect them. What is she actually
going to do though?
Mr LEANE: I think that was outlined in the bill, Mr Rich-Phillips, in terms of the process she
needs to follow if such an order was made. I think this is a decision that will be negotiated. She has to
under the order negotiate with the effective licensee for a minimum of 14 days—it can be longer than
that—about what outcome can be achieved. She needs to take into account the benefits and the costs
in that actual conversation, and it is not for her to determine this order alone. She needs to consult with
the Premier, the Treasurer and the Assistant Treasurer as far as his responsibility to the Essential
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Services Commission goes. I will see if there is any more I can add to that from the box. I think the
only thing I did not add is that she can, after the negotiations, agree on a mandated time frame.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. I note that does not set out what order, or even an
outline of what order, the minister is likely to make to deliver the objective of connecting estates more
quickly. Can I ask the minister: putting aside the obligation to have the consultation mechanism in the
bill, who will the minister consult in the preparation of a draft order? Obviously the Premier needs to
be consulted, but will she consult her department or will she also consult the Essential Services
Commission?
Mr LEANE: I can confirm that the Essential Services Commission will be consulted. There will
also be obviously departmental people and stakeholders—Energy Safe Victoria and other
stakeholders—that this may be an issue for.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. Minister, is there a difference of view between the
department and the Essential Services Commission as to how accelerating the connections of new
estates should be achieved?
Mr LEANE: Mr Rich-Phillips, I can say that the ESC were consulted around the bill and they did
not indicate that they did not support the bill as far as the way it is formed goes. They did not not
support the provisions in the bill.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Thank you, Minister. The question actually was not related to the bill;
rather it was related to the approach of getting estates connected more quickly, so the policy outcome.
The ESC has set down in their decision paper a mechanism to do that. Is there a difference of opinion
with the department and the ESC as to how best to get new estates connected? So it is the policy
question rather than the mechanism.
Mr LEANE: The response I can give is that, no, there was not.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Minister, when the current framework was established in 2000, 2001
thereabouts, with the establishment of the Essential Services Commission, the second-reading speech
given at that time by the then minister, Candy Broad, stated:
An essential prerequisite for effective economic regulation is that regulatory decisions are not influenced by
the government of the day.

So there was a very clear policy intent that the framework of licensing was in the hands of the Essential
Services Commission. It was intentionally removed from day-to-day involvement of the government.
This bill reverses that by replicating that power in the hands of the minister. Why is the government
moving away from the position that regulatory decisions should not be influenced by the government
of the day?
Mr LEANE: I think the bill is designed for a more direct, flexible and timely mechanism to give
the government priorities and objectives in respect to the licensed electricity and gas sector, and I think
it might have been an answer to your first or second question regarding the government finding this a
more flexible and timely mechanism to make sure that consumers have priority when it comes to any
issues regarding this particular sector.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: I move:
1.

Clause 1, line 4, after “to” insert “temporarily”.

This is on the sheet GRP18C. For some reason we have two separate sheets of amendments, but they
do fortunately relate to two separate policy considerations. The set of amendments on sheet GRP18C,
which is the multipage sheet, deals with the question of sunsetting. I indicated in the second-reading
debate, as has effectively been endorsed by the minister’s comments, that the government’s rationale
for this bill is to accelerate the connection of new housing estates to the energy grid, be it gas or
electricity, given the expected increase in economic activity over the coming years.
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Now, it is the position of the Liberal-Nationals coalition, as reflected by our opposition on the secondreading vote, that the powers the minister is seeking to intervene in licence conditions are
extraordinary. They fly in the face of what was the intention of the original ESC structure 20 years
ago. To the extent they exist we believe they should only be temporary to allow, if this is going to
accelerate the connection of housing, that to occur through this expected recovery phase over the next
two years. The purpose of this amendment and the subsequent amendments on this sheet is the same—
that is, to sunset these powers after two years. So if these amendments are supported, they will ensure
that the new powers given to the minister today sunset two years from today. I would commend them
to the house.
Mr LEANE: The government will not be supporting Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment. We believe
that governments should be able to be in a position to, as I said, have an objective to protect and support
the interests of consumers in this particular sector in the future if need be with this type of provision.
In saying that, we do not discount that any government, whether it be this existing government or a
new government, should be able to have this provision into the future.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Just by way of explanation, Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment 1 is a
test for his remaining amendments on his sheet 18C. Mr Rich-Phillips has two sets of amendments,
18C and 20C.
Committee divided on amendment:
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Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 6 agreed to.
Clause 7 (17:00)
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: I move:
1.

Clause 7, page 9, line 27, omit “14” and insert “28”.

This amendment, on sheet 20C, is to amend the consultation time frame as outlined in the secondreading speech. Under this bill the minister is required to consult with affected licence-holders, and
the bill currently specifies a 14-day period for that consultation to take place. Now, the mechanism by
which licence-holders are notified of a proposed licence change is, in the case of an individual licenceholder, by written notification. However, in the case of a class of licence-holder, the only notification
required is by notice in the Government Gazette. So the requirement is that a licence-holder firstly sees
it in the Government Gazette and then has 14 days to provide a response or feedback to the minister.
Given the complexity of these matters and the complexity of the retail licences concerned, we believe,
and indeed the retailers believe, that 14 days is too short. So the intent of this amendment is to change
the consultation period from 14 days to 28 days to allow them to prepare properly considered
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responses and ensure that they can be properly heard in the licence condition-setting process. So the
proposal is to simply change the 14-day consultation period for electricity retailers and the 14-day
consultation period for gas retailers to 28 days in both instances.
Mr LEANE: The government will be opposing Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment because the
14 days as prescribed in the bill is actually, to be clear, a minimum. If there are negotiations that need
to go longer than the 14 days to get it right, that is what can be afforded to all parties. There is no
intention for the government to not be transparent and not be up front with the licensees as far as an
order being made goes, and they will definitely be made aware that negotiations around the order will
be available to them.
Committee divided on amendment:

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

Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 20
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr

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

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 8 to 14 agreed to.
Clause 15 (17:10)
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I invite Mr Rich-Phillips to move his amendment 2 on sheet 20C.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: This was effectively tested by the previous one, given it is for the same
purpose. One is for gas; one is for electricity.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: It is actually listed as being standalone.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS: Yes, but it is the same issue. One was for gas; this one is for electricity.
We will not test it again.
Clause agreed to; clauses 16 to 21 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (17:11): I move:
That the report be now adopted.

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
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Third reading
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (17:11): I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank all the members of this chamber for their contributions.
The PRESIDENT: The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:

Ayes, 23
Barton, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, 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, 13
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

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

Question agreed to.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill without amendment.
Adjournment
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (17:18): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

WORLD ANIMAL PROTECTION BILLBOARD
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:18): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, and the action I seek is for her to provide an
explanation as to why a dolphin captivity billboard in Melbourne’s CBD was removed. World Animal
Protection recently funded a giant billboard over Lonsdale Street with a poignant message to end
captive dolphin breeding. The message was to nearby investment giant BGH, which is set to take over
Village Roadshow. After only four days of display Village contacted the outdoor advertiser
threatening to withdraw future advertising spend if they did not remove World Animal Protection’s
mural immediately. And pulled it was, after just five days.
Dolphins belong in their wild ocean home. Confinement is cruel and unnatural. Wild dolphins can
swim more than 40 miles a day. They engage in mating, foraging, fighting and play behaviour with
their pod members, and they use their echolocation to explore their diverse ocean environment. In
contrast, captive dolphins are forced to swim in endless circles in artificial habitats, interact with
unfamiliar dolphins and other species and perform behaviours that are unnatural and in some cases
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painful. This campaign was an important educational tool for Victorians, one that we may be able to
sympathise with more after experiencing a momentary lockdown. I call on the minister to explain how
this decision could have been made.
COVID-19
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:20): I raise an adjournment matter for the AttorneyGeneral, and the action I seek is that she review the previous procurement process for the provision of
medical services for the government’s COVID-19 hotel quarantine program, including to the hot
hotels now within her responsibility, and specifically how it is that the Pinskiers came to provide such
a significant proportion of the medical services provided to the program.
The Pinskier brothers, Nathan and Henry, are well-known Labor Party figures. Dr Henry Pinskier is a
previous Victorian Labor Party vice-president, and his daughter is a key political adviser to the
Premier, working within the powerful Premier’s private office. The Pinskiers entities, within their
elaborate corporate structure, were retained to provide medical services to the hotel quarantine
program soon after its commencement earlier this year. How the Pinskiers came to have this lucrative
contract is still not known—this despite questioning by Ms Crozier to former Minister Mikakos in this
place and evidence to the hotel quarantine inquiry.
In his statement made to the inquiry dated 2 September 2020, Dr Nathan Pinskier states that his
involvement in the program came about because:
On Sunday … 29 I was contacted by … DHHS in my capacity as President of the General Practice Deputising
Association. I understand that—

the Department of Health and Human Services—
… obtained my contact details from the Federal Department of Health.

This compares to the statement of Dr Julian Rait, OAM, president of AMA Victoria, dated 25 August,
where he says:
I was … called early on Easter Monday … by a member, Dr Nathan Pinskier and was informed that his
medical deputising company had been contacted on or around March 30th 2020 by DHHS regarding the
possibility of providing a medical workforce … This was to be arranged along with other newly recruited
doctors to support the medical care of hotel quarantined overseas arrivals. He had arranged for the doctor
service to commence on Saturday 4 April at Crown Hotel sites.

There is a slight but important difference between these two statements. Pinskier in his statement
asserts that he was contacted as president of the GP Deputising Association, which, if accurate, was
presumably on the basis that as president he would put a call out to the membership to see who could
assist. But this is not referred to in the statement of Dr Rait. His statement implies that Pinskier was
contacted only in his capacity as a service provider. This is reinforced by the fact that Pinskier would
appear to have provided the vast bulk of the medical services for the hotel quarantine program at least
in the initial phase, and there is no evidence that Pinskier passed on any requests for doctors to other
members of the GPDA. Moreover, if DHHS were looking for medical deputising services, why didn’t
they contact the National Association of Medical Deputising Services rather than the Pinskiers’ more
breakaway group? Is this because the Pinskier brothers are Labor’s preferred service provider?
In addition to existing serious concerns about jobs for Labor mates, accentuated by the differences
contained in the statements of Dr Rait and Dr Pinskier, the suitability of the Pinskiers to provide such
services is also in question. There is no evidence that the Pinskiers have specific infectious disease or
infection control specialisation. It is clear that Nathan Pinskier has a pre-existing relationship with
Brett Sutton and Dr van Diemen. So the question remains: did the Pinskiers obtain this contract
because Nathan was president of the GPDA, or was it because he and his brother are Labor royalty?
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EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (17:23): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Early
Childhood, Minister Stitt. The 2020–21 Victorian budget will invest $773.8 million in early childhood
education through access to high-quality and affordable child education, new jobs and skills and new
capital works projects. I welcome this investment and acknowledge the immense help it will provide
to local families in the Northern Metropolitan Region, regardless of their background or
circumstances, for kids to have the very best start in life. It will also be critical to supporting the local
economy to thrive and prosper as we recover from the impacts of this unprecedented coronavirus
pandemic.
Making Victoria the Education State is an investment in our future. It provides every Victorian with
the best chance to learn and gives education the greatest possible role in our social and economic
progress. That investment starts in the early years. Early childhood services in my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region will benefit from funded three-year-old kinder, Australian-first school
readiness funding, the Early Childhood Reform Plan and the unprecedented pipeline of investment in
early childhood infrastructure that the Andrews Labor government is delivering. I ask that the minister
join me in visiting an early childhood service in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region and
meet with local teachers and educators to hear about the great work they are doing to ensure our
children get the best start in life.
FOOTSCRAY PRIMARY SCHOOL
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:25): My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Education in the other place, and the action that I seek is for the minister to ensure the continuation of
the Vietnamese bilingual school program at Footscray Primary School, including assisting and
supporting the school to attract and retain suitable teachers. It was with great disappointment that I
heard that the Vietnamese language program will no longer continue. This program has been operating
for 35 years, and the children attending Footscray Primary during that time have had a very unique
experience: their classes have been taught in English as well as in Vietnamese. As I understand it,
Footscray Primary School’s language immersion stream is the only Vietnamese program of its type in
Australia, one of only a dozen language immersion streams in the state and the only one in the western
suburbs. The program first came under threat in 2016 but was saved following a passionate campaign
that forced an intervention by the Department of Education and Training.
The Vietnamese language is one of the most spoken community languages in Australia, and the
Vietnamese community is a vibrant and significant part of the western suburbs of Melbourne. I do not
see any rationale for stopping the program at Footscray Primary School, and I do not understand why
support has not been forthcoming. Indeed this change could do serious harm to the identity of students
of Vietnamese descent as well as to the relationships between them and their family members,
especially those who are elderly members of the Vietnamese community. What I am hearing from the
community is that the students at Footscray Primary School and their parents have been deeply
disappointed by the plan to remove this program, and what they have also said is that there are many
qualified and available Vietnamese language teachers within the community. I urge this government
to protect the Vietnamese language program at Footscray Primary School by providing the support
and the money needed to continue with this program.
FURNITURE-MAKING APPRENTICESHIPS
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:27): The adjournment matter I have this evening
is for the Minister for Higher Education and Minister for Training and Skills, and it concerns the skills
development and training for apprentices in the furniture industry in Melbourne’s west and
Melbourne’s north. I raised this in the Parliament last year because these apprentices are lacking
facilities and programs in Melbourne’s north to achieve the skills they need in their furniture-making
apprenticeships. I am talking about things like furniture machinery, I am talking about upholstery, I
am talking about polishing and about wood-turning and all of those sorts of skills. Right now those
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skills and training are only available at Holmesglen TAFE down in the south-eastern suburbs. People
looking to do apprenticeships in this manufacturing area of furniture in Melbourne’s north have to
travel all the way down there, and if they are using public transport, they are simply not doing it, or
they are unwilling to take up the apprenticeships. It is a real problem for our manufacturers in
Melbourne’s north.
The formidable leader in that industry, the great Joe Mimmo from Carjo Furniture, has been driving a
number of those furniture manufacturers to get together with the department to try to work out a
solution to get the skills, opportunities and training for these young apprentices in Melbourne’s north.
It developed after I raised it in Parliament following a meeting with 17 manufacturers, Melbourne
Polytechnic, the Victorian skills commission and the principal regional adviser for the north-west
metropolitan area from the Department of Education and Training around this. It had a little bit of
progress from about August 2019 and there were some meetings, there were some local meetings,
some discussions and then everything slowed up in November 2019. The industry has come back to
me and said, ‘Well, it had some momentum for a few months after you raised it in Parliament, but it’s
all ground to a halt’.
Now, we desperately need to make sure that these young people can find jobs and we desperately need
to make sure that the furniture manufacturers, the last of them in Australia, and particularly in
Melbourne’s north, get support to put on apprentices. Some of these companies are trying to work it
out for themselves. They are running their own little training courses within their factories because
there is just a lack of these facilities in Melbourne’s north via Melbourne Polytechnic or whoever else
can provide these services. The action I seek from the minister is for him to update me on where we
are with the skills and training development for apprentices in the furniture industry, because it all
slowed down in November 2019, so that I can update the manufacturers in Melbourne’s north on
where we are up to and so we can get these young people jobs.
BELL TRAIN STATION CAR PARK
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:30): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure, and the action I seek is that the plans for the Bell station redevelopment
be revised so that the entry point to the car park is moved to the western side. Bell station is one of the
many stations across Melbourne that is part of the Level Crossing Removal Project, and plans for the
redevelopment of the station are underway. Under the current plans for the station redevelopment the
entry point to the car park is a narrow residential street. This will pump hundreds of cars into a
residential neighbourhood frequented by pedestrians and by children who use these streets to play as
the area already has limited open space. It is disappointing that the government is going ahead with
these plans when there is a simple alternative. Putting the entrance to the car park on the west side
would give drivers better access from Bell Street and make things safer for commuters, road users and
pedestrians as well as protecting the amenity of the quiet residential streets to the east.
The Bell Residents Group and the Preston and Thornbury community are calling for the entry to the
car park to be moved to the west side, and their petition has more than 1600 signatures. But their work
is falling on deaf ears, as the minister, their local member—the member for Northcote—and the Level
Crossing Removal Project are not listening. The community supports the Level Crossing Removal
Project and is trying to engage with the process. They simply want the final design to be safe and to
benefit the community rather than destroying local amenity and safety, yet the government is pushing
ahead with these plans and community feedback has been ignored. This is not the first time that
community concerns have been ignored by the Level Crossing Removal Project, as the Preston
community knows well after the authority placed an electric substation within 6 metres of the nearest
home, with no consultation. So it is extremely frustrating that this is happening once again, especially
when the community has identified a simple and effective alternative. I ask the minister to revise the
plans for the Bell station car park so that the access point is moved to the western side.
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GREATER SHEPPARTON SECONDARY COLLEGE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:32): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and it concerns the ongoing problem of bullying and fights at the Greater Shepparton
Secondary College. There is an onus on the state government to provide every child with a safe and
supportive school environment. Therefore the action that I seek from the minister is for him to urgently
inquire into and intervene in this latest incident at the Greater Shepparton Secondary College to ensure
the student in question can attend the school safely without being the victim of constant harassment
and bullying.
It is a fundamental responsibility of all governments to provide safe and secure learning environments
where all children receive an enriching and comprehensive education. As members would be aware,
I have relayed stories many times in this chamber of my concerns and the Greater Shepparton
community’s concerns regarding the Andrews Labor government’s Shepparton Education Plan. The
plan has seen the merger of four public secondary schools in Shepparton and Mooroopna into one
Greater Shepparton Secondary College, currently under construction on the former Shepparton High
School site. This has stripped parents of choice in public education, and their children have no
alternatives if this school fails to meet their educational expectations. From the outset local parents
expressed their concerns regarding the likelihood of bullying and harassment across the three
campuses of the school as a result of joining students from four schools together at the start of the year.
The entire community was assured by the executive principal that the new school would deal with
bullying appropriately and that she would help build a culture at the college where incidents of bullying
would be infrequent. Unfortunately this has not been the reality for many students at the Greater
Shepparton Secondary College, and throughout the year my office has been inundated with complaints
from parents of fighting, ongoing harassment and systemic bullying at the three campuses.
Unfortunately the problem has continued, with a further attack on a student by a group of students at
one of the campuses last week. The behaviour continued throughout the week, and the student’s father
spoke to the campus principal on each occasion. Each time, the father was assured the school would
deal with the issue, but it remains unresolved. The student is now too afraid to attend school, and his
father has grave concerns for the child’s mental health. Rather than identifying the student in this
contribution, I have written to the minister with comprehensive details of the incident and the family
involved, and I seek the minister’s urgent intervention to ensure the student is appropriately protected.
COVID-19
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:34): My adjournment matter is for the attention
of the Minister for Health. I have recently been contacted by the concerned mum of a young
preschooler. This year has been hard enough on her and her child, but she is more concerned about
what lies ahead for her child going into prep next year. Parents will most likely very vividly remember
their children’s first day of prep. I know I do. It is exciting and daunting for parents and children alike.
For the children, going into prep is one of the first experiences of being separated from their parents.
The first day is often the hardest. It is for this reason that it is crucial for parents to guide and support
their children by walking them into the school, taking them to their classrooms, giving them one last
hug and of course taking the first-day-at-school photo. Unfortunately parents are restricted from
entering schools, and other measures have been put in place which further limit the interactions parents
get to have with teachers and students. The mum I spoke to is extremely concerned about sending her
child off to prep next year without being there for support, and I am certain many other parents are in
the same boat. My request to the minister is to ensure that parents of all preschool and prep students
are allowed on school grounds with their children for the commencement of the 2021 school year.
WESTERN SUBURBS TREE PLANTING
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:36): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. The house may recall—indeed the minister
may recall—that in the last sitting week I asked the minister what she was going to do to increase the
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number of trees in areas of the west such as Wyndham, Brimbank, Melton and even Hobsons Bay,
and I have been thinking about that a great deal since I asked that question around two weeks ago. I
have long been annoyed at the description of the eastern suburbs as the leafy green suburbs. I know
many suburbs in Melbourne’s west that also are green and leafy, but we desperately need to make it
more. And as I pointed out in my constituency question a couple of weeks ago, there are a number of
areas—particularly new developments, which are going ahead at a great rate of knots in the west—
that are hardly treed at all. Their houses are built and they have a road and footpath, and that is about it.
What we need is a comprehensive and intensive program to ensure that more trees are planted
throughout the western suburbs of Melbourne, because not only does it enhance the aesthetics of the
local area but of course it also, as has been pointed out, does lower the temperature. With summer
coming up that would be a very good thing, particularly in the west, because it does get mighty hot in
the western suburbs of Melbourne, and this would be something that we could do to assist local people
in fighting that heatwave that inevitably comes every summer. So what I am doing is suggesting to the
minister that we work together. People say that politicians do not work together from either side. Well,
I am suggesting that on this occasion we do work together. I am suggesting that we put together a
program which would see the planting of a large number of trees—I would not go as far as Bob
Hawke’s billion, I think it was, some years ago, but let us say a substantial number of trees—to be
planted in the western suburbs of Melbourne, and that will ensure that the west is a much better place
to live. It will ensure that the air is cleaner in the west. That would also be a very good thing, and I
know that a number of people have been worried about that for a long time. So I ask the minister to sit
down with me to come up with this program and to put it into effect.
PLASTIC BAG BAN
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:39): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. It has been a year since this government implemented a plastic bag
ban in Victoria. As we expected, plastic bags did not vanish from supermarkets; instead plastic bags
became thicker and are marketed as re-usable. News reports have published glowing reviews of the
ban. We are told that over 4.7 billion fewer single-use plastic shopping bags have gone to landfill over
the last 12 months. Counting the bags may give a misleading result. The new bags are bigger and more
durable and hold more, so you do need fewer of them. They are also thicker, so they take much longer
to break down. You only have to drive down the street on bin morning to see the re-usable bags poking
out the top of too-full bins. We have replaced low-impact single-use bags in landfill with high-impact
re-usable ones.
We also have to account for alternatives. Green bags are 130 times as environmentally destructive as
single-use plastic bags and many, many more of them are making their way to landfill than before the
bag ban. Rebecca Taylor, an assistant professor at Sydney University, found that sales of bin liners
increased by 120 per cent following the bag ban. Deakin senior lecturer Trevor Thornton noted that
bin liners are often more hazardous for the environment than regular shopping bags, not only because
they are thicker but because they are also often treated with chemicals to make them smell better.
We raised all these issues when the bag ban was being introduced 12 months ago. Now, down the
track, it sounds like a fine time to find out how much worse you have made the environmental
outcomes with your poorly thought out virtue-signalling ban. I call on the minister to explain how the
government is measuring the impact of its plastic bag ban in terms of both the amount of additional
plastic going to landfill from bin liners and thicker bags as well as the additional cost to consumers of
buying these bags.
MOUNT GELLIBRAND FIRE TOWER
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:41): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. Western Victoria is facing a potentially catastrophic fire season due
to heavy rainfall and lush vegetation growth, and yet the government intends to shut down one of the
most important fire safety pieces of infrastructure in the region. Fire towers play a critical role in early

ADJOURNMENT
4140

Legislative Council

Tuesday, 24 November 2020

fire detection and resource coordination, providing an essential bulwark against losing control of fires
in rural communities. Over 40 years ago volunteers built the Mount Gellibrand fire tower and have
manned it ever since, saving lives and damage to property.
For the past three years the Labor government has sat on an engineer’s report that says the Mount
Gellibrand fire tower has reached the end of its service life. Now, on the eve of the fire season,
Victorians’ lives will be put in danger because of the government’s incompetence and failure to
address this pressing local issue. In last year’s budget the government raised the fire levy from all
households by 10 per cent. The levy will rise to $738 million in 2020–21, $756 million in 2021–22
and $776 million in 2022–23. Surely $300 000 could be found to save this vital tower.
This afternoon in question time the member for Polwarth in another place asked the minister about the
fire tower. The minister obfuscated for 5 minutes and failed to give western Victorians any assurance
about the future of the tower and their safety this fire season. The minister said we have a substantial
system with drones. Does the minister seriously believe that a fleet of drones is capable of covering
this entire area 24/7 during the fire season? This is madness and is no match for local knowledge and
eyes in a fire tower. Clearly this is just about getting rid of volunteers. The Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning manned towers in the Otways are no substitute for Mount
Gellibrand due to mist and other vision-obscuring factors. I call on the minister to guarantee western
Victorians that the Mount Gellibrand fire tower and other vital fire towers, including those at Mount
Anakie, Creswick, Mount Porndon, Mount Buninyong, Peters Hill, Mount Cowley and Lavers Hill,
will be fit for purpose in the upcoming fire season.
EAST GIPPSLAND ROADS
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:44): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place. It relates to the maintenance of crucial
roads in a fantastic part of my electorate in East Gippsland called Bemm River. Impacted by the
2019–20 fires in East Gippsland and in quick succession by the coronavirus lockdown, businesses of
the wonderful community of Bemm River are only just starting to reopen. Tourism is the major asset
and the major focus for that business community, nestled between the river, the inlet and the sea—and
it is a most picturesque place indeed. Considered by fishing enthusiasts to be the bream capital of
Gippsland—and I might say the bream capital of Australia—the town offers a general store, a caravan
park, a hotel and a boat hire, with 10 businesses all collectively looking at tourism as their major
income earner. Bemm River Holiday Accommodation and Boat Hire estimates that it has lost
$140 000 in takings compared to this time last year. Although they are back up and running, they are
still to get up on their feet, and it is great to see people coming into the area and booking out their
accommodation.
Pearl Point Road is a major roadway and is approximately 9 kilometres long. It enables access to those
beautiful, pristine waters, including Binn Beach, Gunnai Beach and Py-Yoot Bay, all the way through
to Pearl Point, which is a popular whale watching area. In a very poor state of repair, it is an unsealed
road and it desperately needs maintenance. It is basically only able to have a four-wheel drive cross it,
and then there are so many potholes that even that four-wheel drive can be stuck. Also serving very
much as a lifeline during the 2019 and 2020 horrendous bushfires in our area, the Old Coast Road
connects right along the Gippsland coast and those small towns and hamlets. During that time, when
we were diverting people off the Princes Highway, which was blocked due to the fires, the Old Coast
Road was used by locals and emergency service vehicles. Indeed the timber harvesters, the CFA and
local community did the most amazing job to really support that emergency effort, and they used the
Old Coast Road. In order to support and protect these towns in the upcoming fire season I call on the
minister and I ask the minister to schedule both roads for urgent maintenance during and prior to this
year’s summer season but also provide that ongoing maintenance that these people deserve and that
these roads badly need.
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RESPONSES
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (17:46): There were 12 adjournment matters from various
members of the chamber this evening directed to nine different ministers. Those ministers will be
made aware of those adjournment matters and respond accordingly.
Speaking of responses, I have 25 responses to previous adjournment matters.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.47 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.

Tuesday, 24 November 2020
COURT TRANSCRIPTS
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (3 March 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
Emergency workers should never be exposed to violence in the course of performing their duties and it is
unacceptable that they should be attacked or assaulted just for doing their job.
That is why over recent years, this government has progressively introduced a suite of reforms aimed at better
protecting emergency workers from offenders who seek to cause them harm, most recently with the
introduction of the Sentencing Amendment (Emergency Worker Harm) Bill 2020. The Bill will require courts
to impose a sentence of imprisonment in all cases where an offender recklessly or intentionally injures an
emergency worker on duty, except in very narrow circumstances.
The Bill also requires the Office of Public Prosecutions to prosecute all offences against emergency workers
to which a statutory minimum sentence applies in the higher courts. This amendment recognises the
complexity of the law and high public interest in its application. It will also mean that sentencing remarks
may be more readily accessible to the public, as decisions of the higher courts are routinely published online.
This will promote transparency in the sentencing process for offences committed against emergency workers
and to which statutory minimum sentences apply.
These reforms have been developed in close consultation with the Emergency Worker Harm Reference
Group, which includes representatives from a range of emergency service organisations such as Victoria
Police and Ambulance Victoria, unions representing emergency workers, as well as the Office of Public
Prosecutions and other government agencies.
In relation to the matter involving Mr Arop, it would be inappropriate for me to comment on the decision in
this case, as the courts operate independently of government. However, I can provide the following
information. Mr Arop was charged with and pleaded guilty to a significant number of offences, some of which
related to the assault of emergency workers. This included one charge of recklessly causing injury, which
carries a statutory minimum sentence of six months’ imprisonment if committed against an emergency worker
on duty. However, this charge was struck out. All other offences which Mr Arop was found guilty of do not
have statutory minimum sentences, so the court had full discretion in determining the appropriate sentence.
The government will continue to engage with the Emergency Worker Harm Reference Group to ensure these
laws are fit for purpose and function as intended.
The government is also hard at work implementing the recommendations of the Open Courts Act Review.
This Review considered whether suppression orders and the Open Courts Act 2013 struck the right balance
between the need for open and transparent justice, the proper administration of justice and protecting the
legitimate interests of victims, witnesses and accused persons. In response to several recommendations of the
Review, last year we introduced the Open Courts and Other Acts Amendment Act 2019, which made a number
of changes to the Open Courts Act. These changes included requiring the courts to give a statement of reasons
for making an order which addresses the reasons for the terms of the order and the duration, grounds and
scope of the information covered. These reforms commenced on 7 February this year.
We continue to work on the remainder of the outstanding recommendations of the Review and are engaging
with key stakeholders about the best way to ensure transparency in our courts. These recommendations
include provisions around providing written reasons for the making of suppression orders, and better notice
for parties to assist them in being involved in suppression order proceedings.

COURT NETWORK
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (5 March 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
The Victorian Government is committed to the services provided by Court Network which help all people
coming into contact with the courts. Volunteers (known as Networkers) provide a friendly caring service to
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‘all comers’ which helps people deal with the difficulties of attending court. Networkers guide people around
the court environment and help connect people with other services at the courts. Court Network was awarded
Volunteering Victoria’s Excellence Award 2019. This award recognises organisations that go beyond best
practice volunteer management.
The Victorian Government provided further funding to Court Network in the 2019–20 State Budget to enable
Court Network to sustain services in Victoria’s state jurisdictions. As a result, Court Network is receiving
$1.5 million over three years. This ensures continuity of Court Network’s well-regarded information and
referral services across Victoria’s courts.
Training has been provided to Networkers to help them provide informed assistance to people in the Specialist
Family Violence Courts, and other courts as part of Victoria’s response to the Royal Commission into Family
Violence.
Court Network has been providing its generalist non-legal assistance services in the Melbourne and
Dandenong registries which handle Commonwealth matters primarily related to family law. Many of these
matters involve family violence. Court Network has not been funded by the Commonwealth to deliver its
non-legal support activities in these registries. While negotiation of the new five-year agreement for
Commonwealth funding of legal assistance is progressing, funding under this new agreement does not
encompass non-legal services such as Court Network.
Court Network has advised that it is likely to cease delivering services into the federal court environment. The
state government would not like to see this happen given the benefit that Court Network provides to
individuals attending court.
As the services assist people in the federal court environment, the Victorian Government’s view is that
funding of such support services should be a matter for the Commonwealth. I wrote recently to the
Commonwealth Attorney-General to raise this matter of funding and to express my support for the value of
the services provided by Court Network.

VICTORIAN REGISTRY OF BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (19 March 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
The certificates issued by the Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages Victoria are important identity and
proof of event documents. They are relied on by individuals and entities to enable access to services and
support. A birth certificate is used to create the identity of everyone born in Australia. A marriage or death
certificate, for example, can be used to access bank account funds. It is vital that these documents are securely
delivered in a timely manner.
This change aligns Births, Deaths and Marriages with the practice of many other Australian Registries in not
delivering certificates by standard post. Express Post is trackable from dispatch to delivery. Delivery is
guaranteed within 24 hours for metropolitan areas and 48 hours for non-metropolitan areas. Using Express
Post will help customers ensure that their privacy is protected, and that they are safeguarded from identity
fraud. Additionally, this change will significantly improve certificate delivery times—particularly important
at this time of uncertainty.
Victoria’s certificates are significantly lower in price than all other states and territories. I understand that cost
can still present a barrier to access for some but I’m advised over the past few years the Registry has improved
services for those experiencing disadvantage and extended the reach of its fee waiver policy. A number of
initiatives, for example with Aboriginal communities, those supporting children and in out of home care and
those experiencing homelessness, have been delivered. When a fee waiver is granted it also covers the cost
of postage.

CHILD PROTECTION
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (2 June 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
I thank the member for his question.
As the member has stated, the Commonwealth Parliament recently passed the Crimes Legislation Amendment
(Sexual Crimes against Children and Community Protection Measures) Act 2020. I note that the Act has been
described as introducing mandatory minimum penalties for certain Commonwealth child sex offences.
However, as with statutory minimum sentences in Victoria, the Act provides for narrow exceptions to the
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requirement to impose an otherwise applicable minimum sentence in certain cases, thereby maintaining
judicial discretion to avoid the imposition of what might otherwise be an inappropriate sentence in these
limited instances.
While there is no mandatory sentences for child related offences, in 2017 we introduced a new standard
sentencing scheme aimed at increasing sentences for some of the state’s most serious crimes, including
murder, rape and sexual offences involving children.
The standard sentence scheme was introduced after the Court of Appeal found that the previous baseline
sentencing scheme was incurably defective and ‘incapable of being given any practical operation’. As a result
of this defective law, it dismissed a sentence appeal from the Director of Public Prosecutions, which had been
seeking a longer sentence for a man convicted of protracted sexual abuse of his daughter.
The replacement standard sentence scheme was recommended by the Sentencing Advisory Council to ensure
that sentences for sexual offences, particularly those committed against children, better reflect community
expectations.
A ‘standard sentence’ is a guidepost for the sentencing courts. Courts are required to explain how the sentence
imposed relates to the standard sentence. The scheme also creates a clean slate for current sentencing practices
so that historically low sentencing practices no longer influence the sentencing decision. The standard
sentence scheme applies to relevant offences committed on or after 1 February 2018.
In December 2019, the Court of Appeal confirmed that the scheme has valid application and that the standard
sentence should act as a legislative guidepost to the seriousness of the offence.
In recognition of the seriousness of sexual offending against children, the Government has also made serious
child sexual offences ‘Category 1’ offences. This means that for offending on or after 20 Marcy 2017, courts
must impose a term of imprisonment for these offences and cannot impose a community correction order or
other non-custodial sentence. Prior to these changes, community correction orders had been available as
sentencing options, even for serious crimes.

VICTORIAN CIVIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL TECHNOLOGY
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (3 June 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
The Government invested $5.2 million in April and $2.5 million in March of this year to support VCAT in
developing technological solutions to facilitate remote work and hearings, to digitise its operations and update
its technology, with a specific focus on planning and development matters. This investment has also enabled
VCAT to modernise the filing and monitor guardianship cases through an online portal.
These packages of funding will allow Victorians to have rapid access to the critical services delivered by
VCAT. In addition to the work done at VCAT, as a part of our response to the COVID-19 pandemic, the
Government will continue to foster economic and jobs development in our building sector, making it a driving
force for the Victorian economy during this pandemic, in its recovery and beyond.

POLICE CONDUCT
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18 June 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
Parliament’s Integrity and Oversight Committee was asked to inquire into and report on the external oversight
and investigation of police corruption and misconduct in Victoria.
The Committee’s report was tabled in Parliament on 4 September 2018 and makes 69 recommendations.
Any response to the Committee’s report must include consideration of developments since the Committee
reviewed the operation of the system, including any findings made by the Royal Commission into the
Management of Police Informants.
After a request from the Commission’s Chair, the deadline for delivery of the Commission’s final report has
been extended, to ensure its vital work could be fully completed. This has delayed consideration of those
findings, relative to the findings of the Committee, longer than was originally foreseen.
I can confirm that the Committee’s report remains under consideration by the Government and a response
will be provided in due course.
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WEST GATE TUNNEL
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister for
the Suburban Rail Loop):
I thank the Member for Northern Victoria Region for her question.
The West Gate Tunnel Project (WGTP) is creating hundreds of jobs in regional Victoria, with large concrete
segments for the project being built in Benalla.
There are currently more than 200 people working on the LS Precast concrete site. These local jobs rely on
the project being able to efficiently get products to the WGTP site.
The WGTP team is working with CPB-John Holland, the Department of Transport and the Strathbogie Shire
Council to finalise the safest and most appropriate routes to transport these concrete segments from Benalla
to the WGTP site.
I’m advised that a draft Memorandum of Understanding is currently under discussion between Council and
CPB-John Holland.
As the Member has acknowledged in her statement, a rail siding has been constructed at the Benalla plant to
transport some of the smaller concrete products to Melbourne using Victoria’s freight rail network. This
initiative will ensure that trucks are not exclusively relied upon for deliveries. It was always intended that
larger concrete products would be transported by road.
The simple fact is that the Liberal and National parties have opposed this facility and the jobs it is bringing to
Benalla every step of the way.

JUSTICE SYSTEM
In reply to Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
As Attorney-General, it would not be appropriate for me to comment on specific orders or decisions made by
the courts. However, I note that the Open Courts Act 2013 already requires courts and tribunals to take
reasonable steps to notify media organisations of an application for a suppression order, in cases where the
applicant has given the court or tribunal notice of the application. I also note that media organisations have a
statutory entitlement to apply to a court or tribunal for review of a suppression order made under the Open
Courts Act 2013, and to appear and be heard by the court or tribunal on that review.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to open and transparent justice, which is a fundamental
principle of our justice system. In line with this, the government supported in full or in principle 17 of the
18 recommendations of the 2017 Open Courts Act Review, conducted by former Supreme Court judge,
Justice Frank Vincent AO QC, which identified a range of potential improvements to suppression order laws
in Victoria.
The government has already introduced legislative reforms implementing the first stage of those
recommendations. This includes reforms to: reinforce the presumption in favour of open justice; require
courts to give reasons outlining the grounds upon which a suppression order is made and its scope and
duration; and allow the County and Supreme Courts to publish relevant prior youth convictions in sentencing
remarks for adult offenders. These important reforms commenced on 7 February 2020.
The government is working on implementation of the remaining recommendations in the Vincent Review, to
ensure transparency in our courts going forward. While a priority, I am unable to provide a date on which this
will be ready for consideration by the Legislative Council at this time.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
I thank the member for his question.
Information is not collected in a way that will allow written data to be provided to the member as per his
request.
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The courts have said that the COVID-19 pandemic will not, in every case, be a matter which will lead a judge
or magistrate to be satisfied that exceptional circumstances exist. In some instances, the courts have been
satisfied that an accused person has established exceptional circumstances, or compelling reasons, and in
others they have not.
While the COVID-19 pandemic may be one of the “surrounding circumstances” that bail decision makers
take into account when making each individual bail decision, decisions are still fundamentally about risk to
the community, and the “unacceptable risk” test applies in every case. This test requires a bail decision maker
to refuse to grant bail if satisfied there is an unacceptable risk that the accused person would:
•

endanger the safety and welfare of members of the public

•

commit an offence while on bail

•

interfere with witnesses or otherwise obstruct the course of justice, or

•

fail to attend court.

Bail will be granted if any risk posed can be reduced to an acceptable level through the imposition of
conditions. These conditions might require an accused to reside at a specific residence, comply with a curfew,
not to contact or associate with specified people, not to visit specified geographical areas, or not to consume
alcohol.
Even where an accused has satisfied a reverse onus test during the COVID-19 pandemic, the courts have not
in every instance been satisfied that they also meet the unacceptable risk test and, in these instances, have
refused to grant bail.
Bail decision makers must also take into account “surrounding circumstances” at each step in the two-step
bail process:
•

while applying a reverse onus test (if applicable)—the exceptional circumstances test or the show
compelling reason test, and

•

while applying the unacceptable risk test (which applies in every case).

JUSTICE SYSTEM
In reply to Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18 August 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
The Victorian Government is committed to doing everything we can to reduce the trauma experienced by
victims of sexual offences when seeking justice.
We have already put in place several measures to improve court processes for victims of sexual assault such
as legislating to improving prosecution services’ communication with victims, establishing an improved
complaints process, and abolishing committal hearings in sexual offence proceedings involving complainants
who are children or have a cognitive impairment.
In addition, I have asked the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) to provide advice on opportunities
to further improve sexual offence laws. They have the opportunity to consider all proposals including those
made by Mr Grimley.
As part of this review, the VLRC will be considering the barriers that may contribute to the low reporting of
sexual offences, and the high attrition throughout the formal legal process of those who do report. We will
not seek to pre-empt their important work and await their findings on these serious issues.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18 August 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
I would like to acknowledge and thank all justices of the peace (JPs) and bail justices for their continued
provision of services and dedication to the Victorian community, particularly in the current environment.
In early 2020, the Department of Justice and Community Safety had commenced targeted recruitment of new
JPs in metropolitan areas, including Greater Dandenong, Hobsons Bay, Melton and Wyndham. Further
recruitment in regional and metropolitan areas was intended, however these plans were paused for health and
safety reasons as a result of the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic. The department is currently planning the
next stage of JP recruitment, including a focus on younger Victorians, once COVID-19 restrictions allow
such activities.
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JPs can currently sign and witness certain documents remotely as a result of changes introduced by the
COVID-19 (Emergency Measures) Act 2020 and the associated regulations. Resources and guidance material
have been developed for JPs so that they can confidently undertake JP services virtually if required.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (2 September 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
You have referred to the Attorney-General’s Guidelines to the Infringements Act 2006 (the Guidelines) and
requested that the Infringements Act not be used to carry out secondary and more serious consequences
against people who receive infringements.
The Guidelines note that, while generally no conviction is recorded as a result of the issue of an infringement
notice, the fact of an offence having occurred can be recorded for certain purposes. For example, a record of
the offence may be taken into account in relation to subsequent infringements such as where an official
warning is issued for a first offence, or other penalty sanctions, such as the use of demerit points (which can
result in driver licence suspension) to ensure road safety.
Further, Victoria Police may proceed by way of charge and summons, instead of an infringement notice, for
a breach of the CHO directions. This may result in a criminal conviction being recorded.
Under the Firearms Act 1996, the Chief Commissioner of Police must be satisfied that an individual is a ‘fit
and proper person’ to possess, carry, use, acquire and dispose of a firearm. A range of factors are taken into
consideration by Victoria Police when determining whether a person is ‘fit and proper,’ and this is assessed
on a case-by-case basis.
Victoria Police has multiple layers of review in place to ensure that any suspension imposed on a firearms
licence holder is appropriate in the circumstances, including the right to make a written submission to Victoria
Police about a proposed cancellation of a firearms licence, the right to apply for review from certain decisions
by the Chief Commissioner of Police to the Firearms Appeal Committee (FAC) and a further right of review
from a decision of the FAC to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.

OPEN COURTS LEGISLATION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (2 September 2020)
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General):
The Government introduced and passed legislation that removed this requirement with amendments in the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Act 2020.

HIGH-CAPACITY METRO TRAINS
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13 October 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
The Victorian Government is deeply concerned by allegations of the use of forced Uyghur labour by any
company linked to Victoria’s rolling stock supply chain.
Inquiries into this matter are being undertaken by the Department of Transport (DOT).
The HCMT contract requires Evolution Rail to comply with all applicable laws and standards as it relates to
the project, including the Commonwealth Modern Slavery Act 2018.
DOT is inquiring with the manufacturers about the allegations and their relationships with the KTK Group.
The State has received written advice from its current rolling stock manufacturers providing assurances that
there is no evidence of forced labour in their supply chains. However, given the serious nature of this matter
we are currently seeking more information on the measures those firms have put in place to ensure the
integrity of their supply chains.
We are continuing to monitor the situation and will consider further steps based on the outcomes of the
Government’s further enquiries into this matter.
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SHEPPARTON INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14 October 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
Thank you for taking the time to raise with me the matter of future infrastructure investment in Shepparton.
The COVID-19 pandemic is an event that is unprecedented in our lifetimes and responding to it has resulted
in challenges for regional and metropolitan areas of Victoria.
Since the onset of COVID-19 in early 2020 the Victorian Government has provided significant support to
Victorian communities, businesses and employees.
The Government is working to restart the economy, to get Victorians back to work, and to lay the foundations
for a productive and sustained economy recovery.
We remain committed to ensuring Victoria’s regional communities, including Shepparton, are the most
vibrant, liveable and economically successful in Australia.

WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION CCTV CAMERAS
In reply to Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14 October 2020)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
I want to acknowledge the life-long impacts endured by victim-survivors of sexual assault and understand the
critical need for collaboration between police and the community in identifying offenders and preventing
further harm. While I can assure you that police continue to use CCTV footage to assist in identifying
offenders, police also rely on a number of specialist skills and reliable sources of evidence when investigating
sexual assault incidents.
Responding to sexual offending is undertaken by Specialist Sexual Offences and Child Abuse Investigation
Teams (SOCIT) who are trained in supporting victims to relay as much information as possible. SOCITs are
further supported through Multidisciplinary Centres (MDCs) which co-locate Victoria Police and SOCITs,
Department of Health and Human Services child protection practitioners, Centres against Sexual Assault,
community health nurses and, in some cases, Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine services to respond to
victims-survivors of sexual assault. There are currently seven MDCs across Victoria, providing a specialist
approach to supporting victim-survivors of sexual assault that may occur within or outside the family unit.
MDCs are purposefully situated far away from a police officer environment to support a victim-centred,
integrated and holistic response to victim-survivors.
SOCITs also use Offender Management Plan tools to identify high and medium risk offenders that require
monitoring by police, with further assistance provided through the divisional management of Registered Sex
Offenders.
Regarding the implementation of CCTV by local councils, as this does not fall within my portfolio
responsibilities, I have also referred this question to the Minister for Crime Prevention, the Hon Natalie
Hutchins MP.

GIANT SPIDER CRABS
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14 October 2020)
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating):
The annual aggregation of giant spider crabs at Blairgowrie and Rye is a wonderful natural phenomenon that
is shared and enjoyed by Victoria’s shore-based recreational divers, fishers and tourists and I would like to
thank the Member for Eastern Victorian Region for raising this matter.
The VFA believes enjoyment of the crab aggregation can be shared by divers and fishers with appropriate
management and fishing rules.
The VFA has proposed a new, halved catch and possession limit (from 30 to 15) for spider crabs across
Victorian waters. This limit aims to better balance spider crab values and more equitably share spider crabs
among fishers and other stakeholders. Consultation on the limit concluded on 27 October 2020 and a decision
is expected shortly which will be communicated via VFA’s website.
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The recreational fishing window for this crab is small in area and time—it is essentially restricted to the annual
crab aggregation at Rye and Blairgowrie, when this is close to a pier.
The Victorian Fisheries Authority (VFA) has advised me that at this stage, there is no evidence indicating this
species has been overfished. However, the Andrews Labor Government is interested in better understanding
giant spider crab behaviour and biology as well as catch and fishing trends. I can advise that research is
currently being undertaken to this end.
In an Australian first, crabs in the Bay have been tagged using satellite technology to help understand their
movements. The study will provide important information about where the crabs go after moulting.
VFA is also working with other agencies and stakeholders on management and education initiatives to
improve amenity values ahead of next year’s spider crab aggregation.

MICKLEHAM AND SOMERTON ROADS, GREENVALE
In reply to Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (15 October 2020)
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
Melbourne’s outer northern suburbs are some of the fastest growing areas in Australia. This growth is seeing
higher traffic volumes leading along roads such as Mickleham and Somerton roads.
The Department of Transport (DoT) has carried out extensive planning work for the Mickleham Road
corridor and land has been reserved for future upgrades. The planning work on Mickleham Road and
Somerton Road informs the way all new intersections along the corridor are designed, including those being
built by developers.
I have asked DoT to continue to work with planning authorities, councils and developers to make changes
that improve safety and relieve congestion across the network.

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15 October 2020)
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier):
The Government is committed to supporting a robust integrity oversight system for Victoria. In recent years
the government has implemented a series of reforms to the State’s integrity system, including IBAC, to ensure
Victoria has the modern and effective structures needed to effectively oversee the activities of the public
sector.
This includes reforms which took effect on 1 July 2020 to provide IBAC with budget independence from
government. IBAC will now be funded through parliamentary appropriation. This has been an important step
taken by this government to support an independent and accountable oversight system.
The Government provides IBAC with significant financial support and it has done so since coming to office.
IBAC is currently receiving funding of more than $40 million per year. In its 2019–20 Annual Report,
IBAC has stated that, “IBAC had sufficient funding in 2019–20 and is expected to have sufficient funding in
2020–21 to deliver on its corruption prevention and expository operations and support services”.
The 2020–21 Budget will be delivered on Tuesday 24 November and it is, of course, open to IBAC to seek
increased funding through the next budget process and any request by IBAC for additional funding will be
carefully considered by government.
The Government takes complaints of police misconduct seriously and is committed to ensuring Victoria has
a transparent police oversight system. The Government is carefully considering the IBAC Committee’s
69 recommendations from its 2018 Inquiry into the external oversight of police corruption and misconduct in
Victoria. The Government’s consideration of these recommendations has been impacted by related
developments in this area, including the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants. The
Government will consider police oversight, once all relevant information is at hand, and respond in due
course.
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GIPPSLAND LOCAL RADIO
In reply to Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (16 October 2020)
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
The Bureau of Meteorology (BOM) is an entity funded and oversighted by the Commonwealth Government.
Any questions or suggestions by the Member relating to the operations of the BOM should be directed to the
Commonwealth.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (16 October 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
I refer to the issue of COVID-19 you raised in the adjournment debate on 16 October 2020.
Coronavirus has taken a huge toll on economies around the world. And as other countries re-enter lockdowns,
our success in aggressively suppressing the virus means Victoria is in a position to re-open, rebuild and grow.
Since the first case of COVID-19 in Victoria, the government has been taking appropriate measures to protect
the health and wellbeing of Victorians. The Government has provided more than $13 billion towards
measures to fight coronavirus, including more than $6.5 billion in direct economic support for Victorian
businesses and workers. It includes $2.25 billion in Business Support Fund grants for 127,000 small and
medium businesses.
The upcoming Budget will build on the billions of dollars in support and stimulus the Government has already
announced—delivering jobs for Victorians and helping repair the damage this pandemic has wrought. It will
kickstart an unprecedented investment in infrastructure and services our state will need for decades to come.
I trust this information is of assistance.

AUSSIE FARMS
In reply to Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (16 October 2020)
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Minister for Regional Development,
Minister for Agriculture, Minister for Resources):
I thank the Member for her ongoing interest in livestock farm biosecurity and I share the Member’s concern
about the threat that animal activists and their organisations pose to law-abiding livestock producers in
Victoria.
The Victorian Government condemns illegal animal activist activity. Agriculture is the backbone of our
country communities. Our farmers and agricultural businesses should be free to do their work without fear of
being targeted by animal activists, who put hard working farming families, biosecurity and the animals they
purport to protect at risk.
Aussie Farms had its registration as a charity revoked effective 18 November 2019 by the Australian Charities
and Not-for-Profits Commission. I continue to support this decision and support it being applied to other
permutations and successors of Aussie Farms.

COVID-19
In reply to Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (27 October 2020)
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs):
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for raising his concerns about the impact of COVID-19
on women.
The Victorian Government is committed to progressing gender equality in every setting. We know that gender
equal communities are safer, stronger and more resilient. That’s why, when we came to government, we
committed to putting gender equality at the heart of our agenda—from our Cabinet table to our government
benches. From the Royal Commission into Family Violence to Victoria’s first ever Gender Equality Strategy

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 24 November 2020

Legislative Council

4151

and the Australian first Gender Equality Act 2020, Victoria is proudly leading the nation on gender equality,
and this work continues.
COVID-19 has highlighted the invaluable contribution women make to the Victorian community. As 80% of
our health and social assistance workforce, women have overwhelmingly delivered the clinical care at the last
line of defence against this deadly virus. Women also make up the majority of retail workers delivering vital
services in our supermarkets and pharmacies, and the majority of teachers who continued to deliver worldclass education throughout the pandemic. We owe it to every woman doing their bit to keep the community
safe to follow the advice of public health experts and open in a safe and sustainable way.
The Victorian Government recognises that COVID-19 has impacted how we all live and work. It has also
exposed existing vulnerabilities in women’s economic security and workforce participation. We have been
unashamed to admit that progress has come too late and too slow for women to feel the impacts of this
pandemic equally. That’s why, we have spent every day in government redressing the inequalities that have
persisted for too long. We have been unwavering in our commitment to address the structural inequalities that
left women more vulnerable to this economic shock.
We know that Victorian women undertake nearly twice the amount of unpaid work when compared with
men, making it more difficult to retain secure, full time work. Variable access to flexible work and paid
parental leave, inadequate childcare funding and gendered workplace discrimination, all contribute to a
workforce participation gap of more than 14 per cent. Supporting women’s participation in the paid economy
is critical to maximising Victoria’s economic growth—that’s why we are working to remove the systemic
barriers which prevent the participation of women in the workforce.
We recently announced $169.6 million to make kindergarten free in 2021 and $81.6 million to increase the
availability of more outside school hours care. The investment will not only make sure more kids are getting
a great early childhood education, it will make it easier for parents to return to the workforce as we recover
from this pandemic.
The Victorian Government has also taken action to support women’s economic recovery by creating jobs,
supporting small and medium sized businesses to adapt to COVID-19, and supporting hospitality businesses
that are doing it tough. Women make up more than a third of Victorian small business owners, and more than
half of workers in the hospitality industry. To help keep more women in jobs, we have invested $3 billion
into a Business Survival and Adaptation Package, a $1.7 billion Economic Survival Package and a
$534 million Business Support Package.
Since April, the Victorian Government’s $500 million Working for Victoria fund has also created more than
10,000 jobs for people who lost their job as a result of the pandemic—including 1,100 jobs across the
community services sector, which boasts a workforce of 80 per cent women. Similarly, our investment of
over $13 million in grants for our music industry, in addition to our $16.8 million Arts Survival Package, will
play a crucial role in supporting the women workers who make up more than half of our creative industries.
We are also continuing to progress important work dedicated to achieving gender equality in Victoria. The
Gender Equality Act 2020 and newly established Commission for Gender Equality in the Public Sector will
ensure over 300 public sector organisations, universities and councils proactively pursue gender equality and
redress workplace practices that enable inequalities, including the gender pay gap and access to flexible
working arrangements.
While the Commonwealth Government has failed to provide any meaningful assistance to Victorian women,
the Victorian Government has continued to progress our ambitious gender equality agenda despite the
COVID-19 pandemic. We recognise that women will be critical in supporting Victoria’s economic recovery
and are committed to providing the settings and structures to enable all Victorians to thrive.

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
In reply to Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (27 October 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
The Victorian Government is committed to ensuring that all of the Integrity agencies are adequately funded,
including the Independent Broad‐based Anti‐corruption Commission (IBAC). These agencies are integral in
providing transparency and ensuring accountability across the Victorian Government. Well run and well‐
resourced integrity agencies further ensure that the broader community has confidence in how the
Government administers itself.
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The Government actively monitors resourcing levels of all public agencies and notes that IBAC has
underspent its funding since its establishment, including in 2019–20. IBAC was provided over $46 million
funding in 2019–20.
The 2020–21 Budget will be presented on 24 November 2020.

COVID-19
In reply to Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (28 October 2020)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health):
As Minister for Education, my greatest responsibility is the wellbeing of our students and school staff. That
is why the Andrews Labor Government and the Department of Education and Training have followed, and
will continue to follow, the advice from the Victorian Chief Health Officer on how to keep our schools and
communities safe.
I understand the importance of home education groups to those who are undertaking home schooling, but this
must be done safely and in line with the health advice to protect our students, teachers and the Victorian
community.
This is why home education groups cannot resume in an unrestricted format until Victoria moves to the last
step in the roadmap. Home education group activities that involve the mixing of households and group
gatherings are considered higher risk, particularly if this takes place inside the home. Face-to-face learning in
schools is considered to present a lower risk compared to home education groups due to the additional
controls, operational guidelines and enhanced cleaning protocols within schools.
At this point, community venues such as churches and community halls can hold specific support groups
indoors (such as those related to alcohol and drugs, and family violence) or essential public support services
(such as food banks or a service for homeless persons).
From 11:59pm Tuesday 27 October 2020 changes to restrictions came into effect across Victoria and
Metropolitan Melbourne as we entered the Third Step of the Roadmap for reopening. In accordance with the
Roadmap, in person home education groups are permissible with the following limitations:
Regional Victoria (third step): Two adults and dependents can visit a home per day and groups up to 10 people
can meet outdoors because there is a lower risk of spreading coronavirus (COVID-19) between people
outdoors.
Metropolitan Melbourne (third step): There are no restrictions on the reason to leave home and two adults
and dependents can visit a home per day. Groups up to 10 people from multiple households can meet outside
in a public place within 25km from home with no time limit. Babies under 12 months of age are not included
in the cap. From 11:59pm Sunday, November 8, the limit of the 25-kilometre radius will also be removed.
Home education groups can also take place remotely, such as over the phone or via the internet.
I will continue to follow the advice of Victoria’s Chief Health Officer and make any further announcements
in line with the most up-to-date health data.

