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Thursday, 17 September 2020
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 10.03 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (10:04): We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which
we are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture, their elders past, present and future, and
elders from other communities who may be here today.
Joint sitting of Parliament
SENATE VACANCY
The SPEAKER (10:04): I just wish to formally advise the house that this house met on Friday,
4 September 2020, with the Legislative Council to fill the Senate vacancy following the resignation of
Senator Richard Di Natale and that Lidia Thorpe was duly chosen.
Bills
WORKER SCREENING BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (10:04): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to provide for the screening of persons working with or caring for children
or providing supports or services to persons with a disability under the national disability insurance scheme,
to repeal the Working with Children Act 2005 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (10:05): I ask the minister for a brief explanation.
Ms HENNESSY: This is a bill that essentially responds to the commitment that was made at
COAG in respect of those that are working in the national disability insurance scheme context in
respect of having screening. It merges the concept of those that are screened for a working with
children check, it establishes the administration of a scheme for those that require screening for the
purposes of working with people with disabilities and sets out a new scheme that seeks to address all
of those obligations.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
COVID-19 OMNIBUS (EMERGENCY MEASURES) AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (10:06): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to amend the COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) Act 2020 and
other acts to extend the operation of temporary modifications to the law of Victoria enacted for the purpose
of responding to the COVID-19 pandemic and to provide for new temporary modifications to the law of
Victoria for the purpose of responding to, and relating to, the COVID-19 pandemic and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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Ms HENNESSY: Under standing order 61(3)(b) I advise the house that the other parties and
Independent members have been provided with a copy of the bill and a briefing in accordance with
the standing order. I will therefore move:
That this bill be read a second time immediately.

Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, I ask that you refuse the second reading of this bill. I know
that the Attorney-General has relied on standing order 61, but I ask you to read 61(3)(b), where it says:
if representatives of the other parties, and any independent members, have received a prior copy of the bill
and a briefing …

Now, what happened in regard to this bill is that we received a copy of the bill at 8.30 on Monday
night. We have only had a briefing from the government on Wednesday morning. When you look at
this (3)(b) it says ‘and a briefing’. It does not say ‘a briefing from the government’. We have not had
a chance to get briefings from our stakeholders, our communities—our constituents. So, Speaker, in
your role in the enactment of standing order 61 you cannot allow for the second reading of this bill
because we have not been fully briefed. The assumption under section 61(3)(b) is a briefing is from
the government, but it does not say that. It just says ‘a briefing’, and we have not been fully briefed by
the number of people that will be outraged by the extensions of power being given to the government.
We saw the state-of-emergency extension at the last sitting. We have further concerns about the
extension of powers that this bill will give the government. As I said, it says ‘a briefing’. It does not
say ‘a briefing and only a briefing from the government’. That is assumed; it is actually not written. I
respectfully ask for you to refuse the second reading of the bill.
Mr Pakula: On the point of order, Speaker, the Manager of Opposition Business is seeking to
import into 61(3)(b) a meaning that is not there and could not be reasonably assumed by any reasonable
person, and it is not in accordance with the past practice in this house. It is quite clear that the standing
order says:
if representatives of the other parties, and any independent members, have received a prior copy of the bill
and a briefing …

It does not say ‘and briefings from everybody that the opposition would imagine that they would like
to have a briefing from’. It is not proper for the Manager of Opposition Business to try and import that
meaning into the standing orders because it suits his purposes at the current time.
The fact is that there has been a briefing. In fact there was a briefing offered to the Leader of the
Opposition. A reply was received on Tuesday, requesting a briefing for 10.00 am on Wednesday,
16 September, and that briefing was provided. It is my understanding that there were something like
10 opposition MPs at that briefing. I also make the point that the crossbench was briefed on Tuesday.
So I think it is quite clear that the Attorney-General’s motion is perfectly in line with the standing
orders, and you should rule out of order the Manager of Opposition Business’s point of order.
Mr Walsh: On the point of order, Speaker, if you support the procedure of going onto the second
reading immediately of this bill, I think you are rewarding poor behaviour and a lack of respect for
this house. The government gave notice to the opposition of this legislation late on Monday evening.
As has been discussed, yes, there has been a briefing. But they knew the six months was expiring; they
had ample time to actually do this a week or two weeks ago. There are a number of significant changes
to the previous one that they have dropped on us at the last minute. If you allow the Attorney-General
to proceed to the second reading immediately, I think you are rewarding very poor form and poor
performance from the government and a lack of respect for the procedures of the house and most
importantly a lack of respect for all Victorians. There are some significant clauses in this bill around
authorised officers and the powers of those authorised officers. That will impinge on people’s rights
in this state, and those sorts of issues need to be canvassed more widely than just a rushed briefing and
a debate immediately on this bill. So I urge you to support the Manager of Opposition Business’s point
of order that we do not proceed to the second reading.
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Mr R Smith: On the point of order, Speaker, I am a bit stunned. I would have expected that those
opposite would understand that their role in this place is not to be apologists for the Labor Party in
their electorates but rather to represent their communities here in the Parliament. A bill of this import—
it is one that gives the government extended powers over and above what they have already got,
powers that they have used with little consultation, if any, with the community. I point to the cavalcade
of business leaders who have said that the consultation that the government has had with them just in
regard to the road map has been a sham. We are fortunate in that position that the government even
pretended to have some consultation. At this stage, with this bill coming through, they are actually
saying to their communities and saying to Victorians more broadly, ‘We don’t need to talk to you’.
The view that they have just unlimited power seems to have gone to their heads. This government is
exhibiting less and less consultation and less and less transparency and taking less and less
responsibility about how they exercise those powers.
If you look at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings and the Coate inquiry, any time
the government is put under any scrutiny at all you will see that in many cases ministers are actually
telling us they do not even know who is responsible for what. With this bill the government wants to
give itself extended powers when it does not even know what it is responsible for. It has not displayed
any responsibility in the way it has exercised those powers, and the fact is now the government is
coming in to say, ‘We’re going to put this bill through with no scrutiny by our communities’. They
are actually abrogating the responsibility that they have when they are elected to this place to actually
consult with their communities. Do those opposite, those Labor backbenchers in particular, think that
the community voted for them to come into this place and pass legislation to give these extraordinary
powers to the government without any reference to those communities at all? I mean, at election time
in 2018 I did not see any one of them say that is how they were going to conduct themselves. I did not
see any of them standing up to their communities and saying, you know, ‘There’s going to be a lot of
important stuff going through the Parliament, but I can tell you now: you won’t be hearing about it. I
won’t be asking your opinion, because I’m here to do the will of the Labor Party’—not, as they are
supposed to do, to come in here and do the will of the people that elected them.
Ms HENNESSY: On the point of order, Speaker, I reiterate the contribution made by the acting
Leader of the House. The question before you is whether or not the government has the power to put
the second-reading motion, pursuant to standing order 61(3)(b). As the acting Leader of the House
outlined, the argument put forward by the opposition does not pass muster. A correct construction of
that provision enables this motion, as it has been used many times before. In respect of some of the
broader issues that the opposition have raised, there will be plenty of opportunities for those in the
course of the debate. Many of those are not relevant for the purposes of this bill, and I would urge you
to rule this bill and this motion in order in accordance with the standing orders of the house.
Mr D O’Brien: On the point of order, Speaker, I just briefly would like to support the point of order
from the Manager of Opposition Business and particularly the comments made by the member for
Warrandyte. We acknowledge this has been an unprecedented year, and the opposition, I think,
particularly early on, was extremely cooperative with the government in getting through the original
COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) Bill 2020 and assisting the government on that one-day
sitting on 23 April to get through what was needed to deal with this crisis. What we have seen since then
has been a complete treating of the Parliament with contempt, whether it is the processes through the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, as the member for Warrandyte mentioned, or whether it is
the fact that this house has barely sat. I think today is the 10th day since March that this house has sat.
More particularly, as the member for Murray Plains said, the government has had notice of this. We
need only go back a month, when we were told that it was too dangerous for Parliament to sit, and
then the government realised that they had to do something about the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008 and the limit of the state-of-emergency powers and suddenly it was okay for the Parliament
to sit so the government could get through its increased powers. And two weeks ago, this omnibus
bill—we knew the six-month time for this omnibus bill was also going to expire. Two weeks ago the
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government could have brought this piece of legislation forward, and we could have had the two weeks
to consult with the community, to speak to business, to our electorates—to everyone—about the
provisions contained in this bill. Yet this week, with Parliament sitting Thursday and Friday, the
government comes to us at the eleventh hour and says, ‘Oh, by the way, we’ve got this massive change
in legislation that we are going to rush through’.
The final point is this bill will not go through the Legislative Council this week. It has already risen.
There is no rush for this bill to be debated today or tomorrow. It could very easily be accommodated—
introduced today, as with the normal process of Parliament, dealt with by the Assembly at the next sittings
and then moved to the Legislative Council. So I support the Manager of Opposition Business’s motion.
Ms McLeish: On the point of order, Speaker, I absolutely wholeheartedly support the comments
that have been made by everybody on this side of the house. I think if you have a look at the brevity
that we have been given, the short period of time—late on Monday night we were notified of this. As
has been canvassed already, the government knew that this was going to happen. They knew when the
six months were about to elapse. It is not so urgent that it needs to be done this week through here.
What I also want to bring you back to, Speaker, is your role in upholding the customs and traditions of
this house and the behaviours that by supporting this you allow to continue. Now, when we first had
the omnibus bill in April it was in fact exactly the same situation. We were alerted to it very late, with
very little time to consult widely. We did a pretty good job to understand it, get our heads around it,
work out what was going on, and we were very cooperative. At that point things were evolving quite
quickly, and that got through. To see that repeated, what it is creating is the sense for the government
that they can do what they want, when they want, how they want. They can treat the opposition with
contempt, and we see the way that the Premier speaks about us in public gatherings, which is absolutely
disturbing with the language that he continues to use, which is the height of his arrogance. But I think
in this place we need to treat the traditions and customs with much greater respect.
Allowing the government to continually bring a non-urgent bill on at the last minute, to tell us when
we think the government program has already been set in stone, is just poor behaviour, and they will
be rewarded. They will think that this is how you can behave and this is the way Parliament will
continue to operate, because we know as these things continue, the more it is done the more it becomes
normal behaviour—and I would hate for the Victorian Parliament to adopt some of these behaviours
as normal. Even if you are looking at it as trying to be COVID normal, I think it is appalling practice,
and I urge you to support and uphold the comments and the point of order by the Manager of
Opposition Business.
The SPEAKER (10:20): I thank members for raising that point of order. It seems clear from those
issues raised on both sides of the house that the conditions of standing order 61(3)(b) have been met, so
I am unable to uphold the point of order. The bill has been circulated.
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (10:20): In accordance with the Charter
of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the
COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020.
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the Charter) I,
on behalf of the Premier, make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the COVID-19 Omnibus
(Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out
in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview
The Bill extends the operation of temporary measures in the COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures)
Act 2020 (Omnibus Act) to support the continued response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic. The
majority of these measures were originally due to sunset on 25 October 2020, six months after they
commenced.
The Bill also implements a number of additional measures to further support the State’s response to COVID-19
and ensure that critical services can continue to be safely and effectively delivered during the pandemic, in
accordance with public health restrictions and the advice of the Chief Health Officer. These include
amendments to:
•

the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, regarding the use of powers under that Act;

•

the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 to clarify that a breach of a COVID-19 public health
direction is presumed to be an immediate health and safety risk in the workplace;

•

the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to extend the period for which the Children’s Court can
make a family reunification order; and

•

the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to provide
Children’s Court registrars and Magistrates’ Court registrars with new powers.

Human Rights Issues
For the following reasons, I am satisfied that the Bill is compatible with the Charter and, if any rights are
limited, those limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justified having regard to the factors in section 7(2)
of the Charter.
Extension of temporary amendments in the Omnibus Act
The Bill amends the repeal date of multiple sections of the Omnibus Act to 26 April 2021, which will extend
the operation of temporary amendments to:
•

the Local Government Act 2020 to permit local councils, joint meetings of councils, delegated
committee meetings and regional library meetings to continue to be held virtually or to stream their
meetings live online;

•

the Planning and Environment Act 1987 to continue to allow Panels to remotely hold hearings
using technology and allow documents to be made available online;

•

the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 to continue to provide flexibility to members of
committees established under that Act to attend meetings and vote remotely;

•

the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to continue to allow for the extension of certain
registrations and for notices relating to disciplinary proceedings to be served electronically;

•

the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to continue to allow trials for Victorian indictable offences to be
heard by judge-alone in certain circumstances;

•

the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to continue to allow the Magistrates’ Court to extend the intervals
of time before which certain remandees must be brought back before the court;

•

the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 to continue to allow the courts greater flexibility
to hear matters by audio visual link (AVL) and audio link;

•

the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, Supreme Court Act 1986 and County Court Act 1958 to continue
to enable courts to decide issues entirely on the basis of written submissions, without the
appearance of the parties;

•

the Open Courts Act 2013 to continue to provide flexibility for courts to restrict physical access
where required to maintain public health during the COVID-19 pandemic;

•

the Court Security Act 1980 to extend clarification that authorised officers may exercise their
existing powers relating to the security, good order or management of court premises for the
purposes of maintaining public health;

•

the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997 to continue to allow
proceedings to be conducted with greater flexibility throughout the COVID-19 pandemic;

•

the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to continue to authorise the isolation of children and
young people in a youth justice facility to mitigate the spread of COVID-19 in the facility;

•

the Sentencing Act 1991 to continue to allow the Magistrates’ Court to impose electronic
monitoring conditions as part of a community correction order;
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•

the Corrections Act 1986 to continue to restrict persons who can visit a prisoner and to allow the
issuing of quarantine directions in corrections and youth justice custodial facilities to enable the
testing, treatment, care and quarantine of prisoners;

•

the Fines Reform Act 2014 to extend the registration periods for infringement fines issued during
COVID-19 from six months to 12 months to allow an extended period for some fine recipients to
pay; and

•

the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident Compensation
Act 1985 to extend the notice of termination period for second entitlement determinations from
13 weeks to 39 weeks (until 31 December 2020).

As outlined in the Statement of Compatibility for the Omnibus Act, the emergency measures included in the
Omnibus Act engaged a range of Charter rights. In each instance, I was of the view that any limitation of
rights was proportionate and justifiable in the circumstances, which included the need to protect the life and
health of Victorians and ensure the ongoing safe and efficient delivery of public services during the
COVID-19 pandemic.
Any limitation of rights by the emergency measures in the Omnibus Act was further justifiable due to their
temporary nature. These measures were to expire on 25 October 2020, six months from their commencement.
I hoped and expected that the measures would not be needed beyond this time. Unfortunately, due to the
resurgence of COVID-19 in Victoria, the ongoing state of emergency, and the newly declared state of disaster,
the circumstances that gave rise to the need for the emergency measures in the Omnibus Act continue, and
therefore so does their justification.
It remains difficult to predict how long the emergency measures will be needed. The Bill extends most of
those measures that are still required for a further six months, until 26 April 2021. Six months strikes the
balance of providing enough time to address the COVID-19 pandemic whilst not extending the measures,
and any limitation of human rights, beyond the point that is reasonably justifiable. Therefore, where the Bill
temporarily extends emergency measures provided for by the Omnibus Act, I am of the view that, for the
reasons outlined in the Statement of Compatibility for the Omnibus Act, these reforms are compatible with
the Charter.
Extension of power to make emergency regulations to override justice portfolio legislation
The Bill extends, without modification, the power of the Governor in Council to make regulations that modify
or disapply particular provisions of certain justice-related Acts. These emergency regulations may only be made
in relation to specific procedural matters, such as statutory timeframes and the conduct of court or tribunal
proceedings, and only in limited, defined circumstances. Emergency regulations issued to date demonstrate this
measure’s importance as a mechanism to reduce unnecessary pressure on justice and integrity agencies and
ensure the effective administration of justice and law in Victoria during the COVID-19 pandemic.
In line with normal Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 requirements, the Attorney-General will continue to be
required to consider the impact of the regulations on Charter rights when making recommendations to the
Governor in Council. Additionally, the Bill extends all safeguards on the exercise of this power. These
safeguards have ensured that emergency regulations are only made where there is an appropriate nexus to
COVID-19 and are directed at enabling the justice system to operate safely and effectively, in a way that
promotes the rights to life and security of persons.
We have seen how quickly the COVID-19 pandemic can develop. The ability to make regulations, rather than
amend principal legislation, continues to be necessary given the evolving nature of the COVID-19 emergency
and the need to act quickly to respond to emerging risks to the health, safety or welfare of persons. In these
circumstances, and noting the broader impacts of the pandemic, it may not be possible or practical to convene
Parliament to consider legislation to respond to urgent and emerging issues.
Amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008
The Bill introduces temporary amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 (PHW Act) which
amend who can be authorised to exercise certain powers under the PHW Act, and expand the existing power
to detain high-risk persons under the PHW Act. The exercise of these powers will engage rights protected by
the Charter. The amendments will be repealed on 26 April 2021.
Expansion of categories of people who can be authorised officers
The Bill introduces a new Part 13 into the PHW Act which will only be in place until 26 April 2021. It includes
a new section 250 which expands the types of persons who can be appointed by the Secretary as authorised
officers, potentially including health service staff, WorkSafe inspectors, sworn Victoria Police members and
Protective Services Officers (PSOs). It also enables the Secretary to appoint individuals considered
appropriate for appointment based on their skills, attributes, experience or otherwise. This would, for instance,
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enable the appointment of individuals in Aboriginal Controlled Community Organisations to assist, and
where relevant and needed, to enforce public health directions. This will ensure that there is a wider (and in
some communities, more trusted) pool of public servants and individuals available to perform the various
functions given to authorised officers under the PHW Act, and in particular that Victoria Police and WorkSafe
inspectors have appropriate powers to enforce public health directions.
Authorised officers are provided with significant powers under the PHW Act, which may limit Charter rights
in a number of ways. It is not possible to foresee every potential use of the powers under any declaration of a
state of emergency. The full scope of the rights that will be engaged by the exercise of authorised officers’
powers will depend on exactly how the powers are used and implemented. At the time the powers are exercised,
decision-makers will be required to give proper consideration to the precise ways in which rights will be limited.
One of the mechanisms provided by the PHW Act that ensures these extensive powers will be exercised
properly is restricting who can use the powers. This is one way of ensuring that any limits on rights that occur
using these powers (i.e. any ‘acts’ that use these powers) is proportionate (section 7(2)) and is not arbitrary
(which is an element of a number of Charter rights). The amendment does not specify which other persons
may be appointed. When appointment decisions are made, the Secretary must be satisfied that the person is
suitably qualified or trained to be an authorised officer for the purposes of the PHW Act.
It is contemplated that police officers and PSOs could be appointed as authorised officers under the PHW
Act. This will allow them to use reasonable force to enforce compliance with directions; enter premises to
investigate non-compliance with directions without a warrant; and allow them to ask people their name and
address and other information to determine if public health directions are being complied with. The mere fact
that these existing powers are exercised by a different class of persons does not limit any further rights already
engaged by the powers (in particular the right to privacy and home in section 13(1), and the protection against
self-incrimination in section 25(2)(k), although noting that the amendments do not remove the protection from
self-incrimination in section 212 of the PHW Act). However, they do expand the powers of traditional law
enforcement agencies significantly. Because the police are trained in the use of force, and police officers are
required to carry a firearm whenever undertaking operational duties, the exercise of these powers by police
officers could be perceived or experienced differently by members of the public to public health officials.
This could potentially increase the likely limits on the non-interference, privacy and personal autonomy
aspects of the right to privacy in section 13(1) of the Charter, when these powers are being exercised.
However, I do not consider that the exercise of the existing powers by police and PSOs will unreasonably
limit the rights already engaged, and in my view the relevant provisions remain compatible with the Charter.
This amendment is necessary to allow the powers in the PHW Act to be exercised by a greater range of
officers, depending on the specific tasks required to be performed. Authorised officers, as currently allowed
under the PHW Act, may not possess the broad and varied range of skills that have been shown to be required
to deal with the current pandemic, which necessitates this temporary change. In some cases authorised officers
are not practicably able to be located in the relevant geographic areas and in other cases, the skills required
for the task are better performed by another type of officer such as a WorkSafe inspector or an individual
appointee such as a worker at an Aboriginal Community Controlled Organisation. The amendments allow
sufficient and appropriate resources to be deployed to deal with enforcement and other issues. I do not
consider that they change the outcome of the proportionality assessment under section 7(2) with respect to
any of the rights engaged.
Expansion of power to detain
The new Part 13 also contains new a section 200A, which broadens the ability of authorised officers to
exercise the emergency power to detain high-risk persons under the PHW Act. Specifically, new section 200A
provides that a designated authorised officer may detain a person if:
•

a direction has been given in the exercise of an emergency power under section 200(1)(a), (b), (c)
or (d) of the PHW Act; and

•

the designated authorised officer has a reasonable belief that a person required to comply with the
direction is a high-risk person who is likely to refuse or fail to comply with the direction.

This amendment engages, but does not limit, the right not to be subject to arbitrary detention in section 21(2)
of the Charter.
Section 21(2) of the Charter requires that a person must not be unlawfully or arbitrarily detained. Detention
under section 200(1)(a) is clearly a deprivation of liberty for a finite and regularly reviewed period of time.
The amendments will satisfy the requirements of lawfulness as they will constitute the relevant law. It is likely
that any detention would be considered arbitrary if it was disproportionate or unjust, or if it was not based on
any identifiable criterion and was therefore able to be exercised capriciously (although there remains conflict
in the Victorian jurisprudence about the meaning of the word ‘arbitrary’).
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The amendments will allow a person to be detained under the existing emergency detention power in the
PHW Act on the basis of what a designated authorised officer reasonably believes a person is ‘likely’ to do,
or to refuse or fail to do. Although these terms do involve an authorised officer making an assessment or
prediction of future behaviour, I consider that the criteria for that assessment are sufficiently clear so as to
avoid the power being exercised arbitrarily. I also note that the courts have accepted the use of protective
detention powers in other circumstances where an assessment is required of future risk (such as under the
preventative detention regimes for serious sex offenders). Although the prediction of future risk is not an exact
science, where it has a rational basis, it will not be arbitrary.
I therefore conclude that although a person may be deprived of their liberty in an expanded range of
circumstances, any such deprivation will be lawful, will not be arbitrary and so, will be compatible with the
right in section 21(2) of the Charter.
Amendments to the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004
The Bill inserts Part 16 into the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 (OHS Act), which will only be in
place for six months. This Part establishes that a breach of a public heath direction is taken to be an immediate
risk to the health or safety of a person for the purposes of section 112 (Prohibition Notices) and section 120
(Directions) of the OHS Act. Section 112 allows an inspector to issue a person who has control over an
activity in a workplace with a notice prohibiting the carrying on of that activity, if it involves an immediate
risk to the health or safety of a person. Section 120 allows an inspector to give a direction to a person at a
workplace if necessary, because of an immediate risk to the health or safety of a person.
The inclusion of these new provisions means that WorkSafe inspectors can take expedited enforcement action
to prevent, reduce or mitigate workplace exposure to COVID-19, on the basis that the direction under the
PHW Act (which can only be made where the officer making the direction has determined under the PHW
Act that there is a risk to public health) is a sufficient basis for making a direction or issuing a notice under
these provisions. This means that WorkSafe inspectors can rely on the assessment made under the PHW Act
without having to undertake that consideration again (which may be a consideration they are less qualified to
undertake than the person issuing the direction under the PHW Act, given it will be based on public health
considerations). It is preferable that WorkSafe inspectors are able to take action to support compliance with
the PHW Act directions in workplaces under the OHS Act, since the OHS Act is tailored to the legal
obligations arising in that environment, rather than utilising the offence provisions aimed at individuals in
sections 193 and 203 of the PHW Act.
Given that sections 112 and 120 create indictable offences for failures within workplaces in relation to conduct
that is also likely to be a breach of sections 193 or 203 of the PHW Act, it is possible that a person could be
charged with two different offences relating to the same wrongful act. However, this does not mean that a
person will be tried or punished more than once for the same offence contrary to section 26 of the Charter.
The rule against double jeopardy does not prevent more than one penal consequence flowing from the same
act, where that act constitutes more than one offence. The double jeopardy principle generally applies where
a person is charged with exactly the same offence for which they have been previously acquitted or convicted,
or an offence that is substantially and practically the same (Carroll v The Queen (2002) 213 CLR 635). A
court may choose to stay a proceeding as an abuse of process if it involves re-litigation of a previously decided
factual issue and, in particular, will not allow the prosecution to question or call into question a previous
acquittal. In addition, the prosecution is generally required to include all related offences on the one indictment
and the use of subsequent indictments for related offences may be found to be vexatious (Carroll v R (2002)
213 CLR 635).
A court is likely to expect all related charges under the OHS Act and the PHW Act to be included on the one
indictment and the common law prohibition on double jeopardy will continue to operate to protect people
from a breach of section 26 of the Charter. I therefore conclude that these amendments do not limit section 26
of the Charter.
Powers of Magistrate’ Court and Children’s Court registrars
Children in the criminal process and rights in criminal proceedings
The Bill will provide a new power for Registrars of the Children’s Court to change the date, time or place at
which certain proceedings are listed. It will also extend and expand the powers under the Omnibus Act for
Registrars of the Magistrates’ Court to change the date, time or place at which criminal proceedings are listed.
These measures may engage the right of an accused child to be brought to trial as quickly as possible in
section 23(2) of the Charter and the right of an accused person to be tried without unreasonable delay in
section 25(2)(c) of the Charter.
The impacts of COVID-19 have placed considerable strain on the court system. The new powers in the Bill,
and the extension and expansion of the powers under the Omnibus Act, will enable both the Children’s Court
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and the Magistrates’ Court to more efficiently manage the listing and re-listing of matters. The new powers
will assist courts to safely manage and prioritise proceedings, while practicing social distancing and
minimising face-to-face proceedings. This is consistent with the right to life under section 9 of the Charter.
In addition, the extension of other amendments under the Omnibus Act, including greater flexibility to hear
matters by AVL and audio link, promote an accused person’s right to be tried without unreasonable delay.
On balance, I consider that any limits on the rights in sections 23(2) and 25(2)(c) of the Charter are targeted
at reducing the risk to public health and promote the right to life. During the COVID-19 pandemic, I do not
consider there are less restrictive means reasonably available.
Protection of families and children
Section 17(1) of the Charter recognises that families are the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled
to protection by society and the State. Section 17(2) of the Charter provides that every child has the right,
without discrimination, to such protection as is in their best interests and is needed by them by reason of being
a child.
The new and extended powers for Registrars of the Magistrates’ and Children’s Courts may engage the
protection of families and children under section 17 of the Charter, as the powers will enable Registrars to
change the date, time or place at which proceedings under the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 (Family
Violence Protection Act) and Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010 (Personal Safety Intervention
Orders Act).
The impacts of COVID-19 have placed considerable strain on the court system, reducing the capacity of
courts to dealt with matters and requiring active management and prioritisation of cases being dealt with. This
has inevitably resulted in delays to some matters. The new powers in the Bill, and the extension and expansion
of the powers under the Omnibus Act, will enable both the Children’s Court and the Magistrates’ Court to
more efficiently manage the listing and re-listing of matters where such delays occur, or where a matter needs
to be prioritised and dealt with quickly. The new powers will assist courts to safely manage and prioritise
proceedings while practicing social distancing and minimising face-to-face proceedings. This is consistent
with the right to life under section 9 of the Charter.
In addition, the Children’s Court and the Magistrates’ Court are each able to make interim orders under the
Family Violence Protection Act and the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act in order to ensure the safety
of families and children.
On balance, I consider that any limits on the rights in section 17 of the Charter are targeted at reducing the
risk to public health and promote the right to life. During the COVID-19 pandemic, I do not consider there
are less restrictive means reasonably available.
Amendments to the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997
As well as extending amendments to the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997
(CMIA), the Bill will also make minor amendments to enable courts to decide a broader range of CMIA
proceedings entirely on the basis of written submissions, without the appearance of the parties.
While this engages the right to a fair hearing in section 24 of the Charter and the right to be tried in person in
section 25(2)(d) of the Charter, in my view, it does not limit those rights. It is well recognised at common law
that a hearing based on written submissions can be fair, provided that parties can fully present their case and
respond to adverse material.
Amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
The Bill engages the rights on protection of families and children in section 17 of the Charter, as well as the
right to privacy in section 13 of the Charter, by amending the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 (CYFA)
by extending the period of time for which a family reunification order may be made or extended.
Section 17(1) of the Charter recognises that families are the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled
to be protected by society and the State, and section 17(2) of the Charter provides that every child has the
right to such protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that every person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
A family reunification order is a protection order made by the Children’s Court when it is presently not in a
child’s best interests to reside with and be cared for by a parent, but a parent may be able to permanently
resume care of the child in the future. It gives the Secretary to the Department of Health and Human Services
parental responsibility for, and responsibility for the sole care of, a child, and may include conditions that
promote the reunification of the child with the child’s parent.
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The purpose of the current time limits on the length of time for which the Children’s Court may make or
extend a family reunification order is to restrict the period of time a child may be accommodated in out of
home care awaiting reunification with a parent, so that permanent care and accommodation arrangements
may be made for a child within a timeframe consistent with children’s developmental needs. As a result of
the COVID-19 pandemic and the associated state of emergency, however, parents of children who are the
subject of family reunification orders may be impeded in their efforts to address protective concerns so that
they can reunify with their children.
The amendments to the CYFA allow the Children’s Court to make or extend a family reunification order for
a longer period than would otherwise be permitted if specific criteria are met. This involves further
interferences in families where children are in need of protection.
Importantly, however, the Children’s Court ability to increase the duration of a family reunification order is
only available in limited circumstances—that is, where a parent’s progress towards reunification with their
child has been impeded as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic or the state of emergency, and it is in the child’s
best interests to do so. Without these amendments, a parent might be prevented from otherwise achieving
reunification with their child. Thus, an increase in the duration of a family reunification order can protect a
family (even if reunification is delayed) while ensuring that this is only done in the child’s best interests.
These amendments include appropriate safeguards to ensure that the period of extension is no longer than the
period for which the parent’s progress was impeded, and that the order will not have the effect that a child
will be placed in out of home care for a cumulative period that exceeds 30 months. These safeguards are
important to ensure that any delay in providing alternative permanent or long-term care arrangements for
children (if necessary) is not for an unreasonable or unjustified period that may be harmful and not in the best
interests of the children.
In addition, while the CYFA and the Bill authorise interferences in families where children are in need of
protection, they do so subject always to the principle that the best interests of the child are paramount
(section 10(1) of the CYFA).
In my opinion, any limits on the rights in sections 13 and 17 of the Charter are reasonable and demonstrably
justified under the extraordinary circumstances posed by the COVID-19 pandemic, and achieve an
appropriate balance between the rights of families and the rights of children.
The Hon Jill Hennessy MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (10:20): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
In April of this year, we met in this place to introduce a set of laws enacting a number of emergency measures,
giving Victoria the tools we needed to face the unprecedented challenge that is this global pandemic.
In passing those laws, we acted to protect Victorians and to make sure that crucial public services and systems
could continue to serve the people of this state. In recognition of this unprecedented challenge, we ensured
that these measures were time-limited and would sunset after six months.
Unfortunately, the threat of this pandemic is far from over. Victoria, along with the rest of the world, must
keep rising to meet the challenges of this virus.
To do this, we need the lifesaving emergency measures introduced by the COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency
Measures) Act 2020 (Omnibus Act).
This Bill extends the emergency measures we need to keep our state safe for a further six months. New
measures have also been identified as necessary to support the state’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic
and are introduced in this Bill.
Just as these measures have been a vital part of our response to the pandemic, they must continue to be a vital
part of our response—and importantly, our recovery.
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Extension of temporary measures in the Omnibus Act
Justice Portfolio
The Omnibus Act introduced critical measures to address justice system impacts of the COVID-19 response,
particularly in the corrections and youth justice systems, to alleviate pressures that would otherwise
compromise the system’s capacity to continue service delivery and response activities. This Bill will extend
most of those existing measures for a further six months.
In summary, this Bill extends the following measures:
•

reforms to evidence and procedure laws to enable courts to deal with priority matters efficiently
and in a way that reduces public health risks with COVID-19, including facilitating use of
electronic service of documents, audio visual links and making decisions based on written
submissions or in the absence of a party;

•

providing flexibility to courts to restrict physical access to courts and court rooms to maintain
public health;

•

providing more flexible procedures for bail matters—without changing any of the tests or
considerations for granting bail—including clarifying that a legal representative may appear in
court on an accused person’s behalf, expanding registrars’ powers to allow them to adjourn matters
and extend bail, and allowing courts, where consistent with the interests of justice, to remand
certain accused persons for longer than eight days (without the accused being required to consent);

•

extending statutory timeframes to facilitate more effective prioritisation of matters;

•

allowing judge alone trials in criminal cases;

•

flexibility in dealing with matters under the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried)
Act 1997;

•

allowing the Magistrates’ Court to order electronic monitoring of community correction orders;

•

enabling effective management of health risks in the corrections system, including restrictions on
visitors, mandatory quarantine of prisoners on entering prison, powers to separate, isolate or
quarantine a prisoner or lockdown all or a part of a prison, and powers to facilitate the assessment,
testing and treatment of a prisoner;

•

enabling effective management of health risks in the youth justice system, including by allowing
for the isolation of children and young people in youth justice facilities to detect, prevent or mitigate
the spread of COVID-19;

•

extending the registration periods for infringement fines from six months to 12 months;

•

reforms to support transition of people from the WorkCover scheme back into the workforce;

•

amending eligibility requirements for membership of the Youth Parole Board; and

•

allowing the making of emergency regulations to alter or suspend existing laws relating to justice
processes and procedures.

These measures are extended until 26 April 2021, except those relating to worker compensation reforms
which will be extended until 31 December 2020. It is intended that the Youth Parole Board reforms will be
made permanent on passage of identical amendments contained in the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug
Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020 that is currently before Parliament.
Judge alone trials in criminal cases
The Omnibus Act temporarily amended the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to enable the Supreme Court and
County Court to order that accused persons charged with Victorian indictable offences may be tried by a
judge alone in certain circumstances. These provisions were initially introduced for a period of six months,
following the courts’ decision in March to temporarily suspend jury trials due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
By allowing courts to order trials by judge alone in appropriate cases during the pandemic, this measure is
helping to address the significant issues caused by delays and uncertainty in the justice system, particularly
for accused persons and victims of crime.
The Supreme Court and County Court have further delayed the resumption of jury trials, due to the ongoing
risk posed by COVID-19 in Victoria. As a further temporary measure, the Bill will extend the provisions in
the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 that enable the courts to order judge alone trials for an additional period of
six months until 26 April 2021. The extension of these provisions will help the justice system to address
ongoing delays and uncertainty caused by the COVID-19 pandemic.
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Flexibility for courts to restrict access to courts and court premises
The Bill will extend temporary measures under the Omnibus Act that provided flexibility to courts to restrict
physical access to courtrooms or amend their procedures where required to maintain public health. The Bill
will also extend temporary measures clarifying that authorised officers under the Court Security Act 1980
may exercise their existing powers relating to the security, good order and management of court premises to
maintain public health. These provisions are necessary to ensure that courts can continue to administer justice
during the COVID-19 pandemic, while limiting the risk of transmission to judicial officers, legal practitioners,
court staff and members of the public.
Health risk management in the Youth Justice system
The Bill will extend the amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that provide a specific
power to isolate a young person in a youth justice facility in order to detect, prevent or mitigate the
transmission of COVID-19 in such a facility.
The Bill will extend this new isolation power for a further six months until 26 April 2021. The extension of
the new isolation power supports the public health response to COVID-19 by reducing the risk of further
transmission of COVID-19 within youth justice facilities and mitigates the resultant serious impacts to the
health of children and young people, frontline staff and the broader community. In recent months, newly
admitted children and young people have tested positive to COVID-19 through youth justice’s admission
screening and testing processes and, in accordance with official health advice, have necessarily needed to be
isolated to mitigate infection risks. In line with health advice, periods of isolation have needed to be authorised
within the custodial environment to mitigate the risk of infection being transmitted.
This amendment will ensure the safety and security of children and young people, frontline staff, and the
broader community.
Flexibility in dealing with matters under the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997
The Bill will extend amendments to the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997
(CMIA) to allow courts to manage CMIA hearings flexibly, while managing public health risks. The Bill will
extend amendments to allow fitness to stand trial investigations to be determined by a judge rather than a jury,
and a special hearing to be heard by a judge alone. With respect to fitness to stand trial, this replicates an
amendment included in the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Bill 2020, which is
currently before Parliament.
The Bill will also extend amendments to the CMIA to lengthen the timeframe in which a special hearing must
be conducted.
As well as extending amendments to the CMIA, the Bill will also make minor amendments to enable courts
to decide a broader range of CMIA proceedings entirely on the basis of written submissions, without the
appearance of the parties.
Amendments to the Fines Reform Act 2014
The Omnibus Act amended the Fines Reform Act 2014 to extend the registration periods for infringement
fines issued during COVID-19 from six months to 12 months. This change allowed enforcement agencies to
delay registering fines for enforcement, which meant they could give fine recipients more time to pay their
fines. The Bill extends this sensible measure by a further six months to 26 April 2021 in recognition of the
fact that there is an ongoing need for flexibility in enforcing infringement fines while the COVID-19 health
emergency continues.
The Omnibus Act also amended the Fines Reform Act 2014 to ensure that prisoners who wish to apply to
participate in the ‘time served’ scheme, but whose applications could not be processed because of measures taken
to deal with COVID-19, can make their request at a later date, even if they have been released from prison. The
Bill extends this measure by a further six months to 26 April 2021 in view of the ongoing COVID-19 emergency
and the continuation of measures that have prevented prisoners’ applications from being processed.
Workplace Safety portfolio
COVID-19 continues to create barriers for long-term injured workers to re-enter the workforce and transition
off the WorkCover scheme.
Were it not for amendments made by the Omnibus Act to the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident Compensation Act 1985, approximately 2,500 long term injured
workers would have had their weekly payments terminated from 1 December 2019.
The Bill will extend the previous amendments made to give an additional 550 long-term injured workers, who
are unable to return to work or find employment, a further six months’ notice before terminating their payments.
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This will assist workers due to transition off payments between the end of October 2020 and 31 December
2020, allowing them more time to return to work or find employment before their payments cease.
These measures will continue to have a positive economic impact for this group of long-term injured workers,
reducing financial hardship due to COVID-19 and supporting a sustainable transition from the WorkCover
scheme back into the workforce.
Local Government portfolio
Council meetings (as well as joint meetings of councils, delegated committee meetings, joint delegated
committee meetings, special committee meetings and regional library meetings) are the primary means for
decision making within local government and the regional library governance framework. The Bill will
extend amendments to the Local Government Act 2020 to permit local councils and regional libraries to
continue to operate more flexibly by having virtual council meetings, ensuring continued service delivery and
decision-making. Members of the public will continue to be able to observe certain meetings online.
Planning portfolio
The Bill will extend the operation of Part 10A of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 for a further six
months until 26 April 2021. These provisions facilitate the display of critical planning documents online—
satisfying the requirement to display them in physical premises—and facilitate the electronic, remote conduct
of Planning Panels hearings. Extending the operation of these provisions for a further six months is necessary
to ensure the planning system can continue to operate amidst ongoing social distancing measures required to
address the COVID-19 pandemic.
Education and Training and Skills portfolio
The Bill will extend the operation of Chapter 5A of the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 for a further
six months until 26 April 2021. Chapter 5A established a temporary scheme to enable:
•

the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority to extend the existing registrations of
registered training organisations and providers of accredited senior secondary courses and
qualifications for up to six months;

•

the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT) to extend the existing registrations of persons who hold
permissions to teach, provisional registrations and non-practising registrations for up to six months;
and

•

the VIT to send or serve notices relating to disciplinary proceedings of registered teachers by
electronic communications.

Premier portfolio
The Bill will extend amendments to the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 to provide flexibility to
members of committees established under that Act to attend meetings and vote remotely for a further six
months until 26 April 2021. The amendments have been an important tool to facilitate committee meetings
during the COVID-19 pandemic, including by the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee in conducting
its inquiry into the State’s COVID-19 response. The extension of these amendments will ensure that
committees can continue to perform their duties safely during the COVID-19 pandemic and align with efforts
of the broader community to practise social distancing at work.
Amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004
During the evolving outbreak of COVID-19, the Government has identified critical temporary amendments
to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act and the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 (OHS Act) that are
required to ensure it has the necessary flexibility and powers to respond to the pandemic, and adequately
manage public health risks.
The Bill provides for the following new amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act:
•

broadening the ability to exercise the emergency power to detain; and

•

expanding the types of public servants who can be appointed as authorised officers, and enabling
the appointment of individuals with particular skills, attributes or expertise.

The Bill also amends the OHS Act, to strengthen the ability of WorkSafe inspectors to take enforcement
action to ensure employers are providing a safe place of work.
These amendments will sunset on 26 April 2021 in line with other temporary measures in the Bill.
Expand the types of public servants who can be appointed authorised officers
This Bill will authorise the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human Services to appoint a broader
class of persons to perform the roles and functions of an authorised officer under the Public Health and
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Wellbeing Act. Currently, only persons employed under Part 3 of the Public Administration Act 2004 can be
appointed as authorised officers.
The broader class of persons who may be appointed as authorised officers may include public sector
employees from Victoria and other Australian jurisdictions. For example, health services staff, WorkSafe
officers such as Inspectors, Victoria Police members and Protective Services Officers.
The Bill will also enable the appointment of individuals with particular attributes, such as connection to
particular communities, to ensure that certain activities, like contact tracing, can be conducted in a culturally
safe manner. For instance, the Secretary will be able to appoint individual employees of Aboriginal
Community Controlled Organisations (ACCOs) as authorised officers. This will enable ACCOs to undertake
activities such as contact tracing within the Aboriginal Community in a culturally appropriate manner. It
would also enable appointment of individuals from appropriate multicultural health organisations to contact
relevant communities.
While the Bill provides a legislative basis for appointment, it does not necessarily mean that such public sector
employees will be appointed as authorised officers. Any appointment will be the subject of a specific
instrument authorised by the Secretary and Chief Health Officer. The instrument will set out the specific
authority and limitations on the exercise of authorised officer functions and powers.
This amendment will provide an important additional mechanism to ensure timely and effective compliance
and enforcement action can be taken to contain the spread of COVID-19. It will also ensure that Victoria
Police and WorkSafe Inspectors, should they be appointed, have appropriate powers to enforce public health
directions.
The Bill also makes necessary consequential amendments to provisions allowing authorised officers to be
assisted by a police officer, recognising that police officers may now be appointed as authorised officers.
These provisions will be administered by the Attorney-General and/or the Minister for Health consistently with
the ministerial arrangements for section 30 and Part 10 (except section 198) of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008, as set out in the Administration of Acts General Order as at the date of the commencement of the
provisions.
A wider ability to exercise the emergency power to detain
The ability for cases of COVID-19 to be proactively managed is critical to the safe operation of Victoria’s
response to COVID-19. To ensure that the Government has the flexibility to respond to the health risks posed
by the COVID-19 pandemic, greater scope is required to issue detention notices to hold people in
accommodation.
The Bill will provide further emergency powers to authorised officers to issue detention notices and detain
particular high-risk persons if the authorised officer reasonably believes that a person is likely to refuse or fail
to comply with a direction made by the Chief Health Officer. High-risk persons are defined to include those
diagnosed with COVID-19 and still infectious, and close contacts of those people.
This amendment will enable the authorised officer to detain individuals for the purpose of ensuring
compliance with the relevant direction during the COVID-19 state of emergency. This amendment will ensure
that in instances where a person is COVID-19 positive or a close contact and is likely to refuse or fail to
comply the person can be detained into quarantine to ensure the safety of their family, close contacts and the
wider community.
The Bill ensures that any detention on this basis is accompanied by robust safeguards to protect the health and
wellbeing of detained individuals. These include detention being for the minimum duration required (noting
that any period of isolation may be informed by current health advice). The Bill also ensures a person detained
is provided with medical and other support that they require.
This is a reasonable, necessary and proportionate amendment that is time-limited and for the express purpose
of ensuring that we, as a community, can respond to this significant health crisis. This amendment will help
ensure the safety and security of Victoria.
These provisions will be administered by the Attorney-General and/or the Minister for Health consistently
with the ministerial arrangements for section 30 and Part 10 (except section 198) of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008, as set out in the Administration of Acts General Order as at the date of the
commencement of the provisions.
Enhancing the enforcement of Chief Health Officer directions in workplaces
WorkSafe is responsible for enforcing compliance with duties under Victoria’s occupational health and safety
legislation and associated regulations. These include requirements that employers provide and maintain a
working environment that is safe and without risks to health, by implementing suitable control measures so
far as is reasonably practicable to prevent and mitigate the spread of COVID-19.
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WorkSafe inspectors have a range of enforcement powers to ensure compliance with these obligations. Where
they identify a breach, inspectors may require an employer to remedy non-compliance through the issuing of
an Improvement Notice, Prohibition Notice or Direction. Prohibition Notices and Directions have immediate
effect and can prevent certain activities where an inspector reasonably believes that there is an immediate risk
to the health or safety of a person. At present, failing to comply with a public health directive issued by the
Chief Health Officer in the workplace may not always clearly provide sufficient basis for an inspector to form
a reasonable belief that there is an immediate risk to health and safety of a person. In practice, it may be
difficult to establish ‘immediacy’ given the extent of public health directions, variety of workplaces and the
fastmoving nature of the COVID-19 risk.
The Bill makes it clear that any breach of a COVID-19 related public health direction is presumed to constitute
an immediate risk to health and safety for the purposes of provisions relating to Prohibition Notices and
Directions. The assessment of risk remains subject to the WorkSafe Inspector’s discretion and is informed by
available evidence. These amendments to the OHS Act will strengthen the ability of WorkSafe inspectors to
take enforcement action to ensure employers and other duty holders are providing a safe place of work,
mitigating workplace exposure to COVID-19.
These provisions will be administered by the Minister for Workplace Safety.
Amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
The Bill will amend the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to allow the Children’s Court to extend family
reunification orders. The orders will be extendable for an additional period that takes into account the time a
parent is impeded in addressing protective concerns required for reunification with their child as a result of
the COVID-19 pandemic.
The additional period is limited to six months to allow time to adapt to the changed circumstances resulting
from the COVID-19 pandemic while preventing children in need of protection from drifting in care. This
extended period will only be available where the Children’s Court also considers that the extension is in the
child’s best interest. The reform will be repealed on 26 April 2021.
The Bill also extends the range of temporary amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to
enable Children’s Court proceedings and out-of-court processes to be conducted with greater flexibility
throughout the COVID-19 pandemic.
These provisions will be jointly and severally administered by the Attorney-General and Minister for Child
Protection.
Powers of Magistrates’ Court and Children’s Court registrars
The Omnibus Act introduced new powers for registrars of the Magistrates’ Court to change the date, time or
place at which certain criminal proceedings are listed before the Magistrates’ Court. The Bill will extend these
new powers. In addition to being able to change the date, time or place at which criminal proceedings are
listed before the Magistrates’ Court, the new powers will also be exercisable in relation to proceedings under
the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 and the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010.
The Bill will replicate the new powers conferred on registrars of the Magistrates’ Court under the Omnibus
Act for registrars in the Children’s Court, enabling registrars of the Children’s Court to change the date, time
or place at which certain criminal and intervention order proceedings are listed before the Children’s Court.
These new powers are necessary to ensure that registrars of both the Magistrates’ Court and the Children’s
Court are able to more efficiently manage the listing and re-listing of matters, as required as a consequence
of the COVID-19 pandemic and the associated state of emergency and public health orders. This reform is
temporary and will be repealed on 26 April 2021.
These provisions will be administered by the Attorney-General.
The new provisions of the Bill will commence on assent.
This Bill is an important continuation of the work commenced by the Omnibus Act.
It extends and enacts a number of reforms critical to our state’s response to COVID-19—giving Victoria the
lifesaving tools we need to fight this deadly virus.
We are not yet at the end of this pandemic and there is still more work to be done to protect our state.
But with these measures in place, and the efforts of every single Victorian, we can get through this—and get
through it together.
I commend the Bill to the house.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
2278

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 17 September 2020

Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (10:21): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until tomorrow.
CONSUMER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (10:21): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to make amendments to the Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018 and
the Retirement Villages Act 1986 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (10:21): I ask the minister for a brief explanation.
Ms HORNE: The Consumer Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 makes amendments to the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018 and the Retirement Villages Act 1986 to address
important stakeholder issues. The bill will provide assistance to retirement village residents and their
families to recover their unpaid ingoing contributions. It also makes amendments to residential
tenancies legislation to clarify amendments in relation to social housing within the housing portfolio
and specialist disability accommodation.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice given.
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 8
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (10:23): I have the honour to present to the house a report from the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, being Alert Digest No. 8 of 2020, on the following bills
and acts:
Cladding Safety Victoria Bill 2020
COVID-19 Commercial and Residential Tenancies Legislation Amendment (Extension) Bill 2020
Education and Training Reform Amendment (School Employment) Bill 2020
Human Tissue Amendment Bill 2020
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (State of Emergency Extension and Other Matters) Act 2020
State Taxation Acts Amendment (Relief Measures) Act 2020
Victorian Law Reform Commission Amendment Bill 2020

together with appendices.
Ordered to be published.
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LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Early Childhood Engagement of Culturally and Linguistically Diverse Communities
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (10:24): I have the honour to present to the house a report from the
Legal and Social Issues Committee on the inquiry into early childhood engagement of culturally and
linguistically diverse communities, together with appendices and transcripts of evidence.
Ordered that the report and appendices be published.
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Incorporated list as follows:
DOCUMENTS TABLED UNDER ACTS OF PARLIAMENT—The Deputy Clerk tabled
the following documents under Acts of Parliament:
Advancing the Treaty Process with Aboriginal Victorians Act 2018:
Advancing the Victorian Treaty Process—Report 2019–20
First Peoples’ Assembly of Victoria—Report 2020
Auditor-General—Victoria’s Homelessness Response—Ordered to be published
Emergency Management Act 1986—Report to Parliament on declaration of State of Disaster—Coronavirus
(COVID-19) pandemic—Report 2
Improving Cancer Outcomes Act 2014—Victorian cancer plan 2020–24—Improving cancer outcomes for
all Victorians
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984—Notice under s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 48 (Gazette
G31, 6 August 2020)
National Parks Act 1975—Consent to LV Blue Metal Proprietary Limited to conduct operations within Tyers
Park to search for stone
Ombudsman—Investigation into review of parking fines by the City of Melbourne—Ordered to be published
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
Ballarat—C211
Banyule—GC158
Bass Coast—C153
Baw Baw—C141
Campaspe—C111
Cardinia—GC158
Casey—C207 Part 2, C265
Central Goldfields—C32
Frankston—GC158
Glen Eira—C205
Golden Plains—C89
Greater Geelong—C394
Greater Shepparton—C221, GC135
Hepburn—C79
Hume—GC135, GC158
Latrobe—C92
Macedon Ranges—C132
Manningham—GC158
Maroondah—C138
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Melbourne—C369, C372, C397
Mitchell—GC135, GC171
Moonee Valley—C193, C210
Moorabool—C86
Mornington Peninsula—GC158
Moyne—GC171
Nillumbik—GC158
Port Phillip—C176
Pyrenees—GC171
Stonnington—C309
Strathbogie—GC135
Whittlesea—C233, GC135, GC158
Wyndham—C219, C239
Yarra—C220, C283
Yarra Ranges—GC171
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008—Report to Parliament on the Extension of the Declaration of a State
of Emergency
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Administration and Probate Act 1958—SR 89
City of Melbourne Act 2001—SR 92
Gambling Regulation Act 2003—SR 90
Local Government Act 2020—SR 92
Long Service Benefits Portability Act 2018—SR 91
Supreme Court Act 1986—SR 89
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 83, 89, 91, 92
Victorian Law Reform Commission—Committals—Ordered to be published.

PROCLAMATION—Under Standing Order 177A, the Deputy Clerk tabled the following proclamation
fixing an operative date:
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Act 2019—Sections 50 and 51—16 September
2020 (Gazette S465, 15 September 2020).

Bills
COVID-19 COMMERCIAL AND RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (EXTENSION) BILL 2020
RETAIL LEASES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Council’s agreement
The SPEAKER (10:26): I have received messages from the Legislative Council agreeing to the
following bills without amendment: the COVID-19 Commercial and Residential Tenancies
Legislation Amendment (Extension) Bill 2020 and the Retail Leases Amendment Bill 2019.
PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (STATE OF EMERGENCY
EXTENSION AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2020
Royal assent
The SPEAKER (10:26): I inform the house that the Governor gave royal assent to the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment (State of Emergency Extension and Other Matters) Bill 2020.
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CLADDING SAFETY VICTORIA BILL 2020
COVID-19 OMNIBUS (EMERGENCY MEASURES) AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2020
Appropriation
The SPEAKER (10:26): I have received messages from the Governor recommending
appropriations for the purposes of the Cladding Safety Victoria Bill 2020 and the COVID-19 Omnibus
(Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020.
Motions
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (10:26): I desire to move, by leave:
That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government for its incompetent handling of the COVID-19
pandemic, including its substandard contact-tracing program, failure to properly protect healthcare workers,
disastrous hotel quarantine system, illogical job-destroying business restrictions and infringement of the
liberties of Victorians.

Leave refused.
Business of the house
PROGRAM
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Industry Support and Recovery, Minister for Trade,
Minister for Business Precincts, Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing,
Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts and Regions: COVID-19) (10:27): I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day, government business, relating to the following bills
be considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Friday, 18 September 2020:
COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020
National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020
Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020.

I have been advised by the Manager of Opposition Business of the opposition’s intention to oppose
the government business program, and on that basis I will make a few short remarks in support of it.
These are all important bills. The National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 is one which is
about reducing the regulatory burden for businesses and ensuring consumers do not experience
potential energy bill increases over the Christmas–New Year period, where the cost-of-living
pressures are the highest. This is time critical. The current electricity distribution pricing period expires
on 31 December, and if the amendments are not implemented prior to the end of this year, the flowon effects impacting the current review process will result in $40 million in higher electricity
distribution costs in the first half of 2021 for Victorian consumers.
In regard to the Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020, again, there are very
important elements to that bill, including for the flexible deployment of PSOs to where they are most
needed and to assist in an emergency, and a range of other important elements. Indeed there is the
omnibus bill, which has already been discussed in this place today, which of course the government
says is essential to ensure the effective response to the pandemic and the government’s attempts to
protect the health and welfare of all Victorians. I fully expect that the opposition will reiterate the points
they made during their points of order, but the facts are that this bill was circulated to all members on
Monday. Briefings were offered. The crossbench was briefed, Tuesday morning, at 9.30 am. There was
a secondary briefing for the Greens. Yesterday the opposition was briefed: the member for Ferntree
Gully, the member for Ripon, the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, the Leader of the National Party,
Ms Crozier in the other place, the member for Polwarth, the member for Caulfield, the member for
South-West Coast, Mrs McArthur in the other place and indeed the Manager of Opposition Business.
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This is a critical bill which will go towards supporting the so-far successful efforts of the government
to bring the numbers of infections down during this second wave. The fact is that not much more than
a month ago there were 725 cases a day and today’s number is 28. The actions of the government are
seeking to support the efforts of our health professionals to bring these numbers down. We see regional
Victoria opening up today for the first time in a considerable period of time. We are seeing an ongoing
reduction—
Mr R Smith interjected.
Mr PAKULA: The member for Warrandyte should get a little less excited.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member just to pause for a moment. I ask members not to
interject, but I do ask the minister to come back to the government business program.
Mr PAKULA: Indeed. Well, as I indicated, these are three important bills. I will go no further into
the reasons for their importance, other than to say it is well within the capacity of this house to deal
with those three bills today and tomorrow. There will be ample time for debate on these three bills,
and I commend the motion to the house.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (10:31): The opposition opposes the
government business program this week. This is another example of how this government only ever
allows the Parliament to convene when it wants to take more powers over the rights and lives of
Victorians. The last time we were allowed to sit it was only so this government could push through a
six-month extension to the state of emergency. Well, is it any wonder that the government was so keen
to get that legislation through before it actually came out with its road map? Because I suspect that
some of those suckers on the crossbench in the other place would not have voted for that six-month
blank cheque if they knew what a dud the road map was that was released that Sunday. Once again—
Mr Pakula: On a point of order, Speaker, not more than a minute or two ago you asked me to come
back to debating the government business program, and I would suggest that a similar admonition
might be appropriate for the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr M O’BRIEN: On the point of order, Speaker, I am talking about the reason why this
government is trying to ram through this legislation with no scrutiny, and I am drawing an analogy
with the last time they did it, which was the last sitting week.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not uphold the point of order, but I do ask the Leader of the Opposition
to be careful how he reflects on members of the Council.
Mr M O’BRIEN: It was only some of the crossbench members of the Council, Speaker. So once
again we see this government only allowing us to convene when they want to simply assert more rights
over the lives of Victorians, and they cannot even do it with proper process. They cannot even do it
with the dignity or the grace to provide proper opportunity for the public to be able to understand what
this government wants to do to them.
Now, why did it take until Monday night for this government to even float with the opposition that
this bill was going to be on the agenda for this week and voted on in the Assembly this week? Why
couldn’t the government have provided this material two weeks ago? Why couldn’t the government
have provided this Parliament, and more importantly the people of Victoria who we represent, with
the opportunity to go through this legislation before it is put to a vote? This is the first time the bill has
been introduced to the Parliament. It is right now, this morning. It will be voted on on the guillotine
tomorrow afternoon. How does the acting Leader of the House, how does the Premier expect members
on this side of the house to go out and engage with 6.5 million Victorians between this morning and
tomorrow afternoon? Or perhaps they just think Victorians do not matter. Perhaps they just think the
views of Victorians do not matter and we do not need to consult with them because ‘We’ve got the
numbers’. Well, that is not the way this democracy is supposed to function. The practice in this place
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is always that matters are brought into the house and they are adjourned for two weeks to provide that
proper opportunity for consulting with the public.
The public’s rights are being affected by this bill. The public’s liberties are being affected by this bill.
The public has an absolute right to understand what is in it. They have a right to be able to contact
their local members of Parliament, to be able to express their views on this legislation. We are being
denied that opportunity, Victorians are being denied that opportunity, because this government is
rushing this legislation through.
And as was made clear earlier in reference to the Manager of Opposition Business’s point of order, it
is not even going through the other place this week. It is being laid over until the next sitting week,
which is scheduled for the middle of October. So the question is: why could the government not have
simply introduced this bill at the last sitting two weeks ago? That would have given us two weeks of
opportunity to consult with Victorians—the way things should be done. The only urgency of this bill
is the incompetence of the government—that they either through sheer incompetence or through
political machinations decided to leave this bill to the last minute. There is no urgency in this bill apart
from one created, fabricated, by the government. That is why the opposition opposes the government
business program this week.
This bill gives enormous power to the government to infringe the rights of Victorians, and we have
seen this government abuse these powers time and time again. The curfew, which was never requested
by the chief health officer and was never requested by the Chief Commissioner of Police, was the
ultimate captain’s call by the Premier to lock up 5 million Victorians in their homes. We know how
this government uses power. We know how this government abuses power. That is why this legislation
should not be rushed through this Parliament this week. Victorians have the right to be consulted. They
have the right to understand what is in this bill. They have the right to contact their representatives and
seek to impress on them whether this bill should pass or not. We are sick and tired of this government
riding roughshod not over us but over Victorians. We are taking a stand, and we are opposing the
government business program this week.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (10:36): I am pleased to join the debate on the government business
program and give my full endorsement to debate—and hopefully of course the resolution—and
support to some very important bills again this week in the Parliament. Of course, as the acting Leader
of the House has outlined, the National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 provides very
significant safeguards and opportunities for savings and financial relief for Victorians, and if we do
not deal with those matters before the deadlines are imposed on 31 December, then that leaves the
Victorian community open to potentially up to some $40 million in extra expenses, extra financial
burdens, that they would have to wear. For those opposite to oppose the debate on bills to meet the
time lines in relation to those excesses—to ensure that they are not potentially drawn into and do not
have to be dealt with by Victorians at Christmas time, which is always a very significant financially
demanding time for Victorians—really is anathema to what everyone in this place should understand
at this time: the financial stresses and strains which all Victorians are enduring at this time in a
worldwide pandemic. So it is important that the bill is supported.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Ivanhoe will have ample opportunity
to debate this particular bill when it comes up in the chamber during government business. At the
moment he is debating aspects of the bill, and you should bring him back to the issue at hand, which
is the government business program and not the merits of the bill.
The SPEAKER: Order! I was just seeking advice from the clerks. I did not hear the last comments,
but I do ask the member to come back to the actual motion before the house.
Mr CARBINES: I will be pleased to continue my contribution in relation to the National Energy
Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 when the time comes. It will be very interesting, with the success I
expect of the government business program in the debate today, just how many of those opposite
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choose to stand up for Victorians and have their say in relation to ensuring that financial obligations
as much as possible and demands on people in the community are limited by the successful passing
and affirmation of that bill.
This goes of course very clearly to supporting the government business program so that the contents
of that program can be dealt with by the house. The Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment
Bill 2020 of course provides, as the acting Leader of the House outlined, opportunities for greater
flexibility in the deployment of PSOs amongst other matters and is critical to the work the government
is doing and the Parliament is doing in relation to providing safety and wellbeing for all Victorians
during this worldwide pandemic. Can I say also in relation to the Attorney-General bringing forward
the COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020, it also goes
to some very significant matters that the Parliament needs to deal with.
I do have concerns with the Leader of the Opposition. When the Parliament does choose to sit, with
the agreement of course of those opposite to do so, there are complaints about the fact that the
Parliament sits and provides opportunities for people to debate these matters and for the government,
the executive, to seek approval to continue to provide effective leadership and governance across
Victoria. Yet there continue to be complaints when the Parliament does meet that somehow democracy
is at risk when we sit in this place.
Can I say also that it is very important that there are opportunities to debate a range of other matters,
and I do not think attacks on those in the other place are welcome—attacks on those in the other place
who have been playing their role this week in debating and expressing their democratic right to support
legislation brought before the houses of Parliament. I think that regardless of the views of all members
in both places, everyone has a right to express their view and to cast their vote, and if the majority of
those in the upper house choose to cast their vote in support of the government’s legislative program,
then I think that is not something that should draw personal criticism from the Leader of the Opposition.
I am very confident that the bills before the house in the government business program will provide
greater support, safety and wellbeing to Victorians at a critical time. They are bills that do require
openness and debate, and we are provided with that opportunity throughout this week. I commend the
government business program to the house, and it is again a further affirmation of our commitment
and desire to ensure that we put the best foot forward in supporting Victorians and that we prioritise
legislation that is going to support them and keep them safe at this critical time.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (10:41): Like the Leader of the Opposition, I am going to outline the
reasons why we are going to strongly oppose the bill. What happens in regard to the government
business program is that at 4 o’clock on a Thursday, give or take, I receive an email from the
government about the intention of the government business program. That is what the process is. That
is how it starts. So last Thursday, give or take, around 4 o’clock, we received the government business
program that we were going to do the National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 and the
Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. That is what we received, and we were told
of confirmation of grievances at 2 o’clock. So the proper process: I contact the member for Warrandyte
to inform him that he needs to get the bill briefings ready. I contact the member for Caulfield to say
that we are going to get the bill briefing ready for the Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment
Bill. We follow proper process. It goes to shadow cabinet, it goes to the party room, we form a position,
we come in and then the member for Warrandyte will lead off on national energy and the member for
Caulfield will lead off on the police and emergency legislation. We go through that planning and
proper process.
On Monday night I received a phone call from the chief of staff to the Leader of the Opposition to say
that there was another bill. It was nothing more than an ambush—a complete and utter ambush. If it
is not an ambush, then it demonstrates that the government is in a shambolic mess and it is absolutely
chaotic. So when we get the bill at 9 o’clock Monday night it is a bit rich for the government to argue,
‘Oh, you received it on Monday’. What I am interested in is that if we received the bill between 8.30
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and 9 o’clock on Monday night, then how did the government organise the crossbenchers so quickly
to do their briefing at 9.30 on Tuesday morning? Did they or did they not receive the bill further in
advance of the opposition?
Mr R Smith interjected.
Mr WELLS: Well, that is right. The member for Warrandyte says that the press actually received
it. So I am just wondering about due process and due diligence if the priority is ‘Make sure we get it
out to the media first, and then make sure the crossbenchers get it so they are well briefed’, especially
the ones that the government needs to be able to get the legislation over the line, and then, ‘Once we’ve
done all that and once we’ve ticked it all off, then we’ll send it to the opposition’. And that is where
we have the problem—that on Monday night we get the bill. So we have our briefing on Wednesday
morning at 10 o’clock, and then we still need to go through the process of going through the bill reports
and being able to get shadow cabinet and the party room to be able to look at it.
As I said, the government has relied on standing order 61, which we are disputing, that it is okay to get
that briefing from the government. How about our ability to be able to consult with the stakeholders—
the people who are going to be impacted by this bill? We have not had the proper process and the chance
to consult with them and for them to come back. As has already been mentioned, the hospitality industry
and the sole traders have been getting it in the neck for weeks and weeks and weeks. This is purely the
fault of the Andrews government because they stuffed up hotel quarantine.
Now there is this shambolic mess, this massive run to get this bill brought in—the COVID-19
Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020—to get it in place. All it is is
another grab for power, another extension of six months here, another grab of six months there. Also,
we have real concerns about parts of the bill. We should have had the chance to consult with those
stakeholders who are going to be impacted by the bill.
As mentioned by the Leader of the Opposition, we are opposing the government business program.
Based on the email we received last Thursday at 4 o’clock, when it was the National Energy Legislation
Amendment Bill 2020 and the Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020, we probably
would have supported the government business program. But when they ambush the opposition and
just keep on rolling over the Victorian people with their arrogance, this will come back to haunt the
Andrews government. It is for that reason that we are opposing the government business program.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:46): Speaker, it is lovely to see you on this lovely Thursday. I welcome
the approach of the member who just spoke. He calmly went through his issues and his concerns and
in fact did not really engage in any hyperbole until towards the end of his speech, and that is actually
quite refreshing. To have a debate in this place that is actually on concerns and perceived challenges
is something that is useful.
To structure this debate around government business, around democracy, around the idea that the
government is just taking hold of power for power’s sake, is frankly ridiculous. It is ridiculous and
shallow to come to this place and sit in this Parliament and say that we are not following processes
and that we do not have a democracy. If we were seizing power for power’s sake, then members
opposite would not actually be in this place.
It is concerning that the opposition continue to engage and continue to flirt with the clouds of
conspiracy theories that circulate around 1 or 2 per cent of the people in this state who start talking
about erosions of democracy and who start talking about power grabs. You cannot have a power grab
if you have actually got a functioning and sitting Parliament, and this is exactly what we see here.
I am also concerned that the opposition really does not know how to consult with people, that they do
not understand how to get on the phone, they do not understand how to get on a Teams meeting and
actually take a few days to engage with stakeholders. I would have thought that if you had a briefing
on Tuesday, by Thursday you would have been able to consult with a few stakeholders. It would not
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have been that hard to go through the phone book and pick out those people that you normally consult
with that are usually on your speed dial and have a conversation with them.
I can tell you what, I do not know about those opposite, but on my device at home at my kitchen table I
am bouncing from Teams meeting to Teams meeting day after day, hour after hour, as I think many
people in this place are. In fact the eyes are getting a bit tired and dry from those ongoing online meetings.
Mr J Bull interjected.
Ms WARD: Absolutely right, member for Sunbury, a lot of screen time. So I really do not think it
is too challenging for those opposite to get on the phone and get on their devices and actually have
face-to-face—virtually—meetings with people and talk to them about their concerns about this
legislation and bring those concerns to this place to debate it, to represent those interests. It is really
not that hard, and I find it astonishing that they have actually found it that hard.
On the other bills that we are debating, I join the member for Ivanhoe in his support for helping people
get on top of their energy bills and in fact for reducing their energy bills. And I find it quite interesting
that the member for Warrandyte was quick to jump to his feet to ask the member for Ivanhoe to not
keep talking about that bill. I would have thought the member for Warrandyte would be wanting to
represent the interests of those in his community and to be supporting the legislation—
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Eltham is completely representing the
position I just took. There are rules in this place. The rules are set out in the standing orders. There are
appropriate times to talk about issues and there are appropriate times to not talk about issues. Given
the fact that my point of order was upheld, actually the member for Eltham is reflecting on you as
much as she is reflecting on me.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Ms WARD: I will help the member for Warrandyte out. I think he might have meant
‘misrepresenting’ instead of ‘representing’ when he started his comments. There are important bills
before this house—
Mr R Smith: That is the most effective contribution you will ever make.
Ms WARD: I am throwing you a bone, mate. There are three bills before this house that are really
important. I do think that helping people have more control over their energy bills is important. And
in fact this government has done a lot to help this community with energy bills, and it will continue to
do more. This legislation just shows you the overview that we have over how we can help people with
energy costs. By shifting that around and taking it away from rises straight after Christmas is really
good policy and good legislation. I would have thought those opposite would embrace that kind of
approach—just as I would have thought that an opposition who loves to throw down the law and order
line, who loves to get out there on the front foot talking about law and order, would also want to
support that legislation this week as well. But in fact we see yet again base populism where they sing
and dance and shout and make lots of noise but actually have very little substance behind it. With those
words, I am very happy to support government business today.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (10:51): I rise to oppose the government business program, which
is again a grab for power by the Andrews Labor government. There has been very little opportunity
for consultation on the bill that has been put in before us today. This has been delivered in such a
manner that we are used to by the Andrews Labor government—no consultation, no opportunity to
talk to stakeholders. When we see in Victoria numbers going down because effectively Victorians
have been locked up in their own homes, we now have the government wanting more power to
effectively ensure that Victorians again have their civil liberties and freedoms being encroached upon.
This bill that we have got before us that has been put in through the darkness of night effectively—
this COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020—has not
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given that opportunity for consultation, and that is the issue that we have. The bill does talk about
issues around increasing the number of those people, those authorised officers, that effectively would
knock on people’s doors and that would ensure that the government’s lockdown is enforced. It has the
opportunity to increase the number of those that may do that, who may in fact even be people like
security officers, which did not work very well the first time. It has the ability of being able to increase
those authorised officers to include a number of different people, and we still are yet to understand
exactly who that may be because we have not been given the details.
There are many concerned individuals that feel that they do not know—even having a bill like this—
if they speak out against the government, whether they have the ability of potentially being detained.
So there are lots of issues in terms of the increasing of power. Victorians are concerned about that.
They are concerned about the fact that this government has locked them down in their homes like
prisoners—locked down like prisoners, treated like prisoners—and now the government wants more
power to lock them down again.
Mr Pakula: On a point of order, Speaker, apart from the fact that the member for Caulfield is
repeating absurd conspiracy theories, he is also straying from the motion. I would ask you to bring
him back to it.
Mr R Smith: On the point of order, Speaker, on the contrary, the member is simply telling the
house why the opposition is opposing the government business program. He is giving chapter and
verse of why this is a blatant grab for power. He is entitled to do so, he has been given the call and he
is not straying from the motion in the slightest.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is sometimes difficult in a motion such as this for the government
business program for members not to speak on the bills. I just remind the member to talk about the bills
on the program and that program that the motion has put forward, but not to speak on the actual bills.
Mr SOUTHWICK: So it is very, very, very important that we have proper consultation when it
comes to having legislation coming before the house. Victorians are scared. Victorians are frustrated.
Victorians’ lives and livelihoods have been lost because of this government, and yet again we are
seeing this government, in terms of their quest for a grab for power, bringing this bill before the
Parliament without the consultation necessary.
We have a couple of other bills before the house, including the Police and Emergency Legislation
Amendment Bill 2020, which again looks at taking PSOs off stations and into other areas, and there
are concerns about that—whether we are effectively going to lose PSOs off platforms and risk the
safety of many of those commuters. That needs to be debated effectively. Parliament has been
shortened to two days now because of this government. We have got two bills before the house,
including an energy bill. Victorians’ cost of living and energy bills have been going up and up due to
this government. They are two bills that should be debated and be given proper consideration, yet this
government has thrown in a bill, last minute, to ensure that they get more of a grab for power and lock
Victorians up. Victorians will not stand for that. Victorians have had enough. Victorians are frustrated.
This is another example of that, and that is why we are opposing this bill.
Can I say there are other examples where we should be debating bills. We have situations at the
moment of real issues and concerns that Victorians have, yet we do not have the ability to talk about
those. The government has again tried to jump in at the last minute and grab this power. It is a power
grab without proper consultation and without scrutiny, and that is why we are opposing this bill on
behalf of all Victorians that have had enough of a government, of a Premier, that takes them for
granted. He should be stopped, and that is why we have no confidence in him or this bill.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (10:57): (By leave) Thank you, members of the house, for granting leave.
The Greens normally oppose the guillotine because we regard it as undemocratic, and it is important
that bills be fully debated. However, in this particular case I want to especially draw attention to it
because of the inadequate notice given about the complex and far-reaching COVID-19 Omnibus
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(Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020. As we have already heard, we were
only informed this week and we will be voting on it at the end of this week, and while a briefing was
made available on Tuesday morning, I can answer the member for Rowville’s concerns that we were
only informed at about the same time on the Monday evening. In fact I first heard about it by reading
about it in the paper, and I rushed into the briefing having spent about 10 minutes leafing through the
bill. I am grateful for those staff who provided the briefing and went on to provide a second briefing,
because the content is quite complex, sorting out what these additional powers to detain people are
and working out to whom these powers are awarded and so on. Really I think it is critical that the
government treat Parliament as more than just a nuisance or a rubber stamp and that we be granted
sufficient time to consult on and even to simply understand this legislation before voting on it, so for
that reason we will be opposing the government business program this week.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 12
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Dimopoulos, Mr

Edbrooke, Mr
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms

Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr
Kilkenny, Ms
Pakula, Mr

Noes, 8
McLeish, Ms
O’Brien, Mr D
O’Brien, Mr M

Read, Dr
Rowswell, Mr
Smith, Mr R

Southwick, Mr
Walsh, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Register of opinion on motion
Ayes
Ms Addison, Ms Allan, Mr Andrews, Ms Blandthorn, Mr Carroll, Mr Cheeseman, Ms Connolly,
Ms Couzens, Ms Crugnale, Ms D’Ambrosio, Mr Donnellan, Ms Edwards, Mr Eren, Mr Foley,
Mr Fowles, Mr Fregon, Ms Hennessy, Ms Horne, Ms Hutchins, Ms Kairouz, Mr Kennedy, Mr Maas,
Mr McGhie, Mr McGuire, Mr Merlino, Ms Neville, Mr Pallas, Mr Pearson, Ms Richards,
Mr Richardson, Mr Scott, Ms Settle, Ms Spence, Mr Staikos, Ms Suleyman, Mr Tak, Mr Taylor,
Ms Theophanous, Ms Thomas, Ms Ward, Ms Williams, Mr Wynne
Noes
Mr Hibbins, Mr Morris, Mr Newbury, Mr Northe, Ms Sheed, Ms Staley
Bills
NATIONAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (11:04): I rise today to speak on the National Energy Legislation
Amendment Bill 2020, and in doing so I just want to make a couple of comments to lead in. With the
scant time that this Parliament has been allowed to sit, my community and I am sure others would be
just appalled at the fact that we are using that scant time to speak on this bill, important though it may
be in some ways. In a time where freedoms are being trodden on and where our rights are being
trampled on by this government, there is a lot to talk about. There is a lot our communities want us to
talk about in this chamber. But instead we are going to be talking about this reasonably benign bill,
which the opposition will not be opposing.
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Having said that, I will start with my contribution on this bill on behalf of the coalition. This bill, the
National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020, basically changes the timing from calendar year
to financial year for electricity and gas price rises. There is a note of explanation to the chamber that
the current distribution charges are updated each year and that these charges appear on consumer
energy bills and are the component of the bill that consumers pay for electricity and gas to be brought
to their homes. To accommodate this the current energy distribution determination period, which is
scheduled to end on 31 December this year, will be extended out to 30 June next year, 2021.
The bill will also allow the government to override the current distribution determination set by the
Australian Energy Regulator (AER) in order to achieve the date change outcome. This will be done
by granting the Governor in Council five unilateral powers to vary regulatory mechanisms regarding
electricity distribution determinations, which were previously overseen by the Australian Energy
Regulator. The bill also grants the Governor in Council six regulatory powers over gas access
arrangements previously governed by the Australian Energy Regulator. The bill states that the
electricity orders can override the act itself other than for contracts and agreements and that these
changes are supported throughout the sector, as they bring Victoria into line with other jurisdictions.
We have heard already during the course of previous debates that the government is making a lot of
noise about the fact that this is going to bring energy prices down, blah, blah, blah. The fact of the
matter is that it is simply an alignment with other jurisdictions and it is of some surprise that this has
not been brought in prior to now.
It is worth noting that the clauses which give the Governor in Council these unilateral powers over the
regulation and determinations, while intended, so I was told through the departmental briefing, to be
solely used for the purposes of the date realignment, actually allow the government the capacity to do
a whole lot more. I am told, again by the department, that the state will only be using, and usurping, I
guess, the Australian Energy Regulator’s powers to facilitate the purposes of this bill—that is, the date
change. If that were true, then I would argue that there needs to be a sunset clause put on those powers
for those particular provisions, because as I said, the powers that the bill allows the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change to have actually give the minister the ability to go way
beyond that. I suspect that if we are not seeing a sunset clause, the government is simply saying to the
community, ‘Trust us that we will just use these powers for this thing’. But I think in the current
environment, where we have seen purposeful misleading by the Premier of the community on a whole
range of very important issues related to the pandemic response, I would say that the level of trust in
this government has sunk to record levels. Certainly if the emails and the correspondence and the
communication that I have had with my electorate are anything to go by, I would say that there has
never been a lower time for community trust in the government. So for the government to be asking
the community to trust them with this bill is a very long bow to draw indeed.
The Australian Energy Regulator has said in relation to this bill:
The AER understands both the Bill and the proposed Orders in Council are intended to facilitate the transition
from calendar year to financial year regulatory periods for determinations. This includes extending the current
regulatory period by six months. This will bring Victoria in line with the rest of the National Energy Market
States and Territories.

It goes on to say:
The AER will seek regular updates from the Victorian Government as the legislative process progresses to
ensure it can meet its statutory obligations including making determinations.

It is certainly fair to say that the AER, by their comments in that email, are keeping a close eye on how
the government is using these extended powers, and I think we would all be well advised to do the
same. As I said, there are certainly trust issues with this government. The government in general and
the minister in particular do not like regulatory oversight or any oversight at all in fact, so I think it is
very important and very telling that the AER is actually planning to keep a close eye on the
government’s actions. As I said, I think we all should.
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The bill also allows the government to opt out of or modify the national energy rules and the national
gas rules, and let us just quickly have a look at why those national energy rules and the national gas
rules were put into place. I refer the house to Hansard from 24 February 2005 when the principal bill
was introduced to the house and second read by the then Treasurer, Mr John Brumby. Mr Brumby
said when he introduced that bill:
The National Electricity (Victoria) Bill will facilitate implementation in Victoria of improved governance
arrangements for the national electricity market, to be implemented as a result of this reform program.

He went on to say:
It will also provide a single objective for the national electricity market. That objective is to promote efficient
investment in, and efficient use of, electricity services for the long-term interests of consumers of electricity
with respect to price, quality, reliability and security of supply of electricity, and the safety, reliability and
security of the national electricity system.

And he also went on to say:
In short, these reforms will strengthen and improve the quality, timeliness and national character of the
governance and economic regulation of the national electricity market. In turn, this should lower the cost and
complexity of regulation facing investors, enhance regulatory certainty and lower barriers to competition.

Now, words like ‘efficient’, ‘quality’ and ‘reliability’ are not words that we would normally think
about when we are thinking about the Andrews government. We would not associate these words with
the way that the government operates, and it is understandable, I guess, given the way the minister has
operated, in particular in her portfolio, that she wishes to pare back the accountability of these
principles that former Treasurer John Brumby put forward to the house. We should be mindful and
vigilant of what the government’s intent actually is when those oversights and those protections for
the consumer are actually being, as I said, pared back by this minister.
Now, I want to move to the second reading in particular, because there is a lot in this about the minister
talking and espousing the great advantages of having a Labor government look after the energy
portfolio, notwithstanding that we have only seen prices go up and only seen the surety of supply go
down in the time that the minister has had responsibility for this portfolio area. The minister said that
this particular bill builds on existing reforms which are aimed at cutting the cost of energy. And the
minister, particularly in the second reading, talks about the Victorian default offer. Now, the minister
particularly says and refers to this statement that she made back in May of last year, 2019, where she
said that as a result of the Victorian default offer:
More than 130,000 Victorian households will automatically save between $310 and $450 per year from 1 July
when they are switched to the Victorian Default Offer from their current costly standing offers.

Well, this patently is not true. The reports from the Essential Services Commission, who administer
the Victorian default offer, have actually shown very clearly that power bills have only gone one way,
and that is up. The reports, the Victorian Energy Market Report 2018–19 and the Victorian Energy
Market Update: June 2020 have shown in conjunction—as well as the report from 2015—that prices
have gone up. They show that the average residential power bill was as low as $1253 per year as at
30 June 2015 and now is as high as $1517. And even in the year since the Victorian default offer was
introduced the average residential power bills have gone from $1453 to that $1517.
Labor said power prices would come down by $450 or around 30 per cent. The fact is they have
actually gone up by 64 per cent. So we cannot take anything that the minister says at face value,
because it is very clear that even the Essential Services Commission reports show that bills have only
gone one way. If any member opposite was actually talking to their electorate on a regular basis about
the high burden of household costs, they would know that there are not too many families out there
who are saying their electricity prices have gone down in the period that this government has been in
office. So there are some concerns there and certainly some misleading comments from the minister
with regard to the advantages of that Victorian default offer.

BILLS
Thursday, 17 September 2020

Legislative Assembly

2291

Indeed, when this bill was debated to introduce the Victorian default offer back in March of last year
I think I referred to, and other members on this side of the chamber also referred to, the numerous
reports that said that a Victorian default offer would result in prices going up. And in fact more recently
the AEMC, the Australian Energy Market Commission, has said in advice which goes to the COAG
Energy Council—a council that the minister sits on, so she would be quite aware of this—that the
median offer below the Victorian default offer increased from March 2019, when the bill was first
introduced and debated, to March 2020 in all five network areas, and the number of hardship customers
was at an amazing 48 530, which is just an extraordinary amount of people who are suffering under
the increased bills that have gone up under the watch of this minister.
As I said, I said at the time that bills would go up, and they have indeed. It is not as though the
government was not aware that this would be the case. I want to quote extensively from a document
released under the Freedom of Information Act 1982, a document that has been signed by the
Treasurer, the member for Werribee, making him very aware before the Victorian default offer was
introduced for Victorians—so the government was very aware—that there were problems with this
default offer. Let me just read into Hansard the advice that was given to the Treasurer, which I am
sure he passed on to the energy minister as they sat around the cabinet table. They are very chummy,
the government ministers. They are very collegiate, and I am sure they tell each other everything,
notwithstanding that the advice that we have received from the COVID Eight around the pandemic
response seems to be that no-one has any responsibility for anything and they do not talk to each other
about anything. But I am sure that in this case the Treasurer did sit down with the energy minister and
discuss the advice that was given. Let me just run through this. The Treasurer was advised that:
The more competitive the VDO—

Victorian default offer—
price, and the larger its market share, the greater the risks of customer disengagement, retailer exit, increased
power to the Big 3 retailers and higher prices in the long run.

The advice went on to say that several retailers, the Australian Energy Council, the Department of
Treasury and Finance, the Department of Premier and Cabinet, and the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning have all expressed their significant concerns about the VDO:
Stakeholders contend the draft advice is inconsistent with Government’s objective in the Terms of Reference
not to impede benefits to active customers and requirements in the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and Essential
Services Commission Act 2001 to promote competition, provide incentives for long-term investment and
protect long-term customer interests.

The Treasurer was also advised that:
Stakeholders state the ESC draft advice uses unrealistic hedging strategies and data that does not reflect the
VDO customer cohort. Retailers also say the retail operating cost data used applies only to large retailers and
does not reflect Victorian conditions.

The advice also says:
Retailers also believe the ESC has not had sufficient time to properly develop the draft VDO, raising the risk
that methodological and data refinements will result in the second VDO … being substantially higher than
the first VDO, causing bill shock and customer confusion.
Retailers across all tiers stated they will withdraw their most competitively priced market offers to offset
losses from the VDO.
Small retailers have reported that … they are reviewing their cost structures, (e.g. moving jobs offshore)—
which would ultimately benefit customers—

so they are going to remove the cost structures which would ultimately benefit customers—
and are considering abandoning innovative offerings … which they now regard as unaffordable.
Several small retailers … stated … they are at risk of going out of business.
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The Treasurer of this state was advised that the VDO had caused every stakeholder to raise concerns,
was a policy that impeded benefits to customers, involved hedging strategies that were unrealistic,
involved data that did not reflect reality, was a policy that would cause bill shock and customer
confusion, would mean that competitive market offers would be withdrawn from the market, that jobs
were going to move offshore and that small retailers would go out of business. Now, what government,
other than a Labor government, would continue with a policy that was so demonstrably wrong in so
many different areas: job losses, bill shock and customer confusion? I mean, you have got to be just
completely absent from reality if you think a policy like this is going to help.
Indeed, as the Essential Services Commission said, prices have gone up since the VDO. So when we
look at the second-reading speech attached to this bill and see the government, and the minister in
particular, espousing the benefits of the reforms that this government has made and when we look
specifically at the VDO, we can see that the minister cannot be taken at face value in anything she
says, because at the end of the day, while she is looking at this issue through the lens of ideology, she
is actually bringing harm and an increased burden to household budgets.
This is not the only thing where the government has demonstrably failed Victorians in the way that
they have presented their policies to Victorians and the outcomes that we have achieved from them.
Let us look at their headlong rush into introducing renewable generation. Let us look at that for a
moment, because while a glossy press release is all very well and good when you are talking about a
new wind farm or a new solar farm, the government forgot to make sure that the transmission network
was going to be reliable enough. The government also forgot to engage with the Australian Energy
Market Operator, because now in western Victoria we have got a situation where AEMO has proposed
an enhanced transmission infrastructure network that completely treads on those who live in that area,
those people who were not consulted and whose concerns were never taken by this energy minister to
the market operator as they put together a plan to increase the transmission of energy in western
Victoria to metropolitan Melbourne.
Now, the minister has been absent in these discussions. More to the point, I have, along with the
member in the other place Beverley McArthur, the member for Ripon and also the member for
Polwarth, had many discussions with the residents out in those areas. There is no stronger message
they are giving us than to say that they want this project relooked at. They wanted their minister to
represent them. They are very clear: when they have taken their concerns to government
representatives, indeed the voices that they voted for to come into Parliament and advocate on their
behalf, the member for Buninyong and the member for Melton, have both told residents, ‘It’s nothing
to do with us; it’s an AEMO project. There is no possible way that the Victorian government could
get involved in this project or advocate for a better outcome or actually represent the people that they
have been elected to represent’. Those two have been conspicuously absent. Meanwhile, as I said, the
member in the other place, Mrs McArthur, has made sure that AEMO and AusNet, who is the
successful tenderer for the contract to build the network, have been put in front of the concerned
community and been made to answer questions regarding the concerns that those individuals have.
Now, not once did the member for Melton and not once did the member for Buninyong attempt to
facilitate any sort of discussion with those energy bodies. Not once did they take the concerns of their
communities to those energy bodies and not once has the minister for energy actually made any effort
to accommodate the concerns of those who this government purports to represent. As I said, the
government has been absent from the table during this whole process and continues to be absent from
the table. The messages that I am receiving in relation to the response from local members—if I was
one of those two I would be appalled. I would hate for my constituents to think that I had abandoned
them in the way that those communities very clearly are saying that they have been abandoned by the
member for Buninyong and the member for Melton.
This is, I guess, where you get some understanding of why we are in this place, because essentially
we are in this place not to promote ideological ideas but to actually represent communities, and thanks
to the good work of Mrs McArthur in the other place and the members for Ripon and Polwarth this
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one email came through that said thank you for organising the public meeting. But most tellingly, after
having tried to speak to the member for Melton and the member for Buninyong, this one constituent
out there in particular wrote and said thank you for organising those meetings:
We now feel our concerns as individuals and our community of Melton Shire has a voice that will be heard.

There could not be a more backhanded insult to the members for Melton and Buninyong. In trying to
talk to them there was no way that that community’s voices were heard in here or indeed by the
government at all. It was only through the good work of the members out in that area that we actually
have a situation where those communities will be heard from.
The second reading talks about other energy reforms that this government has made, and I can again
direct your attention to the shutting down of Hazelwood, where they were taxed out of existence. A
tripling of royalties caused them to leave this state, as I have said. I have heard many government
members, including the Treasurer and the former Special Minister of State, Mr Jennings, in the other
place, say, ‘Hazelwood never shut down because of government interference. Hazelwood never shut
down because they were taxed out of the place’.
But indeed we have here at the time, on 28 April 2016, a spokesperson for Hazelwood power station
saying that the increase would inevitably have a detrimental impact on the region’s energy sector and
that the owner of the Hazelwood power station had not been consulted on the decision. The
spokesperson went on to say:
… this government decision takes $20 million a year straight out of the Hazelwood business.
That is a significant additional cost that has to be found at a time when we are already experiencing very
difficult electricity market trading conditions.
ENGIE is a significant investor in Australia and Victoria and while we do understand the need for an energy
transformation, policies that continue to damage our business commercially will not help the community of
the Latrobe Valley or the Victorian economy in the longer term.

As I said, this is a minister, remember, that views everything—everything—through an ideological
lens, not through a pragmatic lens or a lens that actually takes into account the surety of supply we
have in this state. It does not take into account the lost jobs—the 700, I think, direct jobs that were lost
overnight. It is almost ironic that those jobs were lost on 1 April, because it is a sad, sick joke of this
government to say that they had nothing to do with that closure.
But what we have seen with the government is that just every policy, every step they have made, every
promise they have given to Victorians about their proposition that energy prices would go down under
their stewardship has been proven wrong, whether it be the gas shortages that have caused gas prices to
go up because of the government’s intractability around the moratorium and even if we go back to smart
meters, there is a record of this government failing in energy policy. I remember—and many of those in
this chamber now were not here—when Peter Batchelor used to get up in here and tell us that the
$700 million investment in smart meters would mean prices would go down. Well, they did not go down.
We wish it was only $700 million, because it ended up costing Victorians $2.5 billion. How unlikely, I
say ironically, is it that the government would get it wrong when it came to budgeting for something.
I also note the whack that the minister makes in her second-reading speech at energy retailers, accusing
them of trying to hold onto customers by making enticing offers that are increased after a short while.
Do you know it is not the energy retailers that have caused prices to go up? It is the government who
deregulated the retail sector that caused prices to go up. Who said that? Who said that the deregulation
of retailers caused prices to go up? In an article in 2015 headed ‘Victorians “dudded” on electricity,
says former deputy premier John Thwaites’ we find that it was indeed one of the people sitting around
the cabinet table who supported that policy at the time, who now is saying that it was indeed the wrong
policy, we got it wrong. It certainly puts him at odds with the current energy minister, who refuses to
say she got it wrong, even though it can be clearly demonstrated that prices have only gone one way.
This article says:
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Victorians have been dudded by deregulation of the electricity market, according to the deputy premier of the
government that enacted the reform.
John Thwaites, who was deputy to former premier Steve Bracks … when the government deregulated the
retail electricity market, told Fairfax Media the reform had failed to deliver lower prices for households.
“Clearly, that part of the policy has not worked,” … “Other areas of costs have been kept down, but the retail
component has increased very substantially.”

He went on to say:
… in developing the policy to deregulate energy retailers “everyone expected that there would be more
competition and therefore a reduction in bills”.
“The figures show that that hasn’t happened.”

You just have to listen to the former Deputy Premier and those opposite as they get up and talk about
their successes, as they claim them to be, in the energy sector. It is telling to look back on history and
actually get some honest words from a former Labor politician who said that their approach to the
energy portfolio was one that was flawed and actually delivered higher prices.
As I said, the claims that the current energy minister makes about all these reforms causing prices to
stabilise have been proven wrong, and as I also showed to you, Acting Speaker, and to the house,
Treasury and the Treasurer both knew that that Victorian default offer was flawed in every way it
could possibly be flawed, yet the minister went ahead with it. I mean, it beggars belief. As I said, why
would you go forward with a policy that would increase prices, cause jobs to be lost and cause
confusion for consumers? It just beggars belief.
So we, certainly on this side of the house, will not be opposing the bill, but the house should not believe
that by not opposing the bill we endorse the comments made in the second reading. Labor’s policies
have only delivered bad outcomes for Victorians. Even the former Deputy Premier has said so. This
is, as I said, a case of ideology versus pragmatism, and again I say: this minister looks at all of her
policy decisions through a lens of ideology. I do have no doubt there are some sensible people sitting
on the benches opposite, ones who know what cause and effect means and who are not blinded by the
ideology, but I do have to say that the minister for energy is not one of those people.
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (11:30): I am really pleased this morning, on this Thursday, to have the
opportunity to contribute to debate on this bill, the National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020.
This government stands for reliable, cost-efficient and stable energy for all Victorians. We know of
course that the supply of energy is a constant challenge not just for the Victorian community but for
communities right across the world. Acting Speaker, as you know, and as many members in this house
know, that supply of energy, that stable feed of energy to communities, to businesses and to industry,
is fundamentally important to the function of the state. What we have seen right across the world over
the past few decades has been a shift, a transformation—a move, if you like—of energy, the way it is
produced and the way it is used in communities. We know of course that populations not just in
Victoria but in Australia and across the globe are on the rise, and with that of course comes more use
and a greater need for energy within households, businesses and industries, as I have said.
The other thing to note of course is that the way energy is used within households has changed a great
deal. There is a lot more technology that is used within homes these days and there are of course
products that are more efficient, but there are obviously a number of different products that are used
in different ways. The market of course needs to be able to respond and supply energy to Victorian
communities, and this government has, since the day we were first put in office, worked very, very
hard each and every day to create a range of policy settings of legislation and of programs and
initiatives to make sure that we are providing the very best market for those who use energy, including
all of us in this place.
This government has a proud record of investment in the energy market, particularly within the
renewable energy sector, but what is important to know and what I think is recognised and has been
said time and time and time again in this place is that that is of course a process. It is a process that
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takes time. It is a transition process. There are a number of different stakeholders and factors that are
at play, and it is really important to get it right. It is not just a matter of simply saying we are going to
move from one source to another and it is going to be done by next week—that is not practical. That
is not of course what happens.
What is important also to understand is that in the time that the Andrews Labor government has had
the privilege and the great opportunity to be on this side of the chamber, we have worked very hard
with industry and very hard with local communities, with local government and with a whole range
of science—right across science—in the energy market to make sure that we are doing the very best
for Victorians. Most important amongst all of that, Acting Speaker Carbines, as you know in your
community, is energy prices and making sure that we are doing the very best we can for those who
find energy a significant cost in day-to-day living, a significant cost for their family and the
community, and making sure that that bill that arrives in the mail—that dreaded bill, more often than
not—is as low as it can possibly be.
There is a recognition though—there is a fundamental recognition—from those of us on this side of the
house that we can do more, and we are doing more. But to go to some of the comments made by those
opposite earlier on in the leading contribution, just to say that this government has indeed got a very
proud record of continuing to invest in all of those policy settings that drive down energy prices, and
this bill is part of a very long list of other bills that have been put through the chamber since 2015—
nine pieces of vital energy legislation, some of which were shamefully opposed by those opposite.
In the time permitted I would like to briefly mention each of those pieces of legislation, and I am very
quickly going to run through them: the Energy Legislation Amendment (Publication of Retail Offers)
Act 2015, the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs)
Act 2015, the National Electricity (Victoria) Amendment Act 2015, the Energy Legislation
Amendment (Consumer Protection) Act 2015, the National Electricity (Victoria) Further Amendment
Act 2016, the Electricity Safety Amendment (Bushfire Mitigation Civil Penalties Scheme) Act 2017,
the Energy Legislation Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs and Improving Safety and Markets) Act 2017, the
Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment) Act 2017—I mentioned renewables just before, and
hopefully we will have a chance to mention them a little later on—the Electricity Safety Amendment
(Electrical Equipment Safety Scheme) Act 2018, the Energy Legislation Amendment (Victorian
Default Offer) Act 2019, the Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment) Amendment Act 2019, the
National Electricity (Victoria) Amendment Act 2020 and of course the Energy Safety Legislation
Amendment (Victorian Energy Safety Commission and Other Matters) Act 2020.
The purpose of mentioning that series—that group, if you like—of bills that have been through this
house is to go to the point that this government is committed and working hard each and every day to
make sure that our energy market is the best it can be. There is of course a recognition that for families
within my community, within your community, Acting Speaker Carbines, and within communities
right across the state, whether you are in Sunbury or whether you are in rural and regional Victoria,
we know that we always have to do more to drive down energy prices because the use of energy will
continue to go up as populations grow. Hopefully as technologies advance, those individual pieces of
technology within households continue to go down, but we know that there is a higher use of the
number of devices that are used within individual households.
If we look at business, we know of course that there are significant pressures on business, particularly
now through the COVID-19 pandemic. But what we need to make sure we are doing is working with
industry to get those technologies being the very best they can be, and we will continue to do that. All
of these bills, alongside that record investment in renewables and a range of programs and initiatives,
work to support users. But what I think is important, to go to the substance of this bill, is to make sure
that there is a continued effort to alleviate many of those burdens that our communities face in terms
of energy.
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The bill contains a number of amendments to change the timing of the electricity and gas network
regulatory periods in Victoria from the calendar year to a financial year cycle, which forms part of the
government’s broader package of reforms aimed at making Victoria’s energy retail markets simpler
and fairer and cutting the cost of energy for Victorian households and small businesses. Currently in
Victoria, retail electricity and gas prices tend to change on 1 January, rather than 1 July as occurs in
other parts of Australia, and we know that this is because distribution charges, a component of that
price consumers pay to bring electricity and gas to their homes, are updated annually on a calendar
year basis rather than a financial year basis. What is the consequence of that? It effectively means that
consumers are often notified of increases in their cost of electricity or gas plans following Christmas
and the New Year period, which of course we know is a time when cost-of-living pressures are high.
Families obviously have the high cost of purchasing items for Christmas. They are at the back end of
the year. Things are very busy on a family front, and what we know of course is that it is really
important to make sure that at this time of the year generally people are not engaging as such as they
would throughout the normal part of the year.
So this is a change in terms of dates and timing. It is an important change, and through the energy
fairness plan we are of course delivering that massive regulatory shake-up of the energy sector, putting
the power back in the hands of Victorians. What this government is committed to—and I have taken
the time to outline that whole range of pieces of legislation that effectively are building the framework
around providing better prices for families, but it goes without saying that this year has been an
incredibly tough year on communities right across the state—is that those that are most vulnerable,
those who rely on and need the most support, will always get it from this government.
This government will not baulk and will not waver in making sure that we work as hard as we possibly
can, each and every day, to ensure that we drive down those prices and that the settings that are placed
around the framework for the energy market for people’s energy bills are the best they possibly can
be. It is for these reasons and the reasons that I have outlined that I support the bill and I very proudly
commend it to the house.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (11:40): I am pleased to rise to speak on the National Energy
Legislation Amendment Bill 2020, which as the two previous speakers have indicated is a fairly simple
and straightforward bill, but it is in a sector that is far from it. I like the optimism of the member for
Sunbury, who has repeated time and again how this government is committed to lower electricity
prices for Victorians. Unfortunately this has not actually worked out that way. It is a bit like the way I
am committed to a 15-kilometre run every morning. I just do not do it. It is quite amazing to hear the
members of the government saying regularly how they are about delivering cheaper power prices
when the reality is far from it.
But as I said, this bill is fairly straightforward. It really just brings Victoria into line with the other
states in the national electricity market to ensure that the calculation of distribution determinations and
access arrangements for the electricity and gas networks in this state moves from a calendar year basis
to a financial year basis. Those opposite are very keen to highlight that this will mean that the annual
increases will not occur necessarily just after Christmas, and that is not a bad thing. But I think the
consistency and streamlined approach with the other states is perhaps more useful. It is surprising,
though, that the government can still stand up and talk about delivering lower energy prices and
achieving that relief post Christmas because it just has not delivered it in its time in government.
We can go back to the closure of Hazelwood, as the member for Warrandyte spoke of, as one of the
root causes—I say just ‘one of’; it is not the only reason—of power prices spiking in Victoria. In 2016
we saw the government make a budget decision to triple the royalty on coal in Victoria. That was met
with great consternation of course from the three brown coal electricity generators in the Latrobe Valley
right next to my electorate, and most particularly of course Hazelwood, which was the oldest and
therefore the most at risk from these sorts of financial shocks, and they said as much. I remember that
at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearing at the time we had the Premier and
the Treasurer and the minister for energy all assuring us that this would not have any impact. And what
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did we have? Just a few short months later Hazelwood prematurely announced that it would be closing.
I say ‘prematurely’ because a lot of people will say, ‘Oh, well, that was always going to close’. Of
course it was always going to close, but it was brought forward by an international company, given the
anti-business and anti-cheap energy policies of this government through the tripling of the coal royalty.
What have we seen since then? If you look at the table on the Australian Energy Market Operator
website, they have an average price. These are spot prices, which do not necessarily reflect the retail
prices but are a good indicator of comparison across the states in the national energy market. In 2016
Victoria had literally the cheapest spot price average—$47 a megawatt hour. By 2019, last year, that
had risen to $109—a 132 per cent increase in price. We went literally from being the cheapest
electricity provider in the national electricity market to the most expensive. If you look at the table on
the AEMO website now, that has continued for 2020, and the forecast for 2021, based on the futures,
is the same. We will still be far in excess of the other states.
Now, the prices have come down of course this year, and looking ahead to next year with the massive
drop-off in economic activity, obviously there has been a subsequent change in price and demand. But
the fundamentals remain there that this government has botched electricity policy and energy policy
more broadly, and it has been Victorians who have paid.
The member for Warrandyte talked a little of the Victorian default offer, and we saw reported only
just two weeks ago that the Victorian default offer had in fact gone up again. The minister at the time
promised that it would save Victorians $450 a year—for those limited numbers, I think it is only about
10 per cent who are on these sorts of default offer, that they would save $450 per annum—and what
do we find so far in 2020? The default offer average price has actually gone up 7 per cent, and indeed
in response to that, when asked to explain how it was that something that was meant to save Victorians
money is actually starting to cost them more, the minister said:
… the Victorian default offer fluctuates from time to time. What won’t change is that it provides a simple and
trusted electricity option that has saved Victorians up to $330 on their bills …

What happened to 450? That was the promise we got when this legislation was passed, and the
government has not delivered on that—so the minister by her own words has not delivered.
We saw what happened with Hazelwood. That sent the wholesale price shock through the system, and
Victorians paid for that. We will see over the next two years the next chapter in that story in that
Yallourn, which is again about 20 per cent of Victoria’s production, is scheduled to close in 2032, but
time and time again in response to policy decisions of this government EnergyAustralia, which runs
Yallourn, has warned that it may have to bring that closure forward. There have been a number of
years bandied about. Naturally the company itself does not want to say when it will be, and they
probably do not know given the uncertainty with government policy, but we know that they are very
concerned about the emissions targets that the government is planning to set here in Victoria, which
have been on hold now for quite some months, and the VRET.
Speaking of the VRET—that is, the Victorian renewable energy target—we had the minister just a
couple of weeks ago on 2 September announce a new VRET auction, which is supposedly about
getting renewable energy providers to bid to the government to provide further renewable energy.
Again the minister is trying to say that this will save Victorians money, but I am not sure how that is
the case. Leaving aside whether the renewable energy will provide cheaper power or not is the question
of the Victorian taxpayers dollars.
In my own electorate alone we have proposed wind farms at Alberton, which the Minister for Planning
has approved despite the objections of local residents; we have a proposal at Delburn, which straddles
the member for Narracan’s and the member for Morwell’s electorate and my own electorate, for
another 32 turbines; and we have the Star of the South offshore wind farm—which is one that I am
very supportive of, I might add. I do not support the other two on land because of the impacts that it
has on neighbouring landholders and home owners, but the Star of the South is perfect. It is offshore,
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it is going to be higher production because of the increased and more reliable wind in Bass Strait and
indeed it should bring hundreds of long-term jobs to my electorate, not just the construction jobs that
the government likes to talk about.
We have also got the Solis RE proposal, otherwise known as the Gippsland renewable energy park,
which is predominantly in my electorate and the electorate of the member for Gippsland South. The
Perry Bridge solar farm is proceeding in his electorate as part of that. All of these things are happening,
so why is the government throwing up money, taxpayers money, to get more of it to happen? It beggars
economic sense. I really do not understand. The minister regularly says—and the government, the
Premier, regularly tell us—that renewable energy is cheaper than coal and gas and the like. If that is
the case, why does it need a subsidy? Why does it need taxpayers dollars if the production is actually
cheaper?
I put that to the minister at PAEC a couple of years ago, and she said, ‘Oh well, no generation has ever
been built without support of the taxpayer’. If we just assume that that is the basis, then we will fund
things forever and a day that do not need taxpayer support. That is not an answer, because the
government is not explaining the rationale—other than its own political need to be seen to be greener
than the Greens—as to why it is providing taxpayers money to projects that will go ahead anyway,
and the minister’s most recent announcement on that reaffirms that. They are going to the market again
to provide further subsidies for something that is already cheaper than anything else. It does not make
any sense.
We are not opposing this bill, as it is simple and it is sensible, unlike this government’s energy policies.
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (11:50): I rise with pleasure to speak in support of the National
Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 because it relates to an issue that now more than ever is
critical to our communities, and that is making ends meet.
When Labor came to government in 2014 the energy market was in desperate need of reform.
Victorians were dealing with hiked-up energy prices in a convoluted system that was stacked against
them. Even after 15 years of so-called competition as a result of the strident privatisation efforts of
those opposite, the promise of lower bills remained unfulfilled.
That is why from day one the Andrews government has had a clear objective to bring fairness back to
the energy market and build an energy sector for the future. As the member for Sunbury noted, this is
not a simple or swift process. It is why we commissioned an independent review of the energy market,
and that review concluded intervention is required to ensure better outcomes for customers, as did the
recent ACCC review, which similarly found that the privatised energy market is spectacularly failing
energy users.
That is why this is our 14th piece of legislation delivering improvements to this sector since coming
to government. Why? It is because we know that energy costs remain a significant financial pressure
for countless Victorian businesses and households. In my own community, individuals, families and
businesses are doing it tough, tougher perhaps than they ever have before. For many, receiving that
power bill is more than just a routine task; it is a stressful burden. It means having to decide what to
forgo that month to pay it. This bill introduces reforms to help alleviate some of that pressure.
Currently in Victoria electricity and gas price increases come in on 1 January, yet the Christmas and
New Year period is a time when our household budgets are already under stress or indeed sometimes
at breaking point. What is more, this can also be the busiest time of year for families, and in the case
of our retail, hospitality and frontline workers, it is the time of year when they are working harder than
ever. This means under the current arrangements household bill increases are arriving at a time when
we can least afford them and when we are least able to take the time to make sure we are getting the
best deal. This bill means price changes instead happen on 1 July, by moving the regulatory period to
the financial year. Not only does this bring Victoria in line with other jurisdictions across Australia but
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it ensures Victorians are getting price changes when they are more likely to have the time to explore
their options and engage with the market.
But this bill is not a one-off. It builds on our extensive work as part of the government’s energy fairness
plan. A centrepiece of this plan was delivered last year when we introduced the Victorian default offer,
or VDO. The VDO means Victorians get a simple-to-understand, reliable and fair price for electricity
rather than the costly and confusing standing offers of the past. Already it is delivering cost savings to
households and businesses across our suburbs. Households can save up to $450 and some businesses
over $2000 on their annual bills.
I know from speaking with residents and businesses across Northcote that these savings have made a
real difference. For some it has literally meant being able to keep the lights on. At the same time our
Victorian Energy Compare website has been helping millions of Victorians access free advice on
getting the best energy deal, and we are on track to deliver the remaining recommendations of the
Independent Review into the Electricity & Gas Retail Markets in Victoria—things like banning doorto-door sales and cold-calling by energy retailers and increasing penalties for retailers who give false
or misleading information or who wrongfully disconnect customers.
But what I am most pleased about is the recent announcement that from the start of September this
year the Victorian default offer will be set as the maximum price at which embedded network
customers can be charged for energy. Let me put that a little bit plainer. These are networks like those
in apartment buildings, rooming houses, caravan parks and retirement villages, as well as for small
businesses operating out of shopping centres. Before September they did not have access to the default
offer. Now the default offer is the maximum that they can be charged. In the Northcote electorate over
20 per cent of our residents live in a flat or apartment compared to 11 per cent across Victoria, and that
is on the last census; it is likely a fair bit higher now. For those living and working with these embedded
networks, being locked into a contract with a specific energy provider can be really difficult and costly.
These providers, once locked in, can act as a kind of monopoly and increase prices, forcing residents
to make difficult decisions about whether they can even afford to stay in their homes.
As we all know, right now every little bit counts. That is why throughout this pandemic we have made
it a priority to take the financial burden off families and businesses while we collectively do what is
needed to slow the virus. We have done this through more than $13 billion in initiatives to support
businesses, workers and families—things like payroll tax refunds, land tax discounts, rental subsidies
and grant payments. We take this approach because we do not agree with the strategy of piling more
pressure on families. We do not agree with chasing budget surpluses or putting politics ahead of
people. I say this because while our government implements legislation like this to ease the pressure
on families, I am seeing those same families within the Northcote electorate hit with increased rates
and charges from council. I have been on the ground working every day with locals under immense
stress. When so many in our community are dealing with family members having lost large
proportions of their income, the idea of council ratcheting up rates and charges on its residents is
frankly deplorable. Some households are facing increases of more than 20 per cent on their rates when
valuations are taken into account, and pet registration has gone up by 25 per cent.
Just as this bill eases the burden on residents, I have seen some excellent initiatives coming out of
other local governments. The City of Melbourne, for instance, has frozen rates and dipped into cash
reserves to drive investment. Disappointingly for my Darebin and Yarra residents, rates are set to rise,
and in the case of Darebin they are actually projecting a surplus budget with a cut to infrastructure
spend. This at a time when many are struggling to make ends meet. There is always a justification that
can be conjured for these increases—‘It’s just a little increase. It won’t have much impact. Home
owners are already well off’. I have actually heard those words spoken from some councillors in
Darebin. But as we all know, if you take enough little scoops you end up with nothing.
Every little bit counts to get families through this pandemic. That is why in addition to the critical
reform provided in this bill we have created some of the strongest energy hardship protections in the

MEMBERS
2300

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 17 September 2020

country. These include $3.7 million to connect Victorians with energy bill hardship support, a new
energy brokerage program and making sure that no household engaging with their energy company
can be disconnected from gas or electricity.
From the moment we came to government we have taken action to reduce the cost of energy for
households and businesses across Victoria. But not only that, we have also led the nation in reforming
our energy sector for the future with our investments into renewables and our work to achieve net zero
emissions by 2050. Our Solar Homes program is putting solar on 770 000 homes across Victoria. We
are putting solar on schools and upgrading sports clubs, community halls, public housing and childcare
centres across the state to make them more energy efficient, and we have just announced that we will be
tendering to build enough renewables to power all our trains, schools, hospitals and government services.
As we continue the enormous task of protecting Victorian lives and livelihoods, I know we will keep
building on our track record of aligning economic, social and environmental outcomes to put Victoria
in the best position possible to rebuild and recover. We can and will get through this. To everyone in
my community, thank you for your courage and your resilience. Time and again I have been in awe
of how you have pulled together in unity and determination to support each other and to keep each
other safe. Whether you are a parent juggling work from home with your remote schooling for your
kids, whether you are a business under pressure trying to pivot, whether you are on the front lines of
our healthcare system or indeed whether you are a worker that has lost shifts and is struggling with
income— (Time expired)
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 3 September.
Members
MINISTER FOR CRIME PREVENTION
MINISTER FOR MULTICULTURAL AFFAIRS
MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE
MINISTER FOR WATER
MINISTER FOR PLANNING
Absence
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:01): I rise to inform the house that today I will answer
questions for the portfolios of crime prevention, corrections, youth justice, victim support; and
multicultural affairs, community sport and youth. Further to this I also wish to advise the house that
today and tomorrow I will answer questions for the portfolios of transport infrastructure, coordination
of transport: COVID-19, Minister for the Suburban Rail Loop; water, police and emergency services,
coordination of environment, land, water and planning: COVID-19; and planning and housing.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:02): My question is to the Premier.
On 11 August in the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, the Premier was asked why his
government chose to use private security guards for hotel quarantine instead of the police or the
Australian Defence Force. The Premier said he believed the offer of ADF support was quite
fundamentally incorrect. The Premier’s statement has subsequently been refuted by the Minister for
Defence, ADF records, Lieutenant-General John Frewen, evidence given to the Coate inquiry and his
own 27 March press release, which reads:
It has also been agreed that the Australian Defence Force will be engaged to support the implementation of
these arrangements.
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Premier, how can Victorians have confidence in you when you continue to lie to the Parliament and
the people of Victoria?
The SPEAKER: Order! I am just going to warn the Leader of the Opposition. He knows that the
word that he has used is not acceptable in the Parliament. I will allow the question without that word
in it, and I warn members that use of that word will not be tolerated. Members questions will not be
counted unless they use the appropriate forms of the house.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:03): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
question. Just a short while ago I attended a media briefing, and I indicated to the assembled media
and all of those watching that cheap politics was no vaccine against this virus. I reiterate that point,
and I reject the assertions and the rather political construction of events advanced by the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:03): The Premier’s mismanagement
of the hotel quarantine program has caused Victoria’s second wave. That is undisputed. It has cost
over 700 lives, hundreds of thousands of jobs. It has forced tens of thousands of businesses to close
and caused untold damage to millions of Victorians. Will the Premier now, finally, tell Victorians who
made the decision to reject the use of police and ADF in hotel quarantine and instead chose untrained
private security guards?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:04): Again I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
question. The exact arrangements as they relate to that program are currently the subject of a process
established—
Members interjecting.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, former judge Coate has made it very clear that her inquiry
does not stop the Premier or any of the other ministers actually answering questions in the Parliament,
so I would urge you to bring the Premier back to actually answering the question rather than his false
claim that he cannot answer it because there is a process underway.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not uphold the point of order. The Premier is being relevant to the
question that has been asked.
Mr ANDREWS: That was not the point I was about to make. That is what happens when a point
of order is taken before you have made the point. But in any event, these are very serious matters.
Mistakes have been made in relation to this program. The community is entitled to answers. That is
why we have established the process. It is not a matter of whether I can or cannot. The process has been
established to get those answers. It is not for the avoidance of scrutiny. It is for the production of that—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will resume his seat.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier cannot contract out his obligations to
this house to answer questions to an inquiry. The Premier has been asked a question. It is within the
Premier’s knowledge. He is required to answer the question because Victorians deserve the answer as
to how this second wave came about.
The SPEAKER: Order! I understand the point of order. The Premier has been relevant to the
question.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:05): Today there are 28 new cases of coronavirus
across Victoria. That is testament to the hard work, the sacrifice—yes, the pain and suffering—but the
amazing determination of Victorians to see this second wave defeated, to see this virus off, to get the
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numbers low, in recognition that unless and until you get these numbers low you have no real chance
of keeping them low. That is why we all have to stay the course.
That is why it was such a pleasure and a privilege to be able to announce earlier this week that regional
Victoria would take not one but two steps on our safe and steady road map towards a COVID normal.
Regional communities have done an outstanding job in driving these case numbers down, and I want
to congratulate and thank every single member of regional Victorian communities, large and small.
The work that they have done is critically important. That is why we can have hospitality venues open.
That is why we can have people visiting in their homes for the first time.
There are rules, though; there are rules. Whilst the rules have changed, rules remain in place still. I am
very confident that regional Victorians will remain vigilant. They will jealously guard their virus
status, the very low numbers of virus in regional Victoria. To achieve that outcome, Victoria Police
made a number of significant announcements yesterday to make sure that there is no unnecessary and
no unlawful travel from metropolitan Melbourne into regional Victoria—very substantial fines, a
massive police effort. We have to make sure that we keep that low virus status, those low case
numbers, as low as we can until a vaccine arrives.
I want to congratulate every single person in regional Victoria for their determination, for staying the
course, for not letting their frustration, which is understandable and considerable, get the better of
them. Unless you get these numbers low, you cannot possibly keep them low. That is the experience.
Look around the world today. Regional Victoria is well ahead of just about everywhere else.
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:08): My question is to the Minister for
Mental Health. The chief health officer referred to the mental health impacts on small business
operators and sole traders due to the government’s harsh restrictions, so I ask: what modelling has
been undertaken to understand the mental health impacts on small businesses and sole traders, and
will you release this modelling?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:08): Thank you to the Leader of the Opposition for his question and for his
interest in the mental health reforms that so many Victorians look to in this period of crisis. We know
that there has been a substantial increase in demands for mental health support services right across
the board.
I think the Leader of the Opposition is referring to a particular program that the Minister for
Employment launched some time ago—a $26 million investment in support of mental health
arrangements for small business. I want to congratulate the Minister for Employment, particularly the
work that she has done in ensuring that the work is being delivered right now for small businesses.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, relating to relevance, I think the minister perhaps
misunderstood my question. It was not relating to a program that the jobs minister or employment
minister announced. The question was: what modelling has the government undertaken regarding the
mental health impacts on small businesses and sole traders of the government’s restrictions, and will
the government release that modelling?
Mr FOLEY: It may come as a surprise to the Leader of the Opposition, but small business people
are members of the Victorian community just like everyone else and are really struggling. I want to
thank them for their efforts that all Victorians, but particularly small businesses, have made in
responding to the challenges that the COVID-19 global pandemic has brought. So in terms of the
increases in demand that we have seen across the board for the Victorian community, the Victorian
community of which small businesses are a part—they are not a separate entity standing apart from
the demands of how mental illness and the increase in demand, whether it be for the escalation of
depression—
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Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, on the issue of relevance, the Leader of the Opposition’s
question was very specific about what modelling the government may have done of the mental impacts
on small business from the draconian restrictions we have had in this state. And if they have done any
modelling, will the minister actually release that modelling? The minister is giving a broadbrush
answer that is not coming to the nub of the question at all from the Leader of the Opposition, and I ask
you to bring him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER: Order! There have been two points of order which have sort of clarified the
question. The minister is being relevant though to the question that has been asked.
Mr FOLEY: In May of this year the national cabinet met to consider a national pandemic mental
health plan. That plan was put together in partnership between the Victorian, New South Wales and
commonwealth officials in mental health. Particularly I want to thank Minister Taylor from New
South Wales and Minister Hunt from the federal government and the National Mental Health
Commission. That report, which is public, which is on the internet—and I am happy to provide the
honourable Leader of the Opposition the links to that—talks about the increase in demand right across
the board in mental ill health and particularly in areas of anxiety, depression and the disproportionate
effect that was having on particular cohorts of the community, including small businesses. So I would
refer the honourable member to the fact that this is a national priority for all levels of government in
dealing with mental ill health and that this government is committed, as the honourable Minister for
Employment has shown, to standing by the sacrifices and hard work that those small businesses have
made. The Victorian government, as it seeks to drive down those infection rates, will stand by those
small businesses in their mental health and wellbeing.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:12): Minister, the government’s socalled road map has caused massive pain for many small business operators and sole traders across
the state. Tragically, one Melbourne couple who operated beauty salons dropped their children with
their grandparents before taking their own lives. Does the minister accept that the government’s trigger
points that are denying businesses in Melbourne the opportunity to reopen are having massive mental
health impacts and tragically contributing to desperate people taking their own lives?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:13): Every loss of life through suicide is a tragedy. Every loss of life or attempt
at self-harm is a tragedy. That is why the Victorian government, as part of the National Mental Health
and Wellbeing Pandemic Response Plan, moved quickly, with so far up to almost $200 million worth
of new, additional investment to stay ahead of this tragic wave of crisis in our mental health system
caused by a widely infectious global pandemic of COVID-19. A key part of that, which I referred to
in the first part of the honourable member’s question, the National Mental Health and Wellbeing
Pandemic Response Plan, dealt with how—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, my question related to whether the government
accepted that this government’s restrictions on business, particularly small business and sole traders,
was having a direct adverse outcome on mental health effects. The minister has failed—refused—to
answer any aspect of that question. I ask you to bring him back to answering it.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister answered the question initially. He is now straying from the
question. The minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr FOLEY: So, every loss of life is a tragedy. I would sadly refer the honourable member to the
real-time data now produced every month by the coroner’s unit, which shows there has been no
increase in suicide at all over the past 12 months. (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (12:15): This
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government recognises the extremely difficult situation that many Victorian businesses, workers,
households and communities find themselves in, but we are also providing the support that they need to
make it through this pandemic. We know that the road map is about charting a way through this event, a
steady and sustainable path out of this crisis and into what will become a COVID-normal situation. The
road map is not just based on the best health information and advice but is also supported by our best
economic advice. The only path to safe and sustainable economic recovery is to control the virus.
This government is ensuring businesses make it to COVID normal and can thrive on the other side.
That is why on Sunday I had the great pleasure to be with the Premier to release the biggest ever package
of business support in this state’s history: $3 billion in cash grants, relief and of course cash flow support
directly to Victorian businesses when they need it most. On top of this we delivered support for the
hospitality sector to activate outdoor spaces and assistance for the hardest hit sole traders.
Now, this package brings the total level of assistance that the state has given to business to $6 billion.
That also is as part of $12.5 billion that the government has given to economic, business, community
and of course pandemic response support. More than 110 000 businesses have already received
business support grants. Seventy-five thousand businesses have received grants of up to $20 000 under
our latest round of support. This is support that helps Victorian businesses and households, keeping
businesses afloat and Victorians in work. We are making the necessary investment, focusing on
supporting Victorians so they can get to a COVID normal.
COVID-19
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:17): My question is to the Treasurer. The Australian Bureau of Statistics
estimates there are approximately 325 000 sole traders in Victoria. How many of those hardworking
Victorians will be ineligible for the business survival and adaptation package?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (12:17): We know that
there are many businesses, whether they be sole traders or not, that are doing it difficult as a
consequence of the pandemic, but we are there to help them every step of the way. That is why this
government is giving the greatest level of support and assistance this state has ever been able to muster,
and in practical terms the support that we are giving to sole traders is aimed at complementing the
effort that the commonwealth are giving. So to simply assume that you look at the support that one
tier of government is giving without the broader recognition of effort I think is disingenuous. But more
importantly, not only is there the $100 million worth of support in the sole trader fund that will provide
cash grants to thousands of sole traders to help with business costs as well as such things as rent and
shopfronts or studios but it will also target the hardest hit sectors. So we are focusing our effort on
those sole traders most in need.
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Speaker, on relevance. It was a very simple question requiring a
numerical answer—how many?
The SPEAKER: I do not uphold that point of order. The Treasurer is being relevant.
Mr PALLAS: We will of course be able to give an appreciation of exactly how many sole traders
have found themselves in the circumstances that warrant the application of these funds once they have
made the appropriate applications, and of course what we have said is we have set up criteria for them
to access.
But that is not all we have done. We have also supported small traders through the $36 million business
advisory and mental health programs that we have put in place to help them navigate their way through
this event. So it is not simply a case of saying, ‘What specific funds are individuals getting?’. We are
tailoring the support to the hardest hit sole traders, the ones who have actually seen their businesses
impacted. And of course we know that the commonwealth, through their efforts in JobKeeper and
JobSeeker, are making sure that sole traders also are given the support to get through to the other side.
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These are necessary investments, but we cannot deny the circumstance that we confront. The quickest
way to help sole traders is to get in control of the virus and get to a COVID-normal situation so these
businesses can open and thrive.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:20): Will the Treasurer explain: how is it fair that a dog-grooming service
run from a Petbarn shopfront qualifies for your support package but Susan Mackenzie, who runs Fur
Design Doggy Day Spa, a home-based pet-grooming service in Mooroolbark, does not qualify?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (12:20): Well, of
course I do not necessarily accept the assumption contained within the question and I do not know the
material circumstances of the two cases, but I do know that we have demonstrated a willingness as a
government to show flexibility when we can see a demonstrable case—
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Speaker, the Treasurer is misleading the house. His package, which
he announced, does not allow businesses that do not have a commercial premises to access his—he
cannot say he does not know that. He cannot say that he does not accept the premise of the question
when it is his package.
The SPEAKER: Order! The point of order is?
Ms Staley: I would ask you to bring him back to answering a question he must know the answer to.
The SPEAKER: The Treasurer is being relevant to the question.
Mr PALLAS: Well, of course those sole traders that are entitled to open do not get access to the
sole traders support because they are actually out and operating, but the more substantial point is that
the government has demonstrated its flexibility and willingness to allow those that run shopfront
operations to enable access into those areas. But the one thing that is—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, on the issue of relevance again, the question from the
member for Ripon was very clear: how is it fair that Susan Mackenzie, who runs Fur Design Doggy
Day Spa, cannot access support? How is it fair? I ask you to bring the Treasurer back to actually
answering that question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Treasurer is being relevant to the question. The Treasurer.
Mr PALLAS: Well, of course we will look at the specific circumstances, and if the member is
prepared to provide the details, then we will certainly look at it. But I will make this very simple point:
we are very much committed to trying to get these businesses open as quickly as possible, consistent
with the road map, and that is exactly what the government is doing.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:23): I rise to update the house on the Victorian government’s plans announced
yesterday for the resumption of non-urgent elective surgery across Victoria’s public and private
hospitals. Pausing on elective surgery was a very difficult but necessary step to ensure that Victoria
had a capacity, both in a surge workforce and to address the spike in private aged-care residences, for
responding to the spike in the wildly infectious COVID-19 pandemic.
The Victorian government, as a result of the hard work and sacrifice that so many people of Victoria
have shown, particularly in regional Victoria, was pleased yesterday to announce that non-urgent
elective surgery resumes across both public and private hospitals in line with the road map to
reopening. Today our public and private hospitals in Victoria resume to 75 per cent of their usual
elective surgery activity and will hit 85 per cent later this month. In metro Melbourne elective surgery
will increase to 75 per cent when this part of Victoria moves to the second step of the road map,
currently expected later this month, and to 85 per cent at the third step, expected in October. Both
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public and private hospitals across Victoria will move to 100 per cent of usual elective surgery activity
when we move to the last step of the COVID-normal program of reopening, expected in November.
At that time we will have more to say about the elective surgery blitz as we seek to then address the
backlog of cases as a result of the hard work Victorians have participated in.
The SPEAKER: Now, via remote technology, a question from the member for Mildura.
MILDURA BASE PUBLIC HOSPITAL
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (12:25): My question is for the Premier. The return of Mildura Base
Hospital to public hands was an extraordinary moment for our community made possible by a
government that was willing to listen and do what was right for the people of the north-west, and we
thank you so much. But we are not done yet. All we have is basic parity. What we want and deserve
is excellence. With that in mind, can you give an indication of how your government will enhance the
cardiac and cancer services that our community so desperately needs and which have been
compromised over the past 20 years by a model that prioritised profits over patients?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:26): I thank the honourable member for Mildura for
her question. It is a very important question. But I thank her even more clearly for her passionate
advocacy—her unrelenting advocacy—on behalf of her community, not just since she has had the
honour and privilege of representing Mildura in this place but for many years before then. I do not
know that—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Oh, well, we are not going to talk about parties, because if we were to I would
have to reflect in a terribly political way that it was not this party—not the Labor Party—that privatised
the Mildura hospital, and then with no reference to the Mildura community extended those
arrangements. Mr Davis in another place extended these arrangements, regardless—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Caulfield is warned.
Mr ANDREWS: of partisanship. This is not about—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Premier to resume his seat, and the Leader of The Nationals.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will resume his seat. I ask members to stop shouting across
the chamber.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier is answering a question.
Mr ANDREWS: It is not a question about politics or partisanship, it is a question about patients—
hospital patients.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, on the issue of relevance—and the member for Mildura’s
question was very valid on behalf of her community—the Premier was actually the health minister.
He could have fixed this when he was the health minister and did nothing about it—and did absolutely
nothing about it. So I ask you to get the Premier to actually be factual in his answer.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Mental Health is warned. I do not want people shouting
across the chamber. The Premier is being relevant to the question.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 17 September 2020

Legislative Assembly

2307

Mr ANDREWS: It is terribly inconvenient for some but great news for Mildura that as of Tuesday
this week, under this government—not anyone else, this government—Mildura hospital is now the
Mildura Base Public Hospital, and the member for Mildura and all in her community who have
advocated so passionately and effectively to get that outcome should be proud.
But the question is very important, and despite points of order you cannot rewrite history, I am afraid.
This thing was privatised and the arrangements were extended not by anyone on this side of the house.
Those opposite can bleat all they like. I think the people of Mildura have made their views very well
known in the choice they have made in putting a passionate advocate on behalf of that community into
this place, and I congratulate the member for Mildura not just for what she has achieved but what she
continues to argue for.
As health minister, I might inform those opposite, we were very pleased—I was honoured and our
government at the time was pleased—to grow and expand a number of services right across regional
Victoria. But we are now in a different government and I am honoured to be in a different role. I will
confirm for the member for Mildura that I acknowledge—this government acknowledges—that we
can do more and we can do better when it comes to particularly cardiac care and cancer care. Oncology
outcomes in regional Victoria are nowhere near as good as they need to be. Cardiac outcomes are not
as good as they need to be. There is a gap, a disparity. There is an equity issue here, and I want to make
it very clear to the member for Mildura— (Time expired)
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (12:30): Premier, will you commit to having this conversation directly
with the new CEO and board before the end of this year?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:30): Yes, I can confirm that both I and the Minister for
Health would be more than happy to engage with all the relevant parties, whether it be the board chair,
the CEO, the local member—the local member, who is a champion for her community. I am not sure
that I was ever invited by the local member in previous roles I have had necessarily, but this is a very,
very welcome change. I will sit down and work through these issues, whether it be in terms of cancer,
cardiac or any other services that we could improve in the north-west of the state. I would of course
note that there is a $9 million investment by this government from the Regional Health Infrastructure
Fund for an eight-bed intensive care unit and an eight-bed paediatric ward that will indeed open later
on this year. There is 40 per cent more funding in that health service today than when we came to
government, and we are delighted not to have extended a private contract but to have got rid of the
private contract and delivered to the people of Mildura a public hospital for public patients.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (12:31): I rise to update the house about
the very important work that WorkSafe is doing in carrying out support at a workplace level in respect
of Victoria’s response to the global coronavirus pandemic.
It is really fantastic to see the enthusiasm of many, particularly in regional Victoria this week, as new
and important steps to something that is closer to corona normal have occurred for them, and the
workplace is a really important part of that story. Of course WorkSafe inspectors are continuing to
make sure that employers meet their obligations under the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004
to provide safe and healthy workplaces. Our inspectors, along with many other parts of the Victorian
public service sector—and I really want to acknowledge the work that they have been doing—have
been working tirelessly with those employers and representatives of employees to make sure that they
are supporting workplaces to work through what it is that they need to do to adapt to make their
workplaces as safe as possible from the risk of transmission of coronavirus.
Of course the government announced in July an inspection blitz across those workplaces, and we are
going to keep very, very focused on making sure that we keep people in regional Victoria and
metropolitan Melbourne safe and protected from coronavirus as much as possible. I am delighted to
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advise the house that we have had over 12 605 COVID-19 visits and inquiries—a really important
part of supporting, answering questions and helping people work through the dilemmas about what a
safe system of work looks like. Employees, their unions and health and safety reps are a really
important part of the equation. There is no doubt that everyone is working to do the right thing to keep
people safe, and WorkSafe is going to continue to support them to that end.
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:33): My question is to the AttorneyGeneral. The Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 allows a person who suffers loss arising from a
direction of the chief health officer to apply to the secretary for compensation. What financial provision
has the government made for such compensation claims?
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (12:33): In respect of the Leader of the
Opposition’s question, he would of course be aware that the Public Health and Wellbeing Act is an
act that is administered by the Minister for Health and—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to the supplement to the general order of
22 June 2020, effective 11 August 2020, which provides that parts 9 and 10 of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act are actually designated by the Attorney-General. The Attorney-General may not be
aware of the fact she is responsible for it, but she is.
The SPEAKER: I do not uphold the point of order because I do not know where the AttorneyGeneral was going.
Ms HENNESSY: Of course the provision of funds is a matter that sits within the Treasurer, and so
I do not stand up to give the Leader of the Opposition a lecture about the correct ministerial
responsibilities and obligations. Of course provisioning is a budget matter, and a budget will be
published later on this year.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:34): Extraordinary! The AttorneyGeneral is not even aware that she administers parts of the act—just hopeless!
The SPEAKER: Your question is?
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr M O’BRIEN: I beg your pardon, Premier?
The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition’s question?
Mr M O’BRIEN: What a grub. What a grub display. What an absolute grub display.
The SPEAKER: Order! Does the Leader of the Opposition have a question? Otherwise I will
assume he does not have a question.
Members interjecting.
Mr M O’BRIEN: In silence, Speaker.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier is warned.
Mr M O’BRIEN: Will the Attorney-General provide an assurance that the government will not
seek to retrospectively remove or restrict the entitlement to seek compensation in the Public Health
and Wellbeing Act?
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (12:35): As I said, the Public Health and
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Wellbeing Act is an act that is under the administration of a number of ministers, and what the Leader
of the Opposition has asked me is effectively a hypothetical question about the future. And the Leader
of the Opposition—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the first matter relates to the Attorney-General trying
to avoid responsibility for something which is her responsibility under the general administrative
orders issued by the Premier. But the second point is: this is not a hypothetical. I am asking the
Attorney to give a clear commitment—a clear commitment to this house, to Victorians, that her
government will not seek to restrict or remove the compensation provisions in the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act.
The SPEAKER: I understand the question and the point of order, but the Attorney-General is being
relevant to the question.
Ms HENNESSY: To make it crystal clear for the Leader of the Opposition, who has sought to
come in here and swing his purported superior knowledge around, it is the secretary that makes
determinations in respect of compensation matters. It is done independently, and it is done
independently for a reason.
Mr M O’Brien: On a further point of order, Speaker, the question relates to the legislation, for
which the Attorney-General is responsible, and I am asking the Attorney-General to assure Victorians
that there will be no change to the legislation that seeks to restrict or remove that compensation
provision. That is not a matter for the secretary; that is a matter for the Attorney-General.
Mr Andrews: If I might be heard on the point of order, Speaker, this is entirely a matter for the
secretary. As a function of the design of the act these appeals, these applications, are not determined
by the Attorney-General, me, the Minister for Health or any other member of the executive; they are
determined by the secretary of the department. This would seem to be news to some, but it is part of
the act and there for good reason.
The SPEAKER: In a moment I am going to call the Leader of The Nationals. I do not want this to
turn into a debate about this matter. The issue raised by the Leader of the Opposition is one of relevance.
Mr Walsh: Further on the point of order, Speaker, the issue is about a guarantee from the minister
on behalf of the government not to change legislation. That has absolutely nothing to do with the
secretary. That is an issue for the ministers and the government, not for the secretary, and I ask you to
bring the minister back to answering the Leader of the Opposition’s question.
The SPEAKER: I understand the points that have been raised in the point of order, but the
Attorney-General is being relevant to the question that has been asked.
Mr Walsh: On a further point of order, Speaker, the minister is not being relevant to the question.
I would respectfully ask you to reconsider your ruling because the minister is not being relevant to the
question. She is not going anywhere near being relevant to the question.
The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot direct the Attorney-General how to answer the question, only
that she is relevant to the question that has been asked, and she is being relevant to the question that
has been asked.
Ms Staley: On a new point of order, Speaker, Rulings from the Chair on this point make it clear that
the Speaker cannot direct a minister to answer yes or no, but at the same time they also say that a minister
cannot talk around or generally on an issue. The Attorney is not addressing the question. The question
goes to legislation. It does not go to the implementation of the current legislation; it goes to changes to
the legislation. So the minister is not being relevant, I would put to you, because under Rulings from the
Chair—I understand the point you are making, that you cannot direct someone to say yes when they
want to say no—you can direct them to answer the question asked, and the minister is not.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I can, under the sessional and standing orders, ensure that the AttorneyGeneral is being direct, factual, succinct and relevant, but I cannot determine the content of the
Attorney-General’s answer. She is in order and is to continue.
Ms HENNESSY: Thank you, Speaker. I am delighted to have an opportunity to in fact address the
question amongst the bevy and cacophony of points of order where the opposition sought to rewrite
the question that they were actually trying to ask. So let me give them the benefit of the doubt and
assure them that there is an independent process administered by the secretary and there shall continue
to be so.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for the Coordination of Education
and Training: COVID-19) (12:40): I rise to update the house on how the Andrews government is
returning staff and students to school as soon and as safely as possible. As we announced and
communicated to schools earlier this week, primary school students in regional Victoria will now be
able to return to school from the start of term 4. That is earlier than anticipated because of the
outstanding results in terms of case numbers in regional Victoria. So prep to grade 6 students in
standalone primaries will return from Monday, 5 October, and schools will be able to determine the
different year levels. They can stagger as they see fit in that first week or have all students back on the
Monday. In that week years 11 and 12 and year 10 students studying VCE and VCAL will attend on
site for the general achievement test (GAT) on the Wednesday and other school-based assessments.
Students in prep to grade 6 in P–12 schools, and there are a number of P–12s in regional Victoria, will
return on Thursday, 8 October, after the GAT is held. All other students, including years 7 to 10, VCE
and VCAL, will return from Monday, 12 October. For metro, as I have said before, week one is remote
learning other than the GAT and assessments for senior secondaries and week two is prep to 2, special
schools and senior secondary.
Before any further changes are made, they will be based entirely on expert public health advice. The
advice has always been on the basis of movement of people. Having 1 million students return to school
all at once on 5 October risks a spike in numbers and spreading the virus. It was always going to be a
staggered return because, unlike those opposite, we are listening to and acting on expert, local advice
that puts the safety of schools, staff, students and the broader community first.
Mr T Bull: On a point of order, Speaker, I would like to raise the matter of some unanswered
questions. These are question on notice 1377 to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers; 1849
to the Minister for Small Business; 2394 to the Minister for Agriculture; 2395 to the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers; 2399 to the Minister for Workplace Safety; 2400 to the Minister for
Small Business; 2403 to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers; 2406 to the Minister for
Roads; 2407 to the Minister for Health; 2704 to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers; and
2705 to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers. There are also constituency questions 1620 to
the Premier, 2041 to the Premier and 2658 to the Minister for Agriculture in the other place, and also
adjournment 2668 to the Premier. As you will see there, there are a range of matters across a range of
portfolios that are very important to my electorate as we go through this extremely tough period
following on from the bushfire recovery and COVID. My constituents and my constituency more
generally deserve the honour of respectful and timely responses, which we are not receiving from any
of these portfolios.
The SPEAKER: I thank the member for raising those items as a point of order. We will follow
those matters up with the relevant ministers.
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NATIONAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:45): I rise to speak to the National Energy Legislation Amendment
Bill 2020. On one hand it is good to see the government looking to do something with distribution
charges that make up a very significant component of the average home power bill and of course also
a big, significant component of commercial, industrial, farm and other electricity bills. But of course
we spend time today discussing this, and this is not even the tip of the iceberg of what needs to happen
with our energy bills and our energy pricing. This bill seeks only really to move a few deckchairs
around on the power bill ship. We are essentially moving billing from January through to the end of
June—30 June. Six months is neither here nor there.
It is interesting to note that at this time of pandemic crisis, when there are more than enough things for
a government who is interested in the community and wanting to get things moving and to support
households and to support families to do, you would think it would do a bit more than decide to move
a bill timing along six months, because over these last six long lockdown months communities right
through my region, Western Victoria, have been jumping up and down about the distribution prices,
distribution context and what makes up that portion of the bill. There will be many people that do not
realise that, for example—and we have talked about it in this house in the past—the REFCL system,
the rapid earth fault current limiter, which does not mean a lot to anybody, is supposed to keep us safe
in bushfires. We saw a windstorm a couple of weeks ago where parts of the state were out for nearly
a week. I think my entire electorate, bar one small community, was knocked out for quite a period
because essentially bark, trees, limbs—all sorts of things—fell over powerlines.
So despite royal commissions, despite endless inquiries, we have still got a situation where our
distribution system here in Victoria is incredibly fragile. But what is really frustrating for many people
is this bill we are talking about, this six-month moving of the distribution charges, is made up of all
these things that our community is paying for but getting very poor value from. For example, with the
REFCL system we are somewhere near $1 billion—and it is still going; it is still climbing—and we
still do not even know that the system works. One billion dollars of our power bills comes in just from
that one policy of this government to put that system in, and we do not know that it works. It is causing
untold outages and costs to business and frustrations for consumers and small business people, and we
are paying for it. That is in that bill.
We have got the fact that at the moment the St Patrick’s Day bushfires, which occurred back in March
2016, are still trying to be resolved through the courts, and they have been costly. I have talked to
many of the families. In fact I was talking to someone again yesterday who is still fighting; he is still
trying to prove to the court system and to the power companies that he did lose 1500 trees on his
property, he did lose his fences, he did lose his sheds. We have got a situation where the cost of
distribution is being worn and carried so unfairly and so discriminately by people in country Victoria,
and not only do they bear that huge emotional and social cost, I know it affects relationships and
families and mental health. It is interesting that the Minister for Mental Health is here, and hopefully
he is listening to this.
These distribution costs are there, and guess what? The double indignity is that people in my
community in Garvoc and in Terang and right through that region who suffered so badly back on the
St Patrick’s Day fires are paying for that on a daily basis. They are still paying for it. It is still
unresolved, and guess what? They then have to pay for it all again in their bills because this
government refuses to regulate properly and hold the power companies to account. Sadly it is one of
the most incestuous industries around. You have got Energy Safe Victoria, who is supposed to be the
regulator, and half the employees from Energy Safe have come from some of the power companies.
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They all go on holiday together—I am almost sure of that. These are the people that are supposed to
be monitoring and guarding the system, and yet there is no accountability, because guess what? When
it all goes to court and someone is made accountable, it all goes back onto your power bill. There is
no accountability. There is no hit to the hip pocket of the power companies in this system at the
moment. So here we are. The minister is trying to tell us she is doing us a favour by moving the bills
by six months, but she is not addressing that underlying, fundamental problem in the way we charge
consumers in Victoria for the distribution costs.
More importantly, we had a public town hall Zoom meeting—over 600 people hosted by my upper
house colleague Bev McArthur, and it was attended by our Shadow Minister for Energy and
Renewables, the member for Warrandyte, and our Shadow Treasurer, the member for Ripon.
Hundreds and hundreds of people across huge swathes of western Victoria are being left to deal with
the consequences of distribution problems, with no support from this government. In fact not one
member of the Labor Party, of the government, whose electorate this goes through has bothered to
turn up, respond or speak to the people in this community. Once again, this community will bear a
huge cost for providing this transmission and distribution network in Victoria. They will bear the social
consequences. They will bear the disruption to their farming, to their social life, to the way of life that
they have in country communities. They will lose their amenity. And guess what? They will have the
privilege of paying for that again through their bills. They pay for it twice, and the government does
not recognise that.
The reason they get frustrated, just like the people who suffer at times of bushfire, who pay for it in
similar ways and then have to pay through their bills, is there is no accountability for the power
companies, to make them sure that when those costs blow through, if they are one-off events, that this
does not happen again, because there is nothing that has been built into this legislation, there is nothing
that has been built into the way we manage the expansion of renewables and other energy sources in
Victoria, that safeguards the interests of communities and people in the cost of distribution. These rural
communities are bearing an unfair brunt of the cost of this government’s energy policies. They are
paying for it at home; they are paying for it out of their hip pocket. They are paying endlessly, and
they are not happy.
We see in this that the government says that it remains committed to implementing its energy fairness
plan. Well, I am not sure who it is fair for. It might be fair for some of their extreme supporters who
want an energy policy that is full of windmills and solar panels, but those windmills and solar panels
do not stand alone. They can only work, they can only contribute to the Victorian energy system, when
they are part of the distribution system, and that distribution system at the moment in Victoria is very
much running roughshod over hundreds and hundreds, and into the thousands, of people and many,
many communities right across western Victoria.
There is still no plan. Communities are asking questions: ‘If we’re going to be paying for this twice—
through our hip pocket and through our discomfort and the effect on our communities—why can’t it
be done better?’ and ‘Why can’t the cost of that be shared more equally between city consumers and
country people?’. These are fair questions, and they are questions that this government’s energy
fairness plan does not even begin to look at or address. The government’s energy fairness plan is not
an energy fairness plan; it is an energy expediency plan. It is about, ‘How do we keep our inner-city
green voters happy by putting in infrastructure and programs?’. They release new renewable energy
targets, but they do not target what is one of the most out-of-control and unfair elements of it. In fact
the only thing they have been able to contribute to this discussion—they have not been able to
contribute members from the west of Melbourne through to Ballarat, who have had a direct
constituency involvement—and all they have managed to do in the years that they have been in
government is to come up with a plan that says, ‘We’re going to reassess how much we are going to
charge you from January through to July’.
I think that speaks to how out of touch this government is with its energy plan. I think it speaks very
strongly of how its intent is only to have a short-term fix, the big-ticket items that say, ‘Look at us,
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look at us, we’re doing something in energy’. Yet communities are being destroyed, communities are
being left unspoken to. Whether it is bushfire, whether it is new transmission lines, whether it is
expensive technology that is yet to prove itself, such as REFCL, this government’s approach to
distribution of energy in Victoria is well underdone and definitely needs to be looked at some more.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:55): I rise to support the very important National Energy Legislation
Amendment Bill 2020. I thank the member for Polwarth, who I think came pretty close to calling for
the system to be renationalised in his contribution on how the distribution companies needed to be
held to account for their terrible performance. I think the honourable member needs to take a lesson
from his predecessor in the seat of Polwarth, Mr Mulder, who has engaged very constructively with
the current minister, the honourable member for Mill Park, and I thank her for the work that she did
both with Mr Mulder and Mr Thwaites in putting together the package that has underpinned so much
of the strategy that the honourable member for Polwarth sought to tear down in his contribution. I
would recommend the honourable member for Polwarth perhaps go and take some lessons from his
predecessor in that seat to understand the difficulties, the vagaries and the pathway forward to ensuring
that our energy distribution system is fairer than the one which his party happened to privatise all those
years ago. But I digress.
The National Energy Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 is an important bill in that it brings together
some necessary technical amendments to ensure, as the honourable minister pointed out in her secondreading speech, important parts of the cyclical nature of calendar versus financial year bills, funding
and arrangements. It might not necessarily seem like the most exciting piece of legislation that ever
came before this house, but it is nonetheless an important part of the framework of establishing that
much fairer system whereby the Victorian government’s energy fairness plan in its complex
multiplicity of arrangements is delivered.
Of course, because it is the national plan and Victoria’s contribution to the energy legislation system,
it does give me cause to reflect on some announcements that the federal government have made in this
space in more recent times. I want to particularly reflect on decisions that the Minister for Energy and
Emissions Reduction—a misnomer apparently—at the federal level has announced by making sure
ARENA, the Australian Renewable Energy Agency, has essentially had its funding for renewables
cut in recent days. No-one walks lightly through the space of making sure that our energy system is
not only fair, is not only structured in the way in which it operates in a market to the best interests of
particularly the vulnerable members of our communities, the low-income members of our community
who need, particularly in these COVID-19 pandemic recession times, to have affordable energy so
they can get through winters and feed their families, but equally serves businesses so they can have
the power that they need to start the economic recovery and the return to better economic days. But to
get there in a way which promotes new employment, that promotes sustainable bills, that promotes
the reduction in energy costs in the here and now, as well as contributing to a much wider contribution
of renewable energy to sustain and combat climate change in our community, is a complex public
policy work. Important pieces of legislation like this, as nuts and bolts as they might seem, form an
important part of the contribution as to how Victorians make their contribution to that. This is an
important piece of legislation. I fully support it, and I wish it a speedy passage through this house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.03 pm.
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 3 September.
Grievance debate
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That grievances be noted.
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COVID-19
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (14:03): I grieve because Victoria has a Premier who lied. On 27 March via
a press release—
The SPEAKER: Order! I just remind the member for Ripon, and all members in this debate, about
the use of that word.
Ms STALEY: On 27 March via a press release entitled ‘Enforced quarantine for returned travellers
to combat coronavirus’, the Premier said:
It has also been agreed that the Australian Defence Force will be engaged to support the implementation of
these arrangements.

On the next day, here at the Parliament, the Premier said:
… we’ll also utilise members of Victoria Police, and I’m very grateful to the Prime Minister for his offer of
support from the Australian Defence Force.

But on 11 August at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee the Premier was asked why his
government chose to use private security guards for hotel quarantine instead of the police or ADF, and
he said on the parliamentary record to a great question asked by the member for Gippsland South at
PAEC:
I do not believe ADF support was on offer …

So once it had become clear that the government’s decision to refuse the offer of the ADF had caused
the second wave, caused hundreds of Victorians to lose their lives, millions of Victorians to be locked
in their houses every night, and hundreds and thousands of Victorians to lose their livelihoods, the
Premier chose to dissemble, to not tell the truth, to tell a mistruth, to do everything in his power to lie
and to refute his own words to try and crawl away from responsibility—
The SPEAKER: Order! I have warned the member for Ripon.
Ms STALEY: because of course the Premier loves to tell us he takes responsibility for everything
that happens under his government—until it does not suit him, and then it is not his responsibility. The
Premier’s words that the ADF was never offered has been refuted by the Minister for Defence, ADF
records, Lieutenant General John Frewen and of course Coate inquiry evidence—some from the
Premier’s own bureaucrats. And yet here we are. So I grieve for Victoria that we have a Premier who
chooses not to tell the truth and, when caught out, doubles down.
I also grieve for Victoria because sole traders in this state have been cruelly ignored by this
government. Over multiple packages to support business, sole traders never got a look-in. The
government loves to stand up and talk about how much it is spending on business relief. Of course
some of that is not actually spending at all—all it is doing is deferring companies’ payroll tax burdens,
which they will then have to pay. But in the case of sole traders there was nothing—nothing at all. We
had situations where two identical businesses—identical in every respect except that one was run
under a company structure and employed people directly and the other was sole traders who had
people via contractors. Identical businesses, identical losses—because this government has not
managed the pandemic—and yet only one was able to access relief.
Belatedly the government announced a very small package, in the scheme of things, for Victoria’s
325 000 sole traders, and it admitted that only about 30 000 of those would be able to access that
package. And why is that? Because you have got to have rented commercial premises. There are so
many sole traders, whether they be bookkeepers, whether they run some sort of mobile business,
whether they run a business from home or whether they, like Karly Harris in my electorate, run dance
studios. She runs them out of commercial premises, but she does not have a lease with that. She just—
A member interjected.
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Ms STALEY: That is how you do it in the country. She cannot access anything. She cannot access
anything at all, and yet she is desperate to be able to get her kids back to ballet. Now of course she has
got an additional problem because her business is bizarrely classified as unsafe in some way and
therefore cannot open under that basis. So the government is completely inconsistent. But just on the
point of sole traders, their package is cruel because it was designed to say to the rest of Victoria,
‘We’ve done something for sole traders. They’re just whining. They’re just complaining. We’ve
helped them. We’ve done something’. But they have not. For most sole traders they have done nothing
but hurt them—hurt their businesses by shutting them and now by not supporting them.
Noel Bauer from Ballarat, in my electorate, runs a sound and audio business. He has had no support,
he tells me, from the Andrews Labor government despite a 100 per cent decrease in turnover. Or Jamie
and Kim King of Ararat—they run Jamie and Kim’s Mobile Zoo. There is really nowhere in the region
that you can go that you will not see Jamie and Kim with their mobile zoo, and the kids love it. They
turn up and they have got all these different animals and you can pat them and you can get in the
enclosure with them, and children just adore it. They have had no support. That is a business that has
been going for many years. It is not a building business; it is a mature business. That business is saying
it will not reopen—it cannot reopen. They have had no support. So not only do we have that family
business out of business; we have a service that has brought so much joy to the children of Ripon over
many years that will not be there anymore. That is the human and the business impact of the failures
of this government and the failures to support sole traders.
And when you talk to businesses in Melbourne—sole traders, non-sole traders, the whole gamut—the
thing that they want is to open up. Every retail business, hospitality business, that I have spoken to—
and I have spoken to many and their association’s leadership—all they want is to get back to work.
They want to get back to trading—serving their customers—and they are prepared to do anything to
demonstrate that they can do that safely. They are prepared to cop any restriction, pretty much, that
allows them to serve their customers. But instead this government keeps them closed and then comes
up with, to be blunt, Mickey Mouse ideas that we can turn ourselves into the pavements of New York.
Well, perhaps they should have thought a bit more closely before they used the New York example.
Seventy per cent of New York restaurateurs say they are going to go out of business under that model.
They have picked New York—‘Oh, we can be like New York’. Well, I do not think we want to be
like New York, and there are a whole lot of reasons why we do not want to be at the moment, but there
is one for business.
What we have seen is a number of business leaders, business owners, come out and just beg the state
government to be able to open. These are people that we do not usually hear, I have got to say, speaking
out. Business does not like to speak out, partly because they are too busy running their businesses.
That is the main reason. But they also do not like to speak out because this is a vindictive government,
well known for coming after anybody who dares to stand up and say, ‘We don’t like what you’re
doing’—very long history of that when it comes to business, so business is silent. But they are not
silent anymore. Instead we now have businesses—well, let us see—we have got the Small Business
Association of Australia, small business Australia, saying that this plan is a ‘tombstone for Victorian
business’. Chris Lucas owns Chin Chin—I guess you will not be eating there soon. I am looking
forward to going back there. ‘It’s economic Armageddon’, he said. The Australian Hotels Association
Victorian president Dave Canning said:
Many of our pubs and hotels are facing financial ruin …

Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Tarneit!
Ms STALEY: Most of our pubs are facing financial ruin. The member for Tarneit obviously is not
going to eat out anywhere if she is not going anywhere that has spoken out. If anybody has spoken
out—no, not eating there. All right, well, it will not be a pub then. The Ai Group Victorian head Tim
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Piper was asked about the package, and the Ai Group and those big business groups are always very
cautious in what they say. He said:
We are extremely disappointed.

Mr D O’Brien: That’s fighting words for them.
Ms STALEY: That is fighting words, member for Gippsland South. ‘Extremely disappointed’—
there was not anything good to say; nothing good to say. The chief executive of the Accommodation
Association said:
This so-called road to recovery is actually a road to business closures and economic ruin—

Dean Long. He went on to say:
With apologies to AC/DC, the Victorian Government is in fact providing Victoria’s accommodation
providers with a highway to hell.

These are business owners who we have never heard from before in many cases. They do not speak
out. But they are at the end of their capacity to manage. They know that this road map for them is a
road map to economic Armageddon; it is not a road map out. Melburnians are being locked in their
homes and their businesses closed, despite the fact they have kept to the rules—overwhelmingly kept
to the rules. They have done everything asked of them, and as a result the case load has come down—
come down remarkably and strongly, because Victorians have done what they were asked to do. What
is their reward for having done what they were asked to do?
Mr D O’Brien: More punishment.
Ms STALEY: More punishment—thank you, member for Gippsland South—economic
Armageddon, a highway to hell, ruin and misery from this government. I grieve that Victoria has such
a government, such a cruel and uncaring government. When anybody questions them the underlying
message we get is that we are looking for a loophole or we are playing politics, or whatever it is except
addressing the heart of the matter. The heart of the matter is that this government—this pathetic,
inadequate government, under a wholly inept and authoritarian leader—has led us to the second wave,
has allowed the second wave to flourish through its failures in contact tracing. The reason we are locked
down like this is that Victoria cannot do contact tracing like New South Wales. If they could, we would
not be in this situation. The second wave was caused by this government and prolonged by this
government, and if that is not a reason to grieve, I do not know what is.
Yet I am sure today we will have speaker after speaker in this grievance debate from the other side tell
us that they are grieving for—I do not know—the federal government or how terrible the opposition is.
Whatever it is they will not be grieving for the 700 Victorians who died in the second wave. They will
not be grieving for their failures of public policy. They will not be grieving or taking responsibility for
their failures, because that is not what they do. This is not a government made up of people that take
responsibility for their actions. So through this debate I wait to hear what they choose to grieve for.
I know that those on this side of the chamber will be grieving for Victorians. We will be grieving for
where we find ourselves as Victorians. It will go on and it will go on until this government takes
responsibility, learns from other states and actually fesses up that they made some errors so that we
can learn from them. We must never, ever be put in this position again. I suspect it is the one thing that
we will all agree on in this debate—nobody wants a third wave. The government has to learn from its
errors. It must learn. It is not Victorians’ fault that we are in the second wave, and they must not cause
a third wave upon them.
COVID-19
Ms WARD (Eltham) (14:18): I join the member for Ripon in grieving for this state, in grieving for
this nation and in grieving for the world. I grieve that we are subjected to a global pandemic. I grieve
that we are subjected to a global pandemic that is hurting us on so many levels. It hurts families, it
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hurts communities, it hurts businesses—and I grieve for those businesses too. I also grieve for the
member for Ripon, who was so graceless as to say that on this side we do not grieve the deaths, for
we do. It is an absolute shame that she would lower herself to say that we do not. She has lowered
herself by saying, ‘Don’t accuse us of playing politics’. That is exactly what that does.
Before this global pandemic hit our shores, before our state was affected by this global pandemic, we
had an amazing economy—we were leading the nation. We were leading the nation when it came to
economic and social reform and growth. What we have seen, though, are some real economic
challenges, and those economic challenges are there because we face a health challenge. We face a
health challenge we have not seen before, we have not experienced before. We confront a health
challenge that will damage so much of the fabric of our nation and of our world. It is changing the way
we live, and it is this global pandemic that is doing this.
There are challenges in responding to a global pandemic. There are challenges in finding a pathway
that has never been trodden before. I grieve for everybody affected by this pandemic, because it is
horrible. It is horrible what it is doing to people; it is horrible what it is doing to their jobs, to their
businesses, to their mental health and to their families. It is especially horrible for those people who
have lost loved ones because of this virus, who have had their family members die well before their
time because of this pandemic.
I grieve for those who think that is easy to open up this economy like that, who think that you can just
open up an economy and everything will flourish and that you can ignore that this virus exists and kills
people. If we accept the standard, the average of around about 1 per cent of deaths, that means around
65 000 Victorians would die. That is not the way to a good state, it is not the way to a healthy state
and it is certainly not the way to a thriving economy.
Since we were elected in 2014 we have created jobs and opportunities and we have boosted this
economy, and we have done it with great success. We have shown that we are good economic
managers, and we have shown through the time that we have been in government how well we create
jobs and how well we respond to the needs of industry and business. They have had it good. We have
done a good job, and we will continue to do a good job and to work hard with industry and business
to create opportunities, to create policies and to invest money so that those jobs can continue.
We have invested more than $13 billion to support business, workers and our economy, including
$2 billion into our health system, the primary purpose of which is to save lives. And when we are
saving those lives we are saving so much more. The government’s investments in the June quarter
alone amounted to 6 per cent of the state’s economy. This is not insubstantial. Our actions have helped
boost economic activity by around $7.5 billion in the June quarter. That is 81 000 effective full-time
jobs protected by us. Do not ask us; ask Deloitte. That is their report.
The evidence is growing around the world that getting the virus under control is not just about
protecting lives, although that is fundamentally what it is. It is also the key to sustained economic
activity. If we do not have good health in this state, in this nation, we do not have a healthy economy—
the economy cannot actually function. If we look at the right’s poster child, Sweden, they are
celebrating that their jobless rate has dropped from 9.2 per cent to 9.1 per cent in the last month.
Having some restrictions, which Sweden did, such as preventing any visits to aged-care facilities, no
face-to-face secondary school and the closure of some businesses, did not save their economy. They
are the same as their neighbours and worse than some. What saves economies is good investment,
good health care and a healthy community.
People are taking the health advice. People are listening to the science and the health advice. They are
working from home. This has meant that we have got a lot less people—a lot less people—coming
into the city. I am sure the member for Ivanhoe and you yourself, Speaker, have seen the Eastern
Freeway has got very few cars on it—very few cars on it. Although I digress; you probably rode your
bike. Therefore the government is waiving 25 per cent of the congestion levy for the 2020 tax year
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and deferring the balance until March 2021. This saves car park owners alone a total of $30 million
and will provide vital cash flow support. We are providing up to $420 million in land tax relief as part
of support to tenants and landlords, and we are building on the record of cutting taxes right across this
state. We have cut payroll tax in the last four budgets. The tax-free threshold will increase to $700 000,
benefitting 38 000 businesses.
For regional businesses we have slashed the payroll tax down to 1.21 per cent, the lowest payroll tax
in the country for regional Victoria. We have invested $2.7 billion in a building works package which
will create 3700 direct jobs for construction workers, for painters, for administrative staff, for
plasterers, gardeners, engineers, plumbers, electricians, carpenters and maintenance workers.
Then there are the jobs to be created across our supply chains, including manufacturing, logistics,
transportation, warehousing and retail, which also pump extra dollars back into our economy. We have
got $1.18 billion in education infrastructure projects that will create more than 1600 local construction
jobs, and separate to that I know the construction work is continuing on at Greensborough College,
and work is still going on at Montmorency Secondary College and St Helena Secondary College. We
are continuing to build, we are continuing to invest and we are continuing to create jobs.
We have got $382 million in upgrades, maintenance and new experiences at tourism destinations and
sporting clubs across the state; $328 million in transport maintenance on roads, railway tracks, train
stations and piers; and $100 million for the critical upgrades of CFA and SES stations, disability
accommodation, and mental health and aged-care facilities. The Andrews Labor government is
committed to jobs. We were committed to jobs in 2014, we were committed to jobs in 2018 and we
continue to be committed to jobs.
Ms Connolly interjected.
Ms WARD: And I take the member for Tarneit’s point—we continue to be committed to people
being paid properly for the work that they undertake.
We acknowledge that the government cannot give businesses customers, but we can give them cash,
and we have. We have also recognised that tens of thousands of Victorians lost their jobs when whole
industries were required to shut down, and they were required to shut down not as punishment—as
political game players would suggest—but as a way of keeping our community safe, the only way to
keep our community safe.
This week we announced that we are investing an additional $3 billion to help businesses impacted by
ongoing restrictions prepare for COVID-normal business. This massive new support package includes
cash grants, tax relief and cash flow support to be delivered to Victorian businesses that have been
most affected by COVID-19 restrictions. The package will help businesses survive and keep
Victorians in jobs. Already more than 108 000 individual businesses across Victoria have been
supported by two rounds of the Business Support Fund, with payments totalling $1.4 billion. Business
Support Fund 3 will provide more than $820 million to around 78 000 businesses.
We are also working towards addressing the challenges faced by the licensed venue industry. We have
got $250 million dedicated to provide grants of between $10 000 and $30 000 for licensed venues
across the state. That is pubs, clubs, hotels, bars, restaurants and reception centres—all the places that
we gather as a community, all the places that are not just integral for jobs and job creation, that are
actually integral for us cohering as a community and being a part of the community. This is where we
have our lunches. This is where we have our celebrations. This is where we have catch-ups after work.
This is where we do our best to be normal. It is terrific that we are doing things to help work with this
industry and help them get back on track.
In recognition of the serious challenges sole traders have faced, we are also providing $100 million
for the sole traders hardest hit by restrictions. Sole traders have been hit, Speaker, and you and I both
know this because we have spoken to many of them in our community. We know that not all will be
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helped, but many will be helped by the grants of up to $3000. There are 30 000 across the state who
will be helped.
Members interjecting.
Ms WARD: There are operators who will be closed, heavily restricted under the second step, but
I do ask you, Speaker—I hear those chortling over the other side—I would like to know what
representations they have made to the federal government regarding JobKeeper, especially for
partnerships. I would like to mention a sports store in my electorate. They have got JobKeeper, and
because they are in a partnership their JobKeeper is shared between two people. One family is living
on one payment of JobKeeper, and the federal government will not budge. They will not pay both of
them JobKeeper; they will only pay one of them JobKeeper. It is shameful that they do that, and I
grieve for those families who are caught in that bind.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Ferntree Gully and other members will stop shouting
across the chamber.
Ms WARD: The business support package also provides a $3 million competitive grant program
for business chambers and trader groups across Victoria. Local chambers of commerce and trader
groups will be crucial to the recovery and restart of small businesses as they play a critical leadership
role within their local business and employment communities. I thank my local traders associations
for meeting with the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer recently, talking through the challenges
that they face, and him for taking the time to listen to them and join with me in advocating to the
Treasurer ways that we can support them. And we have seen with the package that was released on
the weekend and on Monday some really important measures that will go a long way to supporting
businesses, including sole traders, in our communities. But there is still more to do. There is always
more to do and there are always more people to support, and this government will continue to strive
to do that. I note a member opposite asked, ‘Why are we in stage 2 lockdown?’. We are in stage 2
lockdown because of the growth in numbers of this virus. It is the virus. It is this pandemic. And I am
sure he would agree that to listen to the science and to listen to the health advice is the way forward.
Outdoor eating will also be encouraged as we adapt to a COVID normal—$58 million will be paid in
grants of up to $5000 to employing hospitality businesses to help pay for umbrellas, furniture, screens
and other equipment. We also want to help them invest in training, advertising and other measures and
to help them comply with licensing conditions so they can get people back on seats, so they can get
communities back at their venues, so that we can have shared experiences again together as a
community, helping those businesses but also helping our community. More than 11 000 businesses
can benefit from this grant. In addition, $29.5 million will be provided to local councils to help them
swiftly implement streamlined permit, enforcement and monitoring processes to support expanded
outdoor dining.
I do also grieve for women in this community, for women in this state, this country and across the
world who have been affected by this pandemic, who are experiencing greater job losses than men
are, who are experiencing greater pressures at home as they juggle caregiving responsibilities, working
from home, remote learning, older parents—the whole gamut of it. I do grieve for the amount of work
that has been required of them and for the challenges that they face. I do know that this government is
taking action to support women in this community. We do know that 80 per cent of our healthcare and
social assistant workforce are women. We know that they are working incredibly hard in our
healthcare facilities, and my hat goes off to them for all of the work that they are doing. But we are
investing, we are putting in money, we are working with Victoria. We will see this pandemic out.
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COVID-19
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (14:33): It is a pleasure to rise to join in this grievance debate. I
grieve for the people of rural and regional Victoria but in particular the people of East Gippsland, and
I will provide a number of examples why I grieve for the people of rural and regional Victoria. The
first is the recent sole traders package that was announced with an enormous amount of fanfare and
gusto but left so many people ineligible. The previous speaker just touched on the fact that there will
be 30 000 recipients of this. That is less than 10 per cent of sole traders. To stand here and champion
that figure and be proud of it—you are leaving more than nine out of every 10 on the scrap heap.
A dermal therapist in Bairnsdale by the name of Demi has been really struggling for a number of
months. She has been in very close contact with our office, trying to seek the supports, but she has
invariably been ineligible for every step that has come out. She was in a commercial lease and she had
to give up that commercial lease to work from home because she could no longer afford to pay it, quite
simply. Now, with the latest round of supports that have come out, without a commercial lease you are
ineligible. She is ineligible again. How in anyone’s language can that possibly be deemed to be fair?
The example was given in question time about the dog groomers—again, unfair. If you work from
home, if you are mobile in your business, you simply do not get it—many personal trainers, beauty
therapists, mobile pet groomers and even coffee van operators work on the road. Fab, who comes to
our office and gives us a coffee but is really battling because of the downturn in business, is not eligible.
Sole traders are on their knees, and it is almost as though this government sat down behind closed doors
and thought, ‘Gee whiz, how can we tighten this so it doesn’t cost us too much? We can’t help too many
out because it’s going to cost us too much’. That is how it appears from the outside looking in. We are
not in this position because of bad luck, as many people have pointed out in their previous speeches;
we are here in this horrible situation, with business on its knees all around rural and regional Australia,
because hotel quarantine was stuffed up. That has been made crystal clear in the latest inquiry where a
number of people from different agencies, different departments and different specialist backgrounds
have all pointed to the fact that over 99 per cent of infections came out of that debacle.
I want to move on to business restrictions. Again, with much fanfare it was announced that we are
going to open businesses in rural and regional Victoria. You can now have 20 patrons in two groups
of 10 in your pubs and clubs. So while everyone was holding on, I can tell you the Bairnsdale RSL
will not be open this weekend because it is not viable for them. They cannot operate only serving
20 meals a night, so none of their staff will be employed. The Bairnsdale Bowls Club is not opening,
the Bairnsdale Club itself is not opening, the Lakes Entrance Bowls Club—and on and on and on and
on it goes—because they are not viable. I will tell you: they are saying, ‘When we were in this position
last time we were allowed 20 people per room. The bigger establishments were serving 60 meals a
night. The ones that were a bit smaller were serving 40 meals a night’—and they had their staff on.
And do you know what they did? They showed us they can make it work. They managed it well. The
oversight was excellent. They got runs on the board. We never had an outbreak at all, at any stage
whatsoever. And they are asking, ‘Why, when we’ve showed we can do it, aren’t we back there now?’.
They are saying, ‘The last time we did it, masks weren’t mandatory. That’s another safety level that
we have. Travel from Melbourne was allowed. We’ve now got restrictions in place on Melbourne
travel and we’ve also got beefed-up checking points at those corridors into country areas. There are
three areas now where we’re safer’. They did it well last time, but now they still cannot open.
So the fanfare that was announced last week about opening up rural and regional Victoria—it has not.
It is okay for some cafes that can seat 10, but our bigger establishments simply cannot open. Others
with outdoor areas can cater for 50, as is allowed. Speaker, I would like to see you sitting on the
balcony at the Metung pub at 6 o’clock tonight—and you would probably love to be there—but I will
tell you what, you would have your third jumper on because that is how cold it gets. I have had
publicans come to me from Marlo and Metung in the last couple of days—and others, but I will cite
these two examples because they have got massive outdoor areas—and they have said to me, ‘Bully,
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what can we do next weekend? We’ll book in a group Friday night, we’ll book them in Saturday night,
we’ll book in a heap Sunday night, we’ll order in the food and we’ll do our staffing rosters, but when
the weather turns bad on Friday afternoon what do we do? Because the cancellations are going to come
in’. They say, ‘We cannot function based on weather. We need more security. If we were allowed to
have diners inside to a reasonable level, we would have something for our staff to do, but it just doesn’t
work. It’s not January or February’.
I want to talk about two sectors amongst many that are suffering. We are going to be in a situation in
a couple of weeks where we are going to have 25 kids sitting in a classroom, the bell is going to go at
3.30, and those kids will walk out of that classroom or get picked up by mum and dad, and they cannot
get dropped off at their dance class—with less students in a much bigger area it is much safer to do a
dance class. Those dance classes have not been eligible for a lot of the supports that have come out.
The dollar amount that they are down through this period is extraordinary. If we can have kids at
school, why can’t we have kids a block away in a dance class where they are less confined and have
all the restrictions in place? It just makes no sense. Gymnasiums: are they expected to cart all their
machinery out onto the footpath every day and cart it back in every night? That is for those who have
the space to be able to take their equipment outside. Most do not.
Let us have the restrictions in place on how many people can be in these businesses. Let us have the
social distancing. Let us have the hygiene rules. Let us clean the equipment after every time somebody
has used it. But we have got to allow these businesses to breathe because the restrictions in place say
they can open but they cannot. We cannot say they can open when they cannot.
The licence debacle in rural and regional Victoria: I have got one young girl who lives in a little
township called Briagolong; she has got a job 30 kilometres away in Sale. Now, they say in exceptional
circumstances you can get an exemption. She has been refused her exemption twice. Her dad has to
pick her up and take her to work, then pick her up and bring her home, and he has got his own business
that involves travel. If she is not eligible for an exemption and that reason is not good enough, I am
open to someone telling me what is. I spoke to a young man two days ago who has been lucky enough
to get a job at a McDonald’s 6 kilometres away from his home—‘Sorry, you can’t get your licence’.
The stupidity of this is we can all sit in an office in the country and work, but for some reason a young
person cannot sit inside in front of a computer at VicRoads and do his licence test. Why not? Because
a decision was made in Melbourne that they were going to ban L-plate licence testing unless you get
a special exemption. It is stupidity at its best. We can have three people in a car from different
households if they are going to work, but we cannot have three people in a car to do a probationary
test. Why not? We have got a massive backlog. We do not have the public transport, as the member
for South-West Coast said, that city folk have. We need to be able to function. These special
exemptions—there are not too many cases in country Victoria where it is non-essential to get your
licence. You need it to get a job. You need your licence to apply for a job. They need their licences.
The next one I want to talk about why I grieve for the people of rural and regional Victoria is: obtaining
information from this government. With each step that comes out there are so many grey areas, so
many confusing areas, it is impossible to navigate. And things change. Every decision is meant to be
based on medical advice, but within an hour farmers markets changed, fishing changed, boating
changed, attendance in maternity wards changed and having your close personal partner around
changed. So many things changed based on medical advice. But anyway, that is not my point. There
are many areas I could choose. My electorate office was advised, by the chief health officer himself
nonetheless, to contact the COVID directions team, ‘They will give you the answer that you need for
your business’. We had a business that needed to know whether they could remain open or whether
they had to close. So we contacted the directions office, and seven weeks later we got a letter back
saying the business can stay open. That is a cracking system, isn’t it, in a pandemic? Seven weeks,
when you contact the COVID directions team.
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We had another one on 4 August; another business wanted information. We are waiting—4 August.
It is mid September. We have not had a response. What a cracking support team that is! It is just
incredible. It is like it is a joke. Speaker, I stood up here before and mentioned to you that a dozen
questions on notice are overdue, a lot of them relating to bushfire recovery, a lot of them relating to
important matters. Some go back to last year—adjournments, constituency questions, questions on
notice. We do not get answers. I would encourage you, Speaker, to light a fire under those ministers
that are responsible.
The last one I want to talk about before I finish is bushfire recovery. Now—
Mr Donnellan: On a point of order, Speaker, I remember putting in questions and waiting two or
three years for answers, so there would have to be a bushfire under your mob, mate.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr T BULL: And you probably whinged about it too. What a stupid point of order. Bushfire
recovery destroyed a lot of our public areas. The bushfire was nine months ago. There was a lot of
fanfare about, ‘We’re going to be there; we’re going to walk with you. We’re going to support you;
we’re going to get you back on your feet’. Well, now we can take tourists this weekend, and our camp
park facilities have not been fixed nine months later. Some tenders went out a fortnight ago. We had
to be open for business. We have been through drought, we have been through fire, we have been
through COVID—one job: get our camp parks open so we can have people in our area, they can enjoy
our facilities and they can book out a camping area and stay.
Cape Conran is partially open—I believe because the tree surveys have not been done after the fire to
see if the branches are going to drop on anyone. What have we been doing for nine months, for goodness
sake? Right along Croajingolong National Park, with all of those beautiful little camp areas, bits and
pieces are open, infrastructure that was burnt nine months ago has not been not fixed and tenders are
still going out. It is a disgrace. Some of the infrastructure is not earmarked to be fixed until next year. I
could imagine if it was a walking path on the Yarra River it would have been fixed in two weeks.
Now, if you are going to come down and say you are going to walk with us, you are going to help us
recover, you are going to be with us and stand with us and get us back on our feet, you actually have
to do something. You cannot just sit on your hands. They are the reasons why I grieve for the people
of rural and regional Victoria and indeed, most importantly, the people of East Gippsland.
COVID-19
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (14:48): Nobody needs reminding that we are facing a global
pandemic. We are living it every day in the heartache of time spent away from family and friends, in
the pressure felt by businesses unable to open as normal, in workers who have lost shifts, in parents
sharing the makeshift home office with the kids doing remote schooling, in the anxious wait to see the
daily numbers, in the little rituals we have all privately developed to keep at bay the emotional toll, in
the masks that we don as we walk out the door. We are living this pandemic right here in Victoria,
right here in Melbourne, and yet somehow, perplexingly, it still seems like for those opposite the
pandemic is an abstract concept, as though across the world we have not seen this virulent, dangerous
virus tear through communities. Almost 1 million dead, over 30 million infected, countless suffering
serious prolonged symptoms that have taken them to the absolute brink, cities traumatised, healthcare
workers stricken—these are not abstract concepts, they are lived realities. They are the devastating
consequences that we as Victorians are doing everything we can to avoid.
Those opposite and their friends in the Murdoch media would have us believe that our state is in revolt.
The truth of it is that Melburnians and Victorians are doing what we have always done—we are
working together to get on with the job with dignity and resilience and compassion. Six and a half
million Victorians have brought this curve down through sheer will and endurance. That is an
incredible feat. But more than that, it belies the sensationalist tactics of those opposite.
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They would have us believe the end is nigh. The truth is they would love nothing more than to see
Victorians falter in our collective efforts against this virus. Do not forget, they are the party of Trump—
a playbook where in devastation and misery there is political opportunity, where fear and division
equate to electoral advantage. Every one of those members opposite knows full well that the worst
consequences of this virus are avoided when we put the health of the community first. They all well
know that the only way out of this pandemic is a cautious and steady road out—a road that we are
already on—and we have seen regional Victoria take a significant step in that direction already this
week. But that does not stop them at every opportunity trying to scuttle the efforts of Victorians.
The truth is Victoria is getting through this pandemic. We are getting through it despite those opposite.
There is no doubt Victorians have suffered. As I said earlier, we are living this pandemic in a very real
sense every day. In the Northcote electorate we are blessed to have a wonderful array of cafes and
eateries, amazing artists and creatives and one of the largest live music scenes in Australia. Mum and
dad retailers as well as manufacturers, they have all been hit hard.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! There has been some level of interjection during the grievance debate
today, but I just ask members to keep those interjections to a level where I can hear the member
speaking.
Ms THEOPHANOUS: Got them riled up.
They have all been hit hard by the social distancing required to beat this virus. There are casual
workers, visa holders and international students who have been left behind in the federal government’s
wage subsidies and supports. There are frontline workers who are living the day-to-day reality of the
virus in our hospital system, and I have spoken before about the huge proportion of Northcote residents
who work directly in hospitals in the CBD and the northern metro region. But there are also other
workers, like cleaners, cooks, outreach volunteers, transport workers, educators and others, who have
been feeling the pressure. And I have to give special mention to the VCE and VCAL students and their
parents persevering through what must seem like the hardest year of their lives.
But I know my community. I know that through the noise of the shock jocks and the conspiracy
theorists—and the Liberals who consort with them—the vast majority of my community are quietly
determined to do what it takes to protect their families and loved ones and to get to the other side of
this. I know this because of the many constituents that I have spoken to. I know this because of the
conversations I have had with teachers, principals, parents and students and because of the emails from
people who have never before found it necessary to contact their local MP for help. I know this because
of the single mums stacking shelves or not working at all, the casual workers and freelancers, the
children of residents in aged care. I know this because of the small business owners trying to put food
on their own tables as well as keeping their staff on to make sure they are okay too. What strikes me
about all these conversations—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am going to warn the member for Bayswater, the member for Ringwood,
the member for Ferntree Gully and the member for South-West Coast. If you want to have a shouting
match with each other, you can take it outside. I need to be able to hear the member who is making
the contribution.
Ms THEOPHANOUS: What strikes me in all these conversations that I have is the honesty and
openness and the sense of a shared purpose. These are not the keyboard warriors that spew out vitriol.
These are honest, hardworking people, and the most important thing we owe to our community is an
honest conversation with them. This is hard. We are not done yet, but it will get better and there is hope.
The responsibility of government has never been more important, and I sit amongst a government led
by a Premier that has well and truly shouldered the weight of that office, that has shown up every
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single day to speak to the Victorian people—a leader that has been driven by the best advice: the health
advice. We have seen examples across the globe of other approaches, and I do not have to detail them
because we have all seen the scenes of devastation and trauma on our TV screens. I, for one, am
grateful that we are not in that position.
I cannot speak on this grievance motion without making particular mention of the Greek and Cypriot
communities in Victoria. This is something deeply personal to me. Tragically it has been reported that
of the 574 aged-care deaths in Victorian aged-care facilities, around 135 have been of Greek
background. That is over 20 per cent of these deaths, despite the percentage of Greeks in the
community making up about 4 per cent of the population in Victoria. We have been devastated by
this: friends and family gone forever, hearts broken, loved ones grieving alone. None of the rituals that
would normally bring our community together in comfort in times of tragedy have been able to
happen. There are truly no words to describe the sense of loss we feel in this. But we are not the only
ones. In our own community in Northcote the Ruckers Hill aged-care facility has been one of the worst
hit facilities across the state, and that trauma is ongoing.
It has never been more clear than through this pandemic what it means to have governments that place
fundamental value in our health and aged-care systems. Unfortunately it is also clear our federal
government does not. As you know, the private aged-care system is federally funded and regulated.
This system, fraught with vulnerabilities and inadequacies, has seen thousands contract the virus and
hundreds lose their lives. For about three months we had a Prime Minister who allowed the health
experts to be front and centre of the response to COVID-19. We had a Prime Minister who took the
advice of Treasury officials and indeed the union movement and federal Labor, who understood that
without a wage subsidy the economy would collapse. We had a Prime Minister who for a moment set
aside the political game playing, and for a moment we had across all of the states and territories a
decision-making mechanism that worked for Australians. Sadly we only had that Prime Minister in
this country for a blip, and now he is gone and Scotty from marketing is back—the bloke who as the
eastern seaboard burnt over summer sat in a Hawaiian shirt and said, ‘I don’t hold the hose’. The guy
who has responsibility for funding and regulating the aged-care sector basically said, ‘If the news isn’t
good, don’t ask me’.
The Prime Minister’s response to the staggering number of cases in federally regulated aged-care
facilities has sure been on protection and safety—the safety of the minister for aged care and the
protection of the government’s reputation. In my community the federal government would not even
release the name of the aged-care facility that had been significantly affected by the virus until they
were in the top 10 in terms of the number of cases. Why? Because that might not have made Scotty
from marketing look particularly good. Was it any surprise then that the Prime Minister’s response
when asked about the preparedness of aged care for coronavirus was, ‘Well, if there wasn’t an
outbreak, there wouldn’t be a problem’. It is up there with Donald Trump’s ‘If we test less people,
there won’t be as much virus’. What an affront to families who are now grieving.
Here in Victoria we passed laws to set in stone minimum nurse-to-patient ratios in state-run aged-care
settings. These public facilities have seen nowhere near the number of cases—a handful even in
proportionate terms. Two years ago the federal government was pushed to act to address the
weaknesses in the system, and it started a royal commission. The royal commission released its interim
report in October, titled Neglect. It found the federally regulated aged-care system fails to meet the
needs of our older vulnerable citizens. It found staff were underpaid, overworked, undervalued and
insufficiently trained. It found that with some exceptions most workers are doing their best in
extremely trying circumstances.
When the virus hit, these facilities were nowhere near prepared, and even as the Prime Minister tries
to shirk any responsibility, Victoria’s hospitals have been stepping up to assist. Our nurses are filling
hundreds of shifts in aged care, and our public health teams are helping with infection control and
clinical support. And we will continue to do everything in our power to care for and protect our older
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Victorians, because unlike those opposite or their friends in Canberra we do not leave Victorians
behind for the sake of political expediency.
I grieve also for all of the people in my community that are being tested by this virus—tested by its
effects on our mental health. My community has a high proportion of artists and creatives. It has a
high proportion of hospitality workers, a high proportion of healthcare workers, a high proportion of
women. So many of us have shouldered the burden emotionally of this pandemic, and that is why this
government’s health response to the pandemic has been focused on not just physical health but mental
health too. Speaking to the principal of Thornbury High just last week, the topic quickly moved to the
wellbeing of students, and I was so heartened to hear of the value he placed on the government’s
increased funding for mental health practitioners in schools.
All of the things that Labor stands for are now front and centre of the response needed to beat this
virus and to our efforts to rebuild and recover—things like a robust social safety net, secure jobs and
workers rights, a properly funded healthcare system, building infrastructure for the future and turning
the dial on disadvantage. Evidence from around the world shows us that the best economic policy we
can have is first and foremost making sure the health of our community is the priority. But we know
we have to continue to support the Victorian economy and the Victorian community through this crisis.
Already we have invested more than $13 billion to support businesses and workers, including putting
$2 billion into our healthcare system to save lives. We know this has helped cushion the blow to the
economy. Modelling shows us it has protected the equivalent of 81 000 full-time jobs.
In Northcote we have seen this investment in the form of much-needed grants and tax relief to our
businesses, in rental subsidies to our most vulnerable tenants and in survival packages for our sports
clubs and creative sector. It has also meant a fast-tracked and incredible $14.6 million to redevelop
Preston South Primary School. We recently found out we are going to see investments in our retail
precincts, with Gilbert Street and Oakover Road in Preston as well as High Street in Thornbury set to
get a makeover to stimulate more business activity. Across our community the Working for Victoria
program has generated over 100 new local jobs.
I know we still have a long way to go in terms of both response and recovery. It is going to require an
enormous amount of coordination, rebuilding and reimagining the way that we do things. But this is
also an opportunity, and I have no doubt that Victorians will grasp that opportunity with all the
ingenuity and talent that makes us who we are. We will reform, we will create something new, we will
recover and we will rebuild. We are not buying the opportunistic efforts of those opposite to drum up
fear and confusion. We know what you are trying to do, and we are not buying it.
COVID-19
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (15:02): Congratulations to the electorate officer for the
member’s speech. Pass on my congratulations.
Members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING: Can I just say that this state is in the middle of a pandemic. The Victorian
community is looking for this government to show some leadership, show some contrition—and what
are we getting from members? We are getting laughing. We are getting bemusement. Not one person
in this government is willing to stand up, to show some contrition, to show some sense of
understanding of what people are suffering.
Can I just start with the 32-year-old constituent who rang me. She has got a two-year-old child. Her
husband is at work. Her mother cannot visit her because she is 12 kilometres away. She was in tears,
but do not worry, she gets support—because that support is coming from a psychiatrist. She does not
want a psychiatrist. She just wants her mother to come and visit her. But under the rules put in place
by this government, her mother cannot visit her.
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To sports: someone from my local sporting organisation was talking to me about an issue and ended
up in tears because he found out his 15-year-old son is self-harming because his son is unable to leave
the home and play community sport with his friends. That is why I am angry. That is why I get angry
when I come to this place and I hear laughing and conjecture from those opposite—
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr WAKELING: Minister at the table, the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change,
don’t lecture. Just stop and listen to what Victorians are saying. Victorians are angry. Victorians are
wanting their government to acknowledge that the failure of hotel quarantine, which led to the second
wave, is exactly why we are in this situation today.
Whilst Queensland is preparing to run the grand final, when South Australia may well in fact be
running the Boxing Day test, Victorians are grappling with an extended stage 4 lockdown. Two weeks
ago I stood in this house, the day that the government’s road map was leaked to the Herald Sun, and
what was the response from the government? ‘It’s out of date. It’s wrong. It won’t happen’. Well, what
happened on that Sunday? Everything that was in that leaked document came true. Victorians were
angry. Businesses were angry. Families were angry. Children were angry. They were let down by this
government—those opposite, those who are charged with responsibility to run this state, who are
meant to be offering hope to the thousands, to the tens of thousands, to the millions of Victorians who
have been impacted by this second wave.
Yes, it is a global pandemic, and yes, Victorians understood the decisions made by this government in
March and April of this year. And Victorians, whilst they did not like it, accepted it, because what was
happening in Victoria was happening in New South Wales, was happening in South Australia, was
happening in Queensland, was happening in Western Australia. It was happening across the nation.
People were not complaining. People accepted it, but then as a consequence of the failure of hotel
quarantine, 5500 COVID cases were linked directly back to the failure of hotel quarantining—
genomically linked. Ninety per cent of those cases were linked to Rydges in Lygon Street, 9 per cent
of the cases were linked to the Stamford Plaza, and tragically 700 deaths were genomically linked to
that outbreak.
I genuinely understand the comment from the previous member about her community in terms of the
deaths. I genuinely understand the impact that has had on her community. I think we all do. But can I
just say this: we know that those deaths and so many other deaths have been genomically linked back
to the failure of this government. It is not about playing politics. It is about the fact that the government
was charged with the responsibility of hotel quarantining—as was the Queensland government, as was
the New South Wales government, as were other governments. They understood the importance of that
task, and as part of that task they used the best resources available to manage it. They used the ADF,
they used police, and then they may have used supplementary labour provided through security. It is
not about politics. It is about the fact that one of the most critical health failures in this state’s history
happened on the watch of this government—a decision made by the Premier, by those cabinet ministers
who were part of the inner sanctum, that was ticked off by the minister at the table, the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and every other minister who sat around the cabinet table.
I understand these are difficult decisions. I understand you have to weigh up options. We all understand
that. The first thing is that opportunities were provided and they were rejected. That is a decision the
government need to explain as to why they went down that path. Only the government can explain
why they did that. If people ask what I would have done, I would have taken the ADF’s request
straightaway, like other states did, like Liberal states and Labor states did, and I would have utilised
those resources. This government chose no; so that is the first thing.
The second thing is the fact that they chose not to do it, they need to explain why they did not do it. It
is not about inquiries. It is not about trying to push secretaries of departments under a bus or worrying
about the roles of various levels of government. These critical decisions were made by cabinet. It was
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a cabinet decision. As someone who has sat around a cabinet table, I understand the importance of that
body on such a critical issue as hotel quarantining, one of the most important health decisions a
government will take with respect to the management of a pandemic. It was obviously a decision by
cabinet. Cabinet clearly knew what was involved, and it behoves those in cabinet, it behoves those
ministers responsible, but ultimately it behoves the leader of this state, the Premier, to explain why he
chose not to utilise the resources of the ADF, why he did not choose to involve the police and to
explain why those failures have led to such tragic consequences.
Over 5500 people contracted COVID. Those people would have never contracted COVID in the
second wave if hotel quarantining was managed properly. Two hundred years ago we had quarantine
stations when boats arrived from England. I mean, for heaven’s sake. When planes were arriving at
Tullamarine airport and inbound passengers were put on a bus and ferried to a hotel, one would have
thought that it would be ensured that when those incoming passengers had finished their quarantining
they were in fact safe medically to leave the hotel to enter the Victorian community. That is what the
Victorian community expected of hotel quarantining. To do anything other than that—there was no
point putting them in a hotel. What was the point of putting someone in a hotel for 14 days if it was
not for the purpose of ensuring that they were well enough to enter the community?
That is why I grieve for this state. I grieve for that mother who is relying on the support of a psychiatrist
because she cannot have her mother enter her home because her mother is not providing care or
support, she just wants her mother to be with her to support her with her child. This is about people. It
is about families, young and old. It is about businesses and sole traders. I mean, 90 per cent of sole
traders today still get no support from the government. I understand the government cannot do
everything. Sole traders know that the government cannot do everything. But for heaven’s sake. I
mean, one thing governments do in crisis, in times of war—World War I, World War II, other major
incidents—is that they take the community with them because they explain what is happening and
people have a sense of understanding why they are putting up with the restrictions that they are. When
you have a curfew put in place and people are abiding by a curfew, to then be told that the chief health
officer did not ask for it and that the chief of police did not ask for it, the question begs: why is it in
place? We are told that these decisions are being made because of critical health decisions.
Ms D’Ambrosio: Well, it’s working.
Mr WAKELING: The minister at the table says, ‘Well, it’s working’. I mean, heaven forbid what
other restrictions on businesses are being put in place in this state. The mobile dog groomers in my
community which are about to go out of business—you go and tell them it is working.
You see, the problem for the government is that they have all drunk the Kool Aid. They all think it is
wonderful. It is a nirvana. The Victorian community is happy. I mean, the tens of thousands of emails,
comments on Facebook, phone calls to my office from people who are just angry with the decision of
this government—
Mr Dimopoulos: And they’re getting nothing from you, are they? No leadership.
Mr WAKELING: This is exactly the problem. I ultimately do not care what the member for
Oakleigh is saying, because his community know he is not standing up in this house fighting for them
to ensure that the restrictions are eased so that their children can get back to school. Directly opposite
my office is a playground. Yesterday it was packed with families in the playground, but those same
children cannot be in a school setting. I have got three children studying at home. I, like so many other
parents, want my children back in a classroom setting, but this government is not providing any
solution to deal with that problem. We are in this crisis because of the failure of this government. You
know, you can shake your head and say, ‘We didn’t cause it. Scott Morrison caused it’. It might have
come from India, China, US, Brazil—
A member: Probably Trump.
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Mr WAKELING: Trump—of course he caused it. It has got nothing to do with that. Nineteen
people had died prior to the hotel quarantine failure—19. And now look at it. I mean, those opposite
can justify this as much as they like. You can put spin on it, because we know it is about the PR. It is
more about the PR than it is about the facts.
Members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING: Tell that to the thousands of Victorians who are locked at home, who cannot
get back to work. Tell that to the thousands of business owners that will not have a business to go back
to. Tell that to the thousands of Victorians that are going to lose their jobs. This government needs to
stand up and accept its failures, accept the fact that it caused this second wave, and then Victorians
might have some respect again for this government.
I grieve for Victorians. I grieve for the leadership that is failing under this government, and this
government needs to go and needs to go now.
COVID-19
Ms HALL (Footscray) (15:17): I have no idea what the member for Ferntree Gully stands for. That
was just an extraordinary display, and I think he owes the member for Northcote an apology for his
comments.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Ms HALL: She made a heartfelt contribution about the impact on the Greek community, and the
member for Ferntree Gully was so rude as to say, ‘Oh, I’d like to acknowledge the speech that your
electorate officer wrote’. That was appalling.
Ms Britnell: Absolutely nothing about that was appalling. It was very truthful.
Ms HALL: The members opposite are trying to say, across the chamber, that it was truthful that
the member for Northcote’s speech was written by her electorate officer, when she spoke from the
heart about the impact on the Greek and Cypriot communities of Melbourne, grieving for the lives that
have been lost. I just think it is absolutely shameful.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Ms HALL: The member for Ferntree Gully spoke about people needing hope. People also need
leadership, and we have not seen any leadership from those opposite. But I will proceed to my
contribution. I am very pleased to join the government’s all-women group who are speaking on this
debate, women who are fierce and proud advocates for their community, women who have all worked
together during this pandemic to support other women in their community, because we know that this
pandemic has impacted women harder than other sectors and people in the community—from the
member for Eltham, who is a fantastic advocate for women in her community, to the member for
Northcote, my friend, who is terrific.
But we grieve because 2020 has been a year like no other in living memory. I grieve for the lives and
the livelihoods lost, for the people who are feeling isolated, for the people around the world who do not
have a safety net or access to high-quality universal health care—universal health care that we all
believe in. This global pandemic has claimed 931 000 lives, but those are only the lives lost that have
been reported to the WHO. The number is likely much higher. The scale of this catastrophe is
unimaginable. We have watched in horror the scenes from overseas in places so familiar to many of us.
Places like New York City, where coffins have been stacked in trenches on an island a kilometre from
the Bronx, or in Italy, where we saw on Four Corners the dreadful decisions that hospital staff are
having to make—choices about who to treat and decisions that no clinician should ever have to make.
Ms Britnell interjected.
Ms HALL: I am allowed to grieve for whatever I want, thank you very much.
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Ms Britnell: I was just asking what your point is.
Ms HALL: Taking up the interjection from those opposite, my point is that I grieve for the lives
lost. While I share a great deal of grief about everything that has unfolded this year, I also have an
enormous amount of gratitude for our communities and for the acts of kindness and generosity that
we have seen. During this time I have reflected on the values and actions that have been crucial to
provide the support to Australians and Victorians when they need it. Those opposite have said some
pretty dreadful things in this debate and throughout this year, and our differences could not be more
stark. I have reflected on the values of this government and the Labor reformers of years past, who
have ensured that we have a first-class universal health system in this country—infrastructure that has
been built based on the belief that everyone deserves a safety net. Labor believes that science matters
and that our public service is to be invested in, not cut at every opportunity. Superannuation, another
great legacy of the Hawke government, is meant for a dignified retirement. It is not there to be raided
because government support is not available. We know that private aged care, a system without nurseto-patient ratios, is broken. We know that insecure work is toxic, that decent working conditions afford
people protections and entitlements that are so important at a time like this.
The Liberal philosophy of every man for themselves does not hold water at this time. It is completely
exposed. The free market cannot save us now. I think about the lines around the block at Centrelink in
Footscray—people in my community who have never had to go to the government and ask for help.
But after decades of cuts to Centrelink, they were not getting the help that they needed when they
needed it, because the outsourcing in job cuts has left a system that is broken.
I recently read a comment online from a Victorian who was complaining to a colleague in the United
States about staying at home, and the colleague in the States responded, ‘I wish we had a government
that cared about us like that’. No-one likes restrictions, but it is infinitely better than the alternative,
and we do have a government that cares deeply, a government that I am very proud to be a part of.
Today we recorded the lowest number of infections in three months. We have a strategy that is
working, and we will get to the other side. With record levels of government investment, we are
supporting every Victorian to get to the other side. Our beautiful city will return. My vibrant
community of Footscray will return. My community is so resilient and supportive. In its history
Footscray has always been a place where if you need help you will get it—from our neighbourhood
groups that look after our elderly residents; our great institutions such as the Asylum Seeker Resource
Centre; Women’s Health West; Foodbank; the Western Bulldogs Community Foundation, who are
using their volunteers to make calls to people who they know are elderly out in the western suburbs to
check in with them and make sure that they are going okay and to teach them how to use their iPads
so that they can FaceTime their kids or join a Zoom meeting; the brilliant teachers, who are keeping
our young people engaged; and our network of culturally and linguistically diverse organisations from
the East African Women’s Foundation to the Vietnamese Community Association and our churches
and our mosques.
It might be a rainbow in a window, a chalk message on a footpath, deliveries of books and food or
other acts of kindness. There is a free food pantry in West Footscray outside the supermarket, and
there are online live performances from our local artists. The support for local business has been
immense. We are well known for having some of the best food in Melbourne, and now it is delivered
to our doors. It is not easy and indeed not always possible to create an online market, but so many
local businesses have transformed the way they work with food deliveries and online and click-andcollect stores.
I am very proud of Footscray, but I know that these supports extend in different ways every day across
Victoria, from Click for Vic, where we can buy the best of what we have to offer online, to Delivered
Live, where live music comes into our lounge rooms. I know that we will get through this together, but
the government’s response has been underpinned by its values of leaving no-one behind. We have been
able to make extraordinary investments because over many years we have had the strongest financial
management. Prior to the coronavirus pandemic Victoria had a strong surplus. It was the fastest growing
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state in the nation and one of the few sub-sovereign jurisdictions to hold a AAA credit rating from both
credit agencies. So we have had the capacity to invest more than $13 billion to support businesses,
workers and the Victorian economy, including $2 billion into our health system to save lives.
The evidence is growing around the world that getting the virus under control is not just key to
protecting lives but also key to a sustained economy, and that is what I do not understand from those
opposite. That is what does not seem to be understood. It is either ‘Open up—you’re not opening up
quick enough’, ‘We should be able to visit our family and friends’, ‘You should have shut down more’,
‘Why haven’t you done more?’ or ‘Kill the bats’. There is no coherent strategy from or anything
constructive being said by those opposite. It is political opportunism on display but no strategy.
I would like to speak a little bit about the City of Melbourne. I spent many years working at the City
of Melbourne, and as well as being proud of being from Footscray, I am a proud Melburnian. We
know that the CBD has been disproportionately impacted by the pandemic. People are not coming
into the city to work, study or enjoy everything that Melbourne has to offer. We know that until we
get a vaccine we need to find a COVID normal, and that means doing things differently. That is why
in partnership with the City of Melbourne—and I would like to thank everyone at the City of
Melbourne for all of the work that they have been doing—we have established a $100 million
Melbourne City Recovery Fund to help shift the city outdoors this summer. Whether it be our cafes,
restaurants or arts and cultural events, I think that this is going to be a lasting legacy, a positive
outcome, from a very terrible year.
Cities around the world where you dine outside and enjoy life outside are great. We are blessed to
have our brilliant laneways in Melbourne, and I cannot wait to see them transformed. We need to have
the infrastructure to make that happen, we need to support businesses to make that transition and we
need to do it quickly. The partnership with the City of Melbourne will support 16 500 businesses
registered in the City of Melbourne, which support more than 470 000 jobs. Many of these businesses
have been significantly impacted by restrictions that have been necessary to combat the pandemic.
Thirty million dollars will be provided in grants to small and medium businesses to help pay for tables
and dividers like we have in here and for outdoor hospitality to reconfigure spaces and convert areas
like rooftops and courtyards for customer use. And I know that Melbourne will come alive again, the
Melbourne that we all know and love.
I would also like to acknowledge the support that is being extended to sole traders. Recently I was
very pleased to meet with a group of women sole traders in my electorate who all have commercial
premises, and I know that the support that we announced last weekend will provide incredible support
to those women with their well-established businesses. I was really proud to advocate for that group
of traders. Many of these women work as sole traders because it affords them the ability to juggle
family responsibilities, and I know that the support extended to them has been gratefully received.
I would also like to thank the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer for his support in meeting
with—
Ms Britnell interjected.
Ms HALL: I am sorry, Acting Speaker. I cannot really concentrate with the member opposite—
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): Order! The member has the right to be heard in
silence, please.
Ms HALL: I would like to thank the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, who met with my
local traders organisations—the Footscray Asian Business Association, the West Footscray Traders
Association, the Footscray Traders Association—and listened to their concerns, and I was so glad to
see some of their concerns reflected in the package announced on the weekend.
Ms Britnell interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): Order!
Ms HALL: I was focusing on what I had to say, Acting Speaker, so I am sorry I cannot hear the
interjections of the member opposite.
I would like to conclude my comments by thanking everyone in my great electorate of Footscray—
everyone who is providing support, working hard, whether at home with kids running around while
you are trying to work—I know it is not easy. This is a global pandemic. The response to this is not
easy, but I have been heartened by the strength of our community and I cannot wait for us to get to the
other side.
COVID-19
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (15:32): I will first of all start off with the member for Footscray, who
had a wonderful line in the middle of her speech about, ‘We will leave no-one behind, because that’s
the Labor value’. When we say we will leave no-one behind, I ask the member for Footscray, is that
the 335 000 sole traders who do not get a grant from this government because, in the words of the
Treasurer, ‘We don’t have a tax relationship with them’? They do not pay tax; we do not want them.
That is leaving them behind.
Or we could go straight across to the member for Northcote and the member for Eltham, who spoke
about the cafes in their electorates and about the businesses, the wonderful businesses—and I am sure,
member for Northcote, they are wonderful businesses: coffee shops, restaurants. The freedom of
choice will be gone after this pandemic because of your treatment of them, because most of them will
be gone; you will only have limited ones left. You have left them behind. There are so many businesses
in Victoria that are going to struggle because of the way this government has treated them and that are
going to struggle because the pandemic in this state got out of control because of poor decisions by
the Andrews Labor government.
If you are an arsonist and you go out and you light a fire and then you go home and you wait for the
call and when that call comes you go out and assist the community and 700 people die, when you go
to court you are treated as an arsonist. You are not treated as the person that came out and tried to save
the lives or fix the issues that you created. You lit the match and you should be charged accordingly.
And that is exactly the same as the Premier of this state. He and his crisis cabinet have made decisions
that have led to the wildfire of this pandemic expanding across this state.
Mr Dimopoulos: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, under standing order 118 and imputations
on any member of this house. The member has just imputed that the Premier has lit a match and caused
this like an arson attack. This is an absolutely disgraceful imputation on the Premier or on any member
of this house—an appalling imputation. An arsonist!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): I am informed by the Deputy Clerk that only the
member who was criticised can actually take up this point.
Mr BATTIN: He lit a match and destroyed Victoria’s economy; that is what the Premier has done.
The Premier has made a decision to ignore. They talk on the other side about being bipartisan, about
taking politics out of it. Where were those calls when the Prime Minister offered ADF support? Where
were those calls when the Premier went out and said, ‘I thank the Prime Minister for those offers of
the ADF, but I’m not going to take them up’? Where were those calls when in the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee he misled the community and said, ‘Those offers weren’t on the table’?
How many times can one man lie to the Victorian community and get away with it? How many
times—
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Mr BATTIN: You must be scared of my speech there in Oakleigh. You should worry about your
electorate.
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Mr Dimopoulos: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the Speaker in this very grievance debate
warned a previous member twice on using the word ‘liar’, and this member has taken no notice of the
Speaker’s ruling.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): The use of that word is unparliamentary, and I call on
the member to desist in the use of that word.
Mr BATTIN: Can I just confirm? I assure you that I will replay in every part of my speech both
points of order that have been made directly by the member for Oakleigh as I explain the next part.
The reason that Victorians have not been able to go to people’s funerals, the reason Victorians cannot
go and sit with someone as they are dying and the reason a mother the other day was on air on 3AW
with her 24-year-old son in a critical condition in intensive care in a hospital is all because of decisions
made by a government where 99 per cent of the cases go back to the decision that was made.
Ms Britnell: The match he lit.
Mr BATTIN: The match he lit. As Premier of this state, he made a call. He is the leader. He
continually says, ‘I want to accept responsibility’. Well, accept that responsibility and go.
He made the decision that has closed worship centres and places of worship across this state, places
where many people in our community go so they can get away from the stresses of life, places where
they can go to for hope—something that was robbed of them by this government. We are sick of seeing
the lying that goes on.
If anyone was watching the news this week, the Premier decided to come out and say he was going to
change the stage in regional Victoria, at the same time keeping metropolitan Melbourne in stage 4. He
turned around and said, ‘I’m going to stop everyone going out of Melbourne, and we’re going to put
up a ring of steel’. A ring of steel—that in itself is offensive. It should be simply referred to as the
Daniel Andrews jail on metropolitan Melbourne.
He has put a ring of steel around metropolitan Melbourne to keep them locked up. No person would
celebrate keeping them locked up. Only the Premier of this state would turn around and say, ‘I’m sick
of people whingeing about it, using human rights as an argument against us taking away their
freedoms’. Well it is, because those on the other side are more than willing to talk about human
rights—until right now—when it suits them. Go and read in the Premier’s speech exactly where he
said that he was sick of people whingeing. It is not the way that we are going to deal with this.
Can I just quickly go on to a topic that is something very important for me, that I am passionate about—
Victoria Police. Victoria Police are an amazing organisation. They have protected us for decades in
this state. They have been around for a century. They have done so much for our community. And it
is not just the protection; it is actually being out in the community. Recently we have seen some of the
footage on TV that is trying to paint them as negative. I want the Premier to take this into consideration.
The changes in Victoria Police are directed by policies of this government and the crisis cabinet. The
changes in the attitude of Victoria Police management which filter down through that chain are a direct
result of using words like ‘ring of steel in Melbourne’.
That is not the Victoria we want to see. Can I give you a word of warning: if you keep using police
resources to deliver on policies where you want to create a ring of steel or on policies that say, ‘We’re
going to get tough on Victorians’ by continuously using the Victorian police, you will damage the
respect for Victoria Police for a generation. Take that into consideration when you are making these
decisions.
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr BATTIN: And I hear the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, who is at the
table. Minister, you have never been on the front line. You have no concept of what happens out in
the street when people lose respect for Victoria Police. It is an issue that you must face and you are
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creating. Stand up for the police for once. Stand up against the Premier using words like ‘ring of steel’
to destroy the respect for Victoria Police in our state. It is essential.
What is worse, the Premier then comes out and he wants thanks every time he makes a change. He
has brought in policies like the curfew, and I note, before you jump in, that you all tell me it is working.
‘It is working’. Well, can I tell you now that the curfew has nothing to do with the health outcomes or
the figures of what is happening in Victoria, because no-one would have got COVID virus going for
a run by themselves at midnight. People who have chronic illnesses that were shopping at 10.30 in the
evening to avoid crowds are now forced to go out at the same time as the crowds at a busier shopping
centre. It just is not common sense nor is it logical at all to have a curfew. And then for the Premier to
come out and go, ‘Hey, celebrate with me. I’m going to give you an extra hour out of your home’. Are
you kidding me? Get rid of the curfew. It should not be there. It is quite simple.
Businesses: when I talk about businesses, those on the other side turn around and go ‘There you are,
standing up for those rich businesses’ like my good friend Nick Strauss, who is part owner of the
Berwick Motor Group, and they have got Berwick Jeep, Nissan, Kia, Chrysler, Haval, Great Wall;
wonderful brands. And I will get told off because I am standing up for this bloke who is in there. He is
one of the rich ones because he is a business owner. Do you know what? He is struggling at the moment,
and if you go down to his car yard, every car is put into the service lane; there are no cars on the lot.
They cannot sell a car, and do you know what that means? That means there are no jobs. There are no
jobs in the car industry. And if you look at the car industry, that is also servicing. How many people are
out of work in servicing because of the actions of this government? They could open. They have got a
COVID plan. They have done it before; they will do it again. And you are preventing so many jobs here
in this state based on the decisions that this crisis cabinet and this Premier continue to make.
We want to see people back at work. No business in my electorate has come to me and said, ‘I want
welfare’. They have come to me and said, ‘I want to reopen’, and those car industries are nothing other
than that. And when they do eventually come back, let us put up some of the other issues that are going
to be on the table. If you have got a car that has been sitting in your lot from December 2019, and you
have now been closed for a good part of six months and you come back, cars are not going to sell
automatically. By the time we get to January 2021, the car on the lot which is a 2019 model is nearly
two years old according to the plate on it. That drops the value, that loses income, that means less jobs.
Travel industry: the travel industry is an amazing industry that has struggled through this, and many
businesses are obviously now closed. What is worse, in the last six months they have been working
tirelessly with no income. The work they have had to do is on refunds and credits, which means that
when they reopen, the most common customer they are going to have in their first six to 12 months of
being open will be based on credits from this year. Again, this means no income, because they are
going to be honouring the credits that have been there from the past. That is not a system that is fair.
That is not a system that works, and those organisations need the support.
We have heard about sole traders having to have a lease. Let me run it by you in relation to dog
groomers, and one of the ones for whom a question was asked today was Susan McKenzie. Susan
McKenzie has five children under six years old. Susan McKenzie is suffering with cancer, and at the
moment she has to make a decision, and that decision is: do I put food on the table and pay my bills,
or do I find the $100 for the cancer treatment that I need? She cannot get a $3000 support package.
She cannot get support, because her business is home-based. She does not have a commercial lease.
And she can run her business. She actually does not want the $3000 from the government, just to let
you know. She wants to open. She wants to open her doors and get an income coming through because,
as she says, for her it is her motivation and her hope. And you have stolen it. This government has
stolen her motivation and her hope because it will not allow a home business to open that could actually
have an hour between each customer to make sure they have got the hygiene levels in place. You are
ignoring Susan McKenzie and her family, and that is a disgrace.

GRIEVANCE DEBATE
2334

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 17 September 2020

One part of my portfolio is around learner drivers. I was exceptionally disappointed the other day to
hear the Premier say that one of the things he would consider changing to get learners through into
their licences is reducing the 120 hours of driving required for your licence. Let me just give you a
few stats. The number of deaths among 18- to 20-year-olds was up 100 per cent between 2018 and
2019. There were 1800 serious injuries in 2019 alone in that age group. Ninety deaths is the average
between 18- and 25-year-olds on our roads, and in 2019 the road toll was up 25 per cent on 2018 and
was the worst in many years. They do not sound like the statistics that you want to put in front of you
to say the best option is to reduce the amount of hours of safe lessons and driving before you get your
licence and drive alone. That should never ever be considered. That in itself would create another
pandemic on our roads.
We have to have safe drivers. The Premier has to come out and say that is not a consideration, because
as a parent myself with a daughter on her learners—like many in this house—let me assure each and
every one of you: you do not want your children on the road unless they know how to drive safely.
You do not want to be on the road if we are putting a group of people on the road who cannot drive
safely. Our road toll is too important. This pandemic can do many things, but one thing it should never
do is reduce safety in other areas and particularly on our roads where in a bipartisan approach for so
many years we have had good safety measures come in that have reduced that road toll over the last
20 years. We cannot undo that work.
I grieve for so many people in Victoria, for the small businesses, but most of all I grieve for the
700 families that have lost loved ones because of the match that was lit by the Premier in this state
because he failed in his actions to protect Victorians, which is his core duty.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): The grievance debate by its nature is robust, but I do
want to inform the house that offensive comments and personal reflections are out of order and will
not be accepted by the Chair. That is a ruling that goes back to former Speaker Maddigan in 2003.
COVID-19
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (15:48): I grieve for the people who have lost their lives in this
global pandemic. I am so honoured to be joined shoulder to shoulder, side-by-side, with women on
this side of the chamber who have put on the record the strength of their conviction that this is a
government that is taking action. I am so honoured to follow on from the member for Eltham and the
member for Footscray, but I particularly would like to ensure that in this place I recognise the
extraordinary contribution of the member for Northcote and particularly honour the contribution she
made in grieving with incredible, heartfelt insight the effect it has had on her community and
particularly the Greek Cypriot community.
I grieve for those in the community who had to listen to the mocking response of those opposite, the
way that it was diminished. I grieve that people who are providing a heartfelt contribution and are
listening to their representative had to hear the way that that was mocked, the tone that was taken. It is
heartbreaking to hear that contribution from those opposite, and I grieve for those who had to
experience that, who had to watch or listen to that, and especially for those in that community who
were being acknowledged. It is a great tragedy.
As the numbers rise internationally, I am so grateful that this is a government that has invested in our
healthcare system, has invested in that last line of defence, has invested over many years, and I take
the opportunity to say how grateful I am that we have taken a scientific response to this global
pandemic and that we are listening to the experts. I am honoured to be in this place and acknowledge
the hard work of that last line of defence, and of course I always take the opportunity to thank
particularly our nurses. I ask that Lisa Fitzpatrick, who I have spoken to recently, passes on our thanks
to the Australian Nursing & Midwifery Federation and the 90 000-odd members of the ANMF who
have worked incredibly hard without taking time off.
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Members of my own family are the on the frontline of defence. Do you know what they ask for? They
are grieving that people are using this pandemic to play politics. This is no place for politics. We are
grappling with an aged-care system that has been underfunded, has been left, and people in our
community, our last line of defence, are asking that we do not play politics with this incredible global
pandemic. It is a tragedy to hear the contributions of those opposite and the way that they are working
to undermine the extraordinary efforts of our police and our emergency services.
I will reflect on the most recent contribution. I especially wonder at the contribution about car dealers
and perhaps remind those opposite that it was Treasurer Hockey who mocked and incited Holden to
leave this country and that it was seen as some sort of joke that our car-manufacturing sector would
leave this country. The effect that had on Victoria, the effect that had on people in our community, is
still being experienced today. The irony—when those opposite talk about people who are selling cars
for a living and perhaps forget the Liberal Treasurer and their approach to manufacturing in this country
over such a long time and only recently, as we are experiencing, as we expect that the money that is
provided will trickle down—well, it seems extraordinary that we would have that reminder in this place.
I have spent the last month speaking to people in Cranbourne, and they are imploring me—imploring
me—to make sure that those opposite do not play politics with this global pandemic. They are working
hard, they are working as a collective and they are working to get this enemy under control. I grieve
because they see those opposite as inciting conspiracy theorists. They are endorsing men’s rights
groups, they are politicising our police force, they are using cheap politics, and we know that that is
undermining the efforts that we need to all work together. Because this is not Trump’s America. This
is Victoria, this is Australia, and in this country, in this state, we do not play politics with pandemics.
So the response has been universal. The response to the calls have been universal.
One of the important elements of the response is support for, as Father Bob calls them, the elders of
our community. I grieve for the elders of our community, who seem to be falling victim to some sort
of weird economic Gigi-inspired philosophy that says that they are somehow unworthy—unworthy of
being cared for—and that it is too much for us to take action, like respond to curfews. I grieve that the
elders of our community are not being considered when those opposite incite the sort of anger, the sort
of language that we heard that was called to our attention by the member for Oakleigh. That inciting
language is an insult to the elders of our community. It is an insult to rail against wearing a mask. It
seems to me my 88-year-old mother is worthy of wearing a mask. She is also worthy of us making the
effort to shop as one person in a household. Our regional Victorians are worthy of being considered
when we are making trips to the country. They are worthy of us making sure that we stay within
5 kilometres of our home.
I would like to take the opportunity to also pay credit to our Indigenous Aboriginal Victorians. In
Cranbourne South, working from home—or living at work, as we are often describing it—I look out
on the land of the Kulin nation. Whenever I have the opportunity I remind myself and the people in our
community that we have so much to learn from our Aboriginal Victorian community. Of course their
approach to land and the environment is something that we ought remind ourselves of this summer.
I would like to take a moment to pay credit to the students of Cranbourne Secondary College. Before
COVID I had the opportunity to share a sticky bun with some of the students at Cranbourne Secondary
College and to talk to them about treaty. I am of course delighted, honoured and inspired by our young
Aboriginal Victorians, especially, in a parochial way perhaps, our young Aboriginal Victorians in
Cranbourne. I take the opportunity to thank them for their sparkling wit and generosity but also to pay
credit to the Victorian Aboriginal leadership and all we have learned about the way that the Aboriginal
leadership in Victoria has responded to this global crisis.
I know that the member for Dandenong, in her role as Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, has undertaken
really important work with the Aboriginal community-controlled health organisations because the
research and the science tell us that we have to make sure that there is a culturally safe approach to
COVID. I am very conscious of the contribution of leaders like Aunty Jill Gallagher and all that we
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can learn from their insight into the way that the Victorian Aboriginal community-controlled
organisations have responded to the global pandemic. Of course the low rate of infection in the
Victorian Aboriginal community can be attributed to the work of the Victorian Aboriginal communitycontrolled sector—and why? Because it has been an Aboriginal-led response. Wraparound support
services for the Aboriginal community have been absolutely supported by the ACCHO sector, and
this has empowered the response. It is in line with the commitment to self-determination, to this
government’s commitment to a culturally safe response and of course to treaty.
There is an Aboriginal task force in this response and a local Aboriginal COVID-19 response network.
This has really consolidated the work of the community engagement across the Victorian public
service. We are making data-driven scientific responses to the COVID pandemic in Victoria, and I am
incredibly proud of the approach that has been taken that we all have so much to learn from.
There has been testing for the Aboriginal community controlled organisations, and there have been
checks of eligibility and protocol. That is something that we all need to learn from. There has been
$23 million in funding to support Aboriginal communities and organisations to deliver self-determined
culturally safe practices. This has all been led by the important Aboriginal control task force.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Ms RICHARDS: Thank you for the reminder from the member for Frankston—so much to be
proud of in our community. We have also made sure that there have been laptops and tablets available
to students who do not have access to digital technology, and over $400 000 has been provided from
outreach to support the learning and wellbeing needs of our Koori learners during COVID-19.
Family violence has been at the centre of this government’s agenda, and I grieve that those opposite
have always chosen to walk away from the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. It was when we were in opposition that the now Premier made a commitment to undertake
a royal commission into family violence, and since then there has been a commitment and work to
adopt all of the recommendations of the family violence royal commission. Isn’t it extraordinary that
those on this side of the chamber, the women who have been making the contributions in this grievance
debate, have taken the research that has come from experts, taken all of that, and used it to ensure that
the response to women and children in Victoria is at the centre of our response to family violence,
which we know at a time of disaster does increase in prevalence and severity.
I am very pleased to see the minister responsible enter the chamber and to say how proud I am that
this has been absolutely at the centre of this government’s approach: that we recognise the importance
of women and children; that for some services with a drop in reporting we did not just look at that and
throw our hands up and say, ‘Well, you know, that’s it. That’s done. We don’t have to worry about
that’. I am proud to put on the record my support for the local police in Cranbourne, who have been
so proud of Operation Ribbon, so proud to be walking forward and checking on victims and people
who they know are potential victims. It has been a matter of great pride to our police. And again there
is the tragedy, the grief I feel, that our police force has been politicised here in this chamber today in
this debate in the contributions of those opposite and in an extraordinary way over such a period of
time in the last months.
We watch while our leader ensures that we do not play politics—we do not ever play politics—with a
response to a global pandemic that is wreaking havoc on the world. We have watched friends in India,
in the United States of America, in Europe—I have friends in France at the moment—who are again
seeing the burden of an increase in new infection rates. This is a global pandemic, and they tell me
that they wish they were in Victoria where government takes action that is scientifically led, that listens
to experts, that listens to scientists, that makes sure that we have a community and a social care
response. And this idea that our leader will not be distracted makes us the envy of so many people—
a leader who has said that he will not be distracted by politics.
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I grieve for those who have lost their lives. I implore those opposite to join in this battle for the sake
of our elders, for the sake of those who are compromised in immunity and for the sake of everyone
who wants to be able to get to the other side, to reopen, to be able to take a considered scientific and
reasonable approach and not just watch some sort of Gigi-led wipe-out of people who are no longer
considered to be worthy of protection. I grieve for those who have to listen to those opposite playing
politics with this.
Question agreed to.
Bills
NATIONAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (16:03): This bill, the National Energy Legislation Amendment
Bill 2020, makes changes to the way electricity and gas are regulated in Victoria, and it changes the
regulatory periods from calendar to financial year periods. Of course while I have no doubt that this
has some importance, there are far more radical changes our electricity and energy systems need here
in Victoria, and I would like to talk about a few of those today. I think we can all agree that 2020 has
been a dumpster fire of a year. We started the year wearing masks to stop ourselves from choking on
bushfire smoke from the worst fires that Australia has ever seen, and now we approach the end of the
year also wearing masks to protect against a deadly coronavirus pandemic.
But unfortunately, even after this, 2020 did not let up there. A chunk of ice bigger than the island of
Manhattan has just broken off the Arctic’s largest remaining ice shelf, and we all watch the news in
horror and with that awful sense of deja vu as the west coast of the United States of America is
engulfed in flames torching towns, torching ancient forests and taking lives. These are sage reminders
that even though here in Melbourne we are consumed by the COVID crisis, the climate crisis has not
actually gone away. But there is always good news amongst the rubble.
Every crisis also presents an opportunity, and if governments are bold, if governments rise to this
challenge, we can recover from COVID-19 but also deal with climate change at the same time. So let
us take this opportunity. We need not build back the same society that we had before—a society that
prioritised the profits of big corporations at the expense of the public and our health and wellbeing.
Indeed we can build back better. We can invest in what we call the Green New Deal. So what is this
idea of a Green New Deal? Well, we know that when COVID restrictions are lifted we will need jobs,
and governments will borrow and they will spend to create these jobs. But governments choose where
to spend this money; they choose which types of projects to fund and they choose which types of jobs
to create. So why not choose to build large-scale, publicly owned renewable energy, backed up by the
level of storage and batteries that we need, so that we can finally shut down our ageing coal-fired
power plants that are making communities sick with air pollution? And why not choose to invest in
good jobs for these communities and for their future generations? We have the capacity. We have the
technology now. All we need is the government will to actually use it.
When COVID restrictions end, we will need jobs, so why not build them through retrofitting our houses
with energy efficiency? Goodness knows, we have all spent a very long winter cooped up in our houses
that are freezing in winter and that are expensive to heat, and we know that we could make them
comfier, we could make them more efficient and we could actually save people on their energy bills
and save emissions at same time. We will need jobs, so why not make Victoria a manufacturing
powerhouse again, but this time do it with clean energy? We know that we can actually keep aluminium
smelters here. We can retrofit the plants so they are powered with renewable energy—retrofitted so
they are like big reverse batteries—and keep jobs in Victoria’s regions. We will need jobs, so why not
fix up our inadequate energy transmission network so renewable energy can actually thrive here in
Victoria and bring it back into public hands so that we are no longer held hostage by these big corporate
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energy giants? We will need jobs, so why not do as New Zealand has done and fund a huge nature
restoration and jobs program so that, when the borders ease with metro Melbourne and regional
Victoria, all Victorians can go out and enjoy the incredible, precious places that we have in this state?
We have the technology, we have the climate imperative and now we also have the economic
imperative. And what seems like a dire, dire situation for Victoria right now—it could actually be the
dawn of a new era, an era where we will look back and be proud not just that we banded together to
defeat a coronavirus pandemic but that we actually averted another crisis. We will look back and know
that we used economic stimulus and economic recovery to actually face the biggest crisis that our
generation is facing, to build a society that is healthy, that is vibrant and that is free from the looming
threat of climate chaos. Governments right now are deciding which path to take to lead us out of this
pandemic, so let us take the path that builds us back better, and this is the kind of legislation that I
would love to see come before this house. When it does, I look forward to voting for it.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (16:08): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
POLICE AND EMERGENCY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms NEVILLE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (16:09): I rise to make a contribution on the Police and Emergency
Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. Firstly, in introduction to my remarks today, I want to put on record
the enormous work that Victoria Police do for our community, keeping us safe, and I want to include
in that our protective services officers, including the protective services officers that work here in the
Parliament of Victoria. It is a tireless job, and it is a job that, we have seen particularly in recent weeks
and during COVID, is one that comes with lots of danger and lots of stress.
We have seen recent events that have been quite concerning, and I do want to put on record the fact
that we have seen the Andrews Labor government lock down Victoria in the way that they have and
use police in a way that we have not seen before. Police have been put on the front line, and police
have been asked to do things at all costs to ensure that the state of Victoria and certainly the streets of
Melbourne have been locked down. There has been some horrific footage that we have seen in the
media—people that have been arrested with quite frankly quite excessive force. I will be talking with
the Chief Commissioner of Police tomorrow to seek further advice as to where that direction has come
from. But certainly, as the member for Gembrook—who himself is a former Victoria Police
member—has alluded to today, policy comes from the top, and our Victoria Police members are there
to enforce that. When we have, if you like, the chief of command, being the Premier, setting a very
strong measure with effectively a ‘do as I say or else’ approach, we are seeing Victoria Police carry
that out. Certainly members of our community are very, very concerned in terms of the level of
violence on our streets and even about the type of—let us call it—armoury that our Victoria Police
riot squad are now using to enforce some of the protests that we have seen. I counter that in terms of
what we saw during the Black Lives Matter (BLM) time, when the Premier himself went out and
pretty much rolled out the red carpet for those protesters, as we know.
Ms Williams interjected.
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Mr SOUTHWICK: The minister at the table, the Minister for Women, is interjecting, but we saw
no-one fined during that time and certainly no arrests, and that is in stark contradiction to what we are
seeing under this government now.
Ms Williams: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, you know it is very rare for me to interject in
this place and make points of order and I am certainly not frivolous about it, but I do think that is a
very strong mischaracterisation bordering on a mistruth that has been peddled there by the member
who has been speaking. I would ask that he both come back to the purpose of the bill and also keep
his comments accurate in terms of the comments that were made by the Premier in the lead-up to the
BLM protest, in which he was very clear about the status of that protest.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): There is no point of order at this stage, but I will
remind the member to please stick to the bill that is before us.
Mr SOUTHWICK: It is interesting now that we have got the minister at the table, the Minister
for Women, defending the actions. This is a police bill, and we are looking at extending police powers.
I am within certainly the remit, as the lead speaker on this, to be able to talk about that, and I remind
the minister at the table, who should know better, that I do have the call to be able to speak on this in
a general sense. So when we hear the government standing up and talking about this bill, we will be
giving them the same kind of response that they are used to.
Let me be very, very clear: at the Black Lives Matter protest there were no arrests; there were
absolutely no fines for those who attended that protest. At the CFMEU protest, again, which we saw
on a building site in Toorak, there was no-one that was fined during that protest either. And we
compare that to what has been happening under this government, where when you protest against the
Premier we have seen a number of people fined and a number of people arrested. So it is okay in this
state when you protest against a social issue policy that this government likes, but you cannot protest
in this state when it comes to the Premier, and that is what I wanted to get on the record.
The government has been using the police force, our fine members of Victoria Police, as a blunt
instrument to enforce the government’s will on the people, and we have seen that happen time and
time again. I have had plenty of people contact me in my office with their concerns about the images,
and I am sure the Minister for Women would be very, very concerned about the arrest of a woman
with a child—a pregnant women that was arrested and handcuffed in her house and taken away. They
are not the kind of images that I think we want to see in this state. We do not want to see this. We want
to see a return to community policing. We want to see a return to where people are treated with respect,
and the only way we are going to get back to some sense of normality is to work with people.
People are very concerned at the moment. There is fear on the streets in Melbourne. We do not want
that. We do not need that. When the Premier himself uses words like ‘a ring of steel’, when the Premier
says, ‘We will be using fines and arrests and doing whatever we can’ and he has a do-what-I-say-orelse approach, then they are the consequences. He is the commander-in-chief, he is the leader of this
state and he is the Premier that is using the police as his own private security in what he is doing right
now in this state. Can I say, it is outrageous. He should be ashamed of himself. I feel very, very sorry
for the great men and women of Victoria Police that are being used in this way by the Premier to do
his dirty work and to clean up his mess: the second wave that has been caused by the Premier himself.
Now we are seeing, unfortunately, that men and women of Victoria Police are put on the front line to
clean up this mess.
If I could talk about the specifics of this bill, the bill particularly looks at expanding the powers of
PSOs, protective services officers. Again, protective services officers was a policy by the LiberalNationals when we were in power. It was certainly something that was absolutely supported by the
community, by passengers that travel on trains, because they knew that by having two PSOs on every
train station they would be safe. They knew that having that extra level of safety would ensure that we
would get more commuters—more people able to frequent the public transport system—and
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ultimately ensure community safety is an absolute priority. If you look at perceptions of safety in
Victoria, people travelling at night on public transport continues to be an issue, and that is something
we absolutely need to focus on. We know what the government’s actual thoughts on PSOs are because
the current Deputy Premier once called the PSOs ‘plastic police’. Now, we have never heard an
apology from the Minister for Education, the Deputy Premier. We have never heard him turn around
and say, ‘I’m sorry for calling the great PSOs plastic police’, but unfortunately we know what the
government thinks.
So now we have an opportunity to extend these powers and extend PSOs into other areas of work.
That includes things like shopping centres. It includes things like sporting venues. From my
perspective I think that is important and I think that is something that we would encourage. In fact in
April we had announced as a suggestion to the government, which they followed very quickly, that
during the COVID period and only during the COVID period, when trains were not being frequented
the way that they were, PSOs could be deployed in these areas. So it was one of our ideas to do that.
However, I say this, and it is very, very important: the idea was for it to be of a temporary nature. The
idea was that when we return back to people using public transport, when we are through COVID, we
would also see PSOs returning two up on every station, as they should be.
This is the concern that we have from our side of the house on this particular bill. We do not want to
see the slippery slope of this government—for it to turn around and say, ‘Well, you know what? We
will look at being able to extend the PSO powers’, which we have no issue with, ‘and extend the
jurisdictions where they operate’, which we have no issue with, and ‘We will do that, but at the expense
of keeping our train stations and our trains safe’. We therefore seek to issue an amendment that would
ensure that we have two PSOs on every station, as they were intended to be and as they should be once
COVID goes and once we go back to normal. So under standing orders I wish to advise the house of
amendments to this bill and request that they be circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr SOUTHWICK under standing orders.
Mr SOUTHWICK: The amendments that we are referring to here are to ensure that we have two
protective services officers deployed on each of the following railway stations from 6.00 pm to last
train, so that is every railway station in Melbourne metropolitan areas, and including Ballarat railway
station, Bendigo railway station, Geelong railway station and Traralgon railway station. In addition to
that, we have amendments in relation to Fire Rescue Victoria, and that is to ensure that clause 18 is
removed, and as part of that we ensure that in terms of any changes to the jurisdictions within the FRV
they are sent through the panel which has been established by the current government in the first
instance.
Currently we have a situation where some of the jurisdictions of the FRV, particularly in Latrobe West
brigade in Moe, will be changed, and this affects Trafalgar and Westbury brigades. These are being
changed without the panel, because the panel has not been installed. So we ask that the panel be put
together and review these things before these changes are made. These are the amendments that we
are proposing in terms of the FRV, and there are also amendments in terms of the two PSOs.
Now, in terms of the two-PSO changes, I would be hoping today that we hear the government reaffirm
their position to install the two-PSO policy and to support the amendments that we are proposing. If
they do not, if they wiggle their way out of it in their contributions, then that will be a signal to every
one of those MPs that have PSOs on their train stations in their electorates that this is a plan to get rid
of the PSOs on their platforms. I can assure you that between now and 2022 we will make sure that
every one of the constituents in those seats—in Burwood, in Box Hill, in Hawthorn, in Glen Waverley,
in Ringwood, in all of those seats—know that their members of Parliament are not supporting the twoPSO policy that has been working so effectively up until now. No wiggle room: all they have got to
do in this contribution is stand up and say, ‘We support the opposition’s proposed amendments, and
we are going to reaffirm that in the legislation, because we know it works’. That is what we want, and
that is what we expect today.
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I will remind them that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee said that she supported the PSO policy; that she supported that that would be
continuing. So if the minister was correct in her statements, and if there is no intention to remove the
PSOs off any of the platforms as suggested, then we would expect this to be supported. So we are
putting the government on notice today, and we would hope that they would support this because we
know it has been so effective. We know there have been countless situations—and I remind members
that in Victoria on public transport at night, the perception of safety is 8 per cent compared to 4 per
cent in New South Wales and 4 per cent in Queensland—and that offences on train stations continue
to rise at 11 per cent under Premier Andrews. We have seen railway car park offences go from 1200
to 2500, and these are stations with PSOs on them.
So if we had PSOs off them, then we would have situations of passengers having to fend for
themselves. We have seen countless situations where there have been assaults, where there have been
knives drawn at various stations and where we have had PSOs attacked at stations in Hawthorn and a
number of different other stations. And, again, imagine what would happen if the PSOs were not there.
I just say this: we do not expect the PSOs to be casualties of this government’s COVID plan. We do
not expect that; we expect the government to support this. And I say this: I remind you I will be the
first one to be campaigning in every one of the electorates that have train stations with PSOs on them
between now and 2022 that it was their member of Parliament that stood against this, that it was their
member of Parliament that ensured their train stations were not safe for families, were not safe for
women, were not safe for children, were not safe for commuters. So again I ask those members from
the government to stand up and support this very, very important amendment that we are proposing.
There are a number of other things in this bill, and in short the opposition does not have an issue with
them, but I do want to go through them. Firstly, we see the issuing of family violence intervention
orders. This is very important, and we know family violence continues to rise and more needs to be
done in reducing the rates of family violence that we are seeing. The bill looks at implementing
recommendation 56 of the Royal Commission into Family Violence, and it includes using sheriffs as
officers to effectively be able to enter a premises to serve a family violence order application. We
know that a lot of police time is spent running around and serving family violence intervention orders
and a lot of that time could be best served doing other things, so certainly the opposition supports
exploring new ways to create efficiencies. I have been told by a number of frontline officers that the
majority of their jobs on a shift might be travelling and serving them and finding people to be able to
do that where they could be doing these other things. So we do support new measures.
The idea about this, in the briefing that I have, is still very short on substance. We do not know how
many sheriffs will be used. We do not know how many will be participating and in what regions. We
are not sure what locations, what targets there are, and we are not sure whether they are high-risk cases.
So although the idea sounds fairly good, again it is lacking in any substance, and that is what we are
used to from the government, which is quick to rush out for a press release but does not have the
substance that sits behind this. I would hope and I would expect that the sheriffs would be used in lowlevel situations with less risk to themselves, and I would like to see more details around this trial, when
it would end and what the rollout possibility might be. That is the issue with the family violence orders.
The other amendment that is suggested here is in the operation of police jails. This bill will amend the
Crimes Act 1958 to enable a police officer to remove a person in custody from a police jail to another
part of the police building for the purpose of questioning. In the current situation when police need to
apply for moving that person for questioning, they have got to get an order through the Magistrates
Court. It takes time, it is another process, and what this seeks to do is clear that up. Again in principle
we do not have an issue with that. There are certainly better ways to do this, and the change appears
to be a commonsense amendment to enable better management and movement of individuals held in
police custody.
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Again, there have been issues in police custody which I will raise, and I have had a number of
constituents that have certainly contacted me—and others who contacted me in my shadow minister
role—so I think we need to look at some of the processes there. I am told again that the government
has clarified these changes will apply to 29 stations across the state. The question remains as to why
the government has taken a while to rectify what seems to be a pretty simple process.
The final part, which my colleague the member for Ferntree Gully will make a contribution on as the
Shadow Minister for Emergency Services, is on the changes to the Fire Rescue Victoria Act 1958.
There are amendments on the table which we have already suggested that look at the boundaries which
were enshrined in 2019, with any changes to those boundaries to be determined by a panel. That panel
would consult with the CFA and local communities and determine where the jurisdiction might be and
give a recommendation. Clause 18 of the bill seeks to override the panel and amend the FRV
boundaries, particularly in Lara, Latrobe West, Lucas and Tarneit, without any review consultation.
It is a slippery slope because you have set up a panel to do a review but we do not have a panel in
place; yet we are making the changes. So again, how incompetent is this government? We have got a
situation where they want to change the boundaries and yet do not have a panel set up. We just believe
this is incompetent. We cannot change these boundaries without at least having the panel set up, so
we have asked for clause 18 to be removed as part of our amendments, and that is what we are
proposing here. We think that is quite sensible, and we would hope that the government would support
these changes.
In the time that I have left I just want to return to the importance of Victoria Police and the importance
and the integrity of Victoria Police going forward—the importance of the job that they do and the
confidence that Victorians must have in Victoria Police going forward. We have seen some horrific
situations where we have had assaults against many Victorian police and emergency service workers
in the past. There have been campaigns that have been certainly run which talk about respecting the
badge—I know 3AW ran one, the Herald Sun ran one and others ran them. And I know that Police
Association Victoria have done an enormous amount of work on this in terms of restoring that
confidence and also ensuring that we do have respect for the badge and the great work that Victoria
Police does. As I say, it is a tough job; it gets tougher every day.
It reminds me—and I want to put this on record—that on the weekend in my hour of exercise or my
hour of being allowed to be out of the house, while walking around Caulfield Park I bumped into a
new recruit who has been through the academy and is now working at one of the stations in Glen
Waverley. I said to him, ‘How’s it going?’. And he said, ‘Look, it’s tough. I’ve got to say it’s tough’.
I said to him, ‘Look, you’re being put in some very difficult sets of circumstances. How are the
members feeling at the moment?’. And he said to me, ‘You know, it’s pretty divided. Some of us
understand we’ve got a job to do and we go out and we do the job, and we get that’.
But the level of what police are being asked to do at the moment—and from talking to Wayne Gatt
from Police Association Victoria about the enforcement level of what police are asked to do—is
something which is at the next level, and it all comes back to policy. Now, the government might turn
up and say, ‘Oh, well, you know, it’s not the government’s fault’. It is all the government’s fault. This
is a policy decision. If you look at the way other states operate, if you look at places like New Zealand
and others, it is about working with the community; it is about ensuring that people do the right job. I
am the first one to say that if someone breaks the law there have to be consequences. I have said that
all along.
I have said that during every protest that we have had. I said that on the steps when the BLM protest
was being raised. I said many times that something should have happened. I mean, even with the actual
cause of BLM I suggested that if people wanted to take a knee, they could do that outside their homes
but not in public in the streets. There were options. There were ways that the Premier could have done
this, but the Premier chose to do nothing.

BILLS
Thursday, 17 September 2020

Legislative Assembly

2343

There are such contradictions, I think the enforcement level is now at the next level and I think we are
getting people in Victoria who are really concerned with the lengths that things have got to. I have
constituents contact me in my electorate and ask me how they can tell their children, when they have
a problem, to go to Victoria Police for help when they see the imagery on their TVs every single day.
I have got to say to them, ‘Well, you know what? They are exceptions. That’s not what’s happening;
they are exceptions’. I will always defend our Victoria Police and I will always do whatever I can to
support them because I believe in the rule of law and I believe it is so important to have an independent
Victoria Police, a police force that upholds the law. That is the starting point in everything that we do.
But we cannot have Victoria Police being used as the Premier’s own army. We cannot have the police
state that the Premier of Victoria has turned Victoria into. This great state has been turned into
effectively a police state where people are locked in their homes, where people are let out for an hour
or 2 hours worth of exercise, where people are held in a curfew that the police commissioner did not
authorise and that the chief health officer did not authorise and where the Premier himself is deciding
what we do and when we do it.
The freedoms and liberties which we all love and we all talk about, the democratic rights that we all
uphold, the great place in which we live, Melbourne—being the most livable city; it has had that
reputation for years and years—have completely been turned on their heads. How do you think people
from overseas react when they see the imagery on the streets of effectively stormtroopers going
through the Melbourne markets? Stormtroopers going through the markets in the types of outfits that
are being used. In no other protest that we have had in recent years have we seen the types of gear that
have been used. From the worst all the way through we have not seen that.
Now, we hear the government say, ‘For protection’. You know what? The best way of protection is to
have that available but not have that as your first recourse, and you know that yourself. We have had
many other protests where we have had the riot squad ready for when a riot happens, not there to
effectively cause an incitement in the first place. We do not want to spark the kinds of furore that we
have seen on our streets, and that is not the kind of imagery anyone wants. We have never seen it
before and hopefully we will not see it again. Hopefully we will see a sense of normality, hopefully
we will see a sense of balance, hopefully we will see a reset in the way that we return to community
policing. The chief commissioner said, when he first got the job, that he looked forward to having
community policing—boots on the ground, a proper interaction with the community—and I look
forward to that as well, but I ask the Premier of Victoria if he could also at least share that common
image. Let us get back to good policing in our state.
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (16:39): I rise with great pleasure today to speak in support of the
Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. Before I get into the substantives of the bill,
I would like to acknowledge the fantastic work of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
her parliamentary secretary, who have done a mountain of work, who support our police officers, who
do not just call out perhaps separate actions which we all want held to account—there is no doubt
about that—and then apply a broadbrush across thousands of police officers in this state. I support the
work of our police minister, I support her parliamentary secretary and I support our police officers and
the fantastic work they have done during this pandemic.
And of course, very briefly as well, the member who spoke before discussed how 2020 has been a
difficult year for police. It has been a difficult year for police. Now, let us cut the politics out here for
a moment—let us cut it out. So 2020 has seen, tragically, the single largest loss of life of our police
officers in this state in their history. Four police officers were tragically killed on the Eastern Freeway.
We know the job of our police officers is difficult enough. We know it is difficult enough. Nobody is
kidding themselves to think that 2020, as a result of COVID-19, has not meant it is more difficult for
them. We know it has been more difficult for them, and they have risen to the challenge. They have
risen to it, and we are proud of them for doing so—from the Premier down to the most marginal seat
member. As the member for Bayswater, I am proud. I am proud, and I will continue to stand here each
and every day. Whether I am on this side or whether I am on that side, it does not matter. My opinion
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on the police does not change with the politics of the day. It does not change with where I sit, and it
will never change on the basis of politics.
We know that our police have risen to the challenge. We know the amazing work that they have done
each and every single day. There is a lot of politics. We are in politics—that is all part of it. However,
during the pandemic, on this side we have asked continually and the public have asked for the politics
to be put dead last. People often ask me, ‘What are the things that have come out of COVID-19 that
you would like to see continue into the future?’. I think kindness in our community is one of them. I
think politics taking a back seat—and it should take a back seat when it comes to backing in our
emergency services and police. I understand those opposite will have a different opinion on the way
things work, and I can understand that. I get it; it is politics. But when you talk about supporting police
officers and our emergency services workers, do not change your opinion based on what side you sit
on. I am not going to broadbrush that across every member of the opposition; it is some members. And
it is not just the opposition; it is other politicians as well. And I say: shame. We are better than that. I
will take this opportunity in this place today, in this house, as a Victorian and as a member of
Parliament, to remind all Victorians that we are better than partisan politics when it comes to
supporting our police officers in what has been a shocking year for them.
I stand with them, with my former colleagues. It is difficult enough. We praise them. When we talk
about how amazing they are it is because it is true. We know what they face every day, because I faced
it. I have been on the other end of a firearm, I have been charged at with a knife and I have intervened
in countless family violence incidents and in mental health incidents where people were crying out
needing help. Now, those are other matters which we can address on a different day, and we know
how important those issues are as well. I talk about those issues in my frame, but that is what our police
officers are continuing to deal with each and every day, and I thank them. Did they need a pandemic
on top of that? Did they need to have to enforce the restrictions we know are keeping Victorians safe?
No, they did not need that on top of their current workload, but they are doing it. They have risen to
the challenge, and we are all so proud of them for the work that they are doing.
Now, I wanted to touch on some other things, and it is only fair and reasonable that I touch on some
of the contributions. I appreciate the member for Caulfield’s contribution; however, there were a few
things in there that I simply disagree with. Now, when we talk about being asked to do things—the
member said that they are being asked to do things by the Premier—I am sure the Shadow Minister
for Police understands the command structure of Victoria Police. I do not remember in my time, in
my five years with Victoria Police, my sergeant coming up to me and going, ‘Hey, mate, the Premier
has asked you to do X, Y and Z. Do you mind helping me out?’. That is not the way it works. That is
the partisan politics I am talking about.
We know that the member for Caulfield, the shadow minister, also talked about excessive force and
said that he was going to talk about that with the Chief Commissioner of Police. It is great to get up
here and to grandstand about excessive force. There is nothing wrong with holding members of the
police force, of the judiciary or of Parliament to account for individual actions, but to say, ‘I’m just
speaking about excessive force across the board’ and to tell me that you are supporting police at the
same time—really? Section 462A in the Crimes Act 1958 defines the use of force. I would suggest the
shadow minister has a look at it. That is what defined my proportionate and reasonable responses as a
police officer, and it is what should and does legally define the reasonable use of force of the thousands
of men and women in the police force each and every day. So do not stand in this place and broadbrush
say that there is excessive force being used by every police officer, because that is by virtue what that
statement meant.
Mr Southwick: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I would ask the member to come back and
be factually correct in what he said, because certainly that was not what was said by our side in terms
of every member of Victoria Police. The member is actually misleading the house in terms of what
was said, and I ask you to bring him back to the bill. That is not the case, and if the member believes
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that every single imagery of excessive force that we have seen in the paper is acceptable, including
what happened that is now under investigation, he should say so.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): There is no point of order.
Mr TAYLOR: The member has discussed imagery a lot. I have discussed individual incidents and
I have discussed accountability, and that is completely appropriate. It is entirely appropriate. But I am
more concerned with people who break the law and those people being held to account equally, as
opposed to imagery. The member again talks about, ‘I’ll get out there and I’ll campaign, I’ll campaign,
I’ll campaign’, in the middle of talking about supporting our police officers. Well, I would remind the
member, as someone who is on 0.39 per cent, that he is also on 0.27 per cent. So perhaps start in your
own electorate and talk about your commitment to emergency services. Talk about your commitment,
because this government has delivered more police officers to Victoria Police than in its entire
history—3135 police and nearly 800 extra police officers on the front line this year. He does not like
what I am saying. Of course he does not.
Mr Southwick: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I asked the member for Bayswater to come
back to the bill. He has not spoken once about PSOs. Does he accept PSOs being retained at Bayswater
station two-up as part of our amendments? Does he accept that: yes or no? Let us get back to that.
Does he want PSOs at his station?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Order! Member for Caulfield, that is not a point of
order. Could you please be seated?
Mr Southwick: Is he standing up for Bayswater or is he not?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Order! Member for Caulfield! You have made your
point for the point of order. There is no point of order.
Mr TAYLOR: It is nice that he has remembered my electorate. As he was going around before he
forgot it, but I can understand; that is all right. There must be a lot on his plate. The member also talks
about the riot police just magically having riot gear. They just stand there and just chuck it on later. I
mean really, we are just not dealing with the realms of reality. When we are going to support our police
let us support our police—let us not pull out the partisan-political punches. With the rhetoric of those
politicians opposite and others in this state they have become apologists for certain protesters whilst
they tell us that somehow this government’s position, when we have been clear not to protest at all, is
unacceptable and is unsafe. I mean, seriously—really?
When we talk about PSOs, we have put more PSOs on. This government has recommitted to backing
in our PSOs. We have also put on police custody officers, and that has taken a significant weight off
the shoulders of our police officers. Our police officers are also getting another weight off their
shoulders, we can say here, by our commitment to acquitting another recommendation from the Royal
Commission into Family Violence—one of 227 we said we would fully acquit. And one of those is
being acquitted here today, again taking pressure off our police. So if you want to support police, do
it. Do not just put it on paper in 2018 in a law and order campaign. Do not talk about ankle bracelets
from one time to the next; back in Wayne Gatt’s request for state-of-emergency extension powers. If
you are going to back in police, back them in every day. Do not choose it based on politics.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (16:49): I am pleased to rise to contribute to this debate on the
Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. Can I firstly just deal with the main issue
at hand of this bill, which is to provide reforms to the operations of police, particularly in regard to
protective services officers (PSOs).
I would just like to place on record that it was in fact the former Baillieu government that implemented
protective services officers, and I was very proud to see the day when they were rolled out at the Ferntree
Gully railway station. Disappointingly the then opposition made comments in this house calling
protective services officers ‘plastic police’. That was a very, very disappointing day. I support the
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amendment that is being put forward by the member for Caulfield to ensure that those officers remain
on our stations—at Ferntree Gully station in my electorate and at Boronia station, which services both
my electorate and the member for Bayswater’s. It is imperative that PSOs remain on those stations. We
want to ensure that this government supports these amendments to ensure that that occurs.
I would like to now come to part 6 of the bill at hand. I am speaking in my capacity as the Shadow
Minister for Emergency Services. Clause 18, ‘Schedule 2’, seems rather innocuous. It is effectively to
remove from schedule 2 of the Fire Rescue Victoria Act 1958 a set of maps and add new maps. That
in itself would seem rather innocuous, but when you actually understand what is involved in this, this
is a complete breach of faith with the Victorian community, it is a complete breach of faith with
emergency services, but it is actually a breach of the Fire Rescue Victoria Act amendments that were
implemented in 2019. These proposed changes are with respect to Lucas and to Lara, but more
importantly they undertake the implementation of a brand new boundary for Latrobe West, which is
going to directly impact on those hardworking volunteers in Westbury and Trafalgar. I have been out
and spoken to those brigades. Unlike the minister, who has not undertaken that engagement, I have
actually spoken to them directly.
But let us look at the act. The act at section 4A talks about the Fire District Review Panel. Section 4F
indicates that:
The role of the … Panel is to provide independent and informed advice to the Minister on the following
matters—
(a) whether it is necessary or desirable for the Fire Rescue Victoria fire district to be changed;
(b) whether a change in fire risk, or something that may result in a change in fire risk, may warrant a
review of the Fire Rescue Victoria fire district.

It is very clear that any changes to boundaries must be undertaken through the panel. But in fact under
this government, under its own legislation, the panel has not even been formed. So we have this
perverse outcome where we have an amendment to the act to amend boundaries which directly impact
on the operation of not one but two hardworking CFA brigades, and the panel that is meant to provide
the advice has not even been formed. You cannot stand in this house supporting an amendment to
legislation for boundary changes which is actually in direct contravention of the provisions of your
own act that you brought in last year. The panel has not even been formed. So according to your own
legislation these boundary changes should not take effect because the panel has made no
recommendation to the government.
Now, the government says that they undertook consultation. Well, I can tell you, Acting Speaker, there
was not consultation, because I have spoken to the brigades and they themselves have said that. As
quoted in the Warragul & Drouin Gazette:
Volunteer firefighters from Trafalgar and Westbury brigades have been left stunned after district boundaries
were changed without consultation.
…
Westbury Fire Brigade captain David Gridley added, “we will not even be called if our own fire station was
on fire”.
Neither Mr Gridley nor Trafalgar captain Danny Mynard have received any notification of boundaries
changes despite it coming into effect …

They went on to say:
Ultimately it’s going to deliver a poorer service standard in parts of Trafalgar. It’s the old adage, if it ain’t
broke, don’t fix it.

So this just highlights the problem that this government has with respect to the rollout of Fire Rescue
Victoria, but more importantly its sustained attack on the hardworking volunteers in the CFA, who
know very clearly that this government do not back them, do not support them. They do not have their
backs. We have seen the resignation of the chief. We have seen the resignation of the board chair. We
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have got the ridiculous outcome now that a chief of the CFA is in fact the only employer in the state
of Victoria that is unable to employ their own staff. The chief under this legislation in fact receives
staff who are seconded to him from FRV—that is, they are FRV employees. However, he cannot
employ them. They remain FRV staff and wear FRV uniforms. That is wrong; it is stupid; it no makes
sense. Of course the chief left, because why would he stay in charge of an organisation where he
cannot employ his own staff? The Liberal-Nationals have said that we will scrap that, we will change
that. We will change practices and we will change legislation to ensure that in the future the chief will
have the power to employ his own staff. Now, there is a pretty radical idea.
We have also said that the board should under legislation be required to adhere to the terms of the
volunteer charter, and this is exactly the problem that the board has faced. They have in fact had to
make decisions that are in direct contravention of the needs of the volunteers. Why do we think that
the board chair has gone? Why do we think there has been so much angst around the board? Because
they have been forced to make decisions that actually go against the needs of volunteers, not
supporting volunteers. I was there when the volunteer charter was signed at the Upper Ferntree Gully
station. We never thought we would actually have to put it in legislation to require the board to follow
the terms of the charter, because that was what was expected of the board—to support volunteers, not
to attack volunteers.
The other important thing that we will do in government is that we will create a commissioner to deal
with emergency service volunteers, someone that can deal with complaints from volunteers because
at the moment the only person they can complain to is FRV, and unfortunately sometimes the
perpetrators, or the alleged perpetrators, of instances of threats and other actions, are members of FRV
themselves. We would set up an independent commissioner, someone the volunteers could turn to,
someone who could deal with the complaint, settle it and if necessary arbitrate a solution.
Volunteers across this state are wanting their government to thank them and to work with them. Let
us not forget: it was January this year that the Premier was at Mallacoota taking selfies with volunteers,
thanking them and patting them on the back for the hard work that they had done, giving up their time,
helping another community, during January during the devastating bushfires. Here we are, six months
later, and they are not being thanked, they are not being supported, but they are being attacked with
the introduction of this legislation. It is wrong, and it needs to be fixed.
In the bill before the house the provisions with respect to clause 18 go against not only the spirit of
collaboration between the government and the CFA and its volunteers but actually its own legislation.
It is not supported by the brigades. It is not supported by Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. It is not
supported by the volunteers. In fact there is nobody that the government can identify in those
communities who has asked for this or who wants this. The government wants to make changes. Put
your panel in place. Undertake your consultation. Enable those local communities who are directly
impacted by these changes to have their say, to put the changes in place, so that we can ensure that
any boundary changes with respect to FRV are done as a consequence of consultation with affected
communities. That is what Victorians expect. That is what volunteers expect. That is what our brigades
expect. And on that basis, it is imperative that clause 18 of this bill is omitted.
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 3 September.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Order! The time has arrived for me to interrupt
business. The house is now adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 5.00 pm.
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COVID-19
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains)
One of the things Victorians will most need as they emerge from some of the world’s most draconian
COVID-19 restrictions will be the opportunity to resume health and fitness training.
Yet the health and fitness industry has been banging its head against closed ministry doors for weeks without
response.
And despite all evidence to the contrary, the Andrews Labor government is refusing to let our gyms and
fitness centres reopen—except for a minimal number of outdoor participants.
How safe are these facilities—there have been more than 7 million visits to centres in NSW in the eight weeks
since that state reopened and not one case of transmission.
The industry has been operating under the NSW gold standard of capacity limits, member attendance
schedules, gold standard hygiene processes, bulletproof record keeping and contract tracing ability.
There is simply no data anywhere in the country or the world to support a high-risk categorisation.
Fitness Australia engaged with the government industry advisory group in discussions centred on the
successful Queensland model, which has been acknowledged as the gold standard.
Yet Victoria is not accepting any of it, and they will remain closed.
The industry is now seeking urgent meetings with the Department of Health and Human Services so more than
40 000 health and fitness professionals can get back to work to help restore the mental and physical health of
Victorians—a discussion which must include VIC Active, which represents 400 facilities across the state.

HENRY BARLOW
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19)
I pay tribute to the hard work and dedication of outgoing Wyndham city councillor Henry Barlow, who has
announced his retirement from council and will not be contesting the upcoming elections in October.
Henry has represented the residents of Wyndham admirably and carried out his duties with passion and in the
pursuit of fairness.
He has demonstrated a commitment and service for the entire Wyndham community, not just for the people
residing in his ward.
Henry was first elected to council 23 years ago in 1997.
He has been elected mayor three times and has displayed great leadership for fellow councillors and incoming
councillors who were fortunate to learn from his experience and mentorship.
As the councillor holding the cultural diversity portfolio, Henry welcomed many new migrant groups who
have made Wyndham their home, acknowledging and celebrating their diversity.
He has represented Wyndham on many committees and has carried out these duties with professionalism.
As the local member, I have enjoyed working alongside Henry. We have worked collaboratively for the
betterment of the Wyndham community.
I will miss Henry’s advice and support from the council, his dedication to our community and his friendship.
I know that Henry will continue to be a much-respected presence as a local resident in the community and
will continue to be a strong supporter of our state government.
I wish Henry all the best in retirement, and I wish him and Pam the very best for the future.
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HANSON LYSTERFIELD QUARRY
Mr WELLS (Rowville)
This members statement is to acknowledge a petition that has not been tabled in Parliament. I have received
this petition from frustrated constituents who reside near the Hanson and Boral quarries in Rowville. This
petition has over 1000 signatures and aims to prevent the Hanson Lysterfield quarry extension application
from being approved.
The petition reads as follows: ‘The Hanson Lysterfield Quarry at 1140, Wellington Road, Rowville Victoria
3178 is currently in the process of applying for an extension to their workplace/permit to enable a projected
30 years of open cut mining in this location. For a very long time, the residents situated up to 2km proximity
to the mine have been subjected (without reasonable recourse) to unacceptable levels of vibrations (from
blasting), dust (containing silicates), noise, sludge and rocks on roads and kerbside and traffic obstructions
from trucks accessing the mine. We object to any extension to the operations beyond the current permit’.
I have sent this petition to Jaclyn Symes, Minister for Resources. I trust that this petition will be taken into
consideration by the government. My office has received many calls and emails regarding numerous issues
with this quarry, including hours of operation, gravel and mud on main roads and dust pollution.
On behalf of the residents, I would expect that the relevant government authorities act on these complaints.

OUR LADY STAR OF THE SEA, OCEAN GROVE
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Minister
for the Coordination of Environment, Land, Water and Planning: COVID-19)
Recently I was pleased to announce that Our Lady Star of the Sea School, Ocean Grove, has commenced
works on its much-anticipated multipurpose centre.
The centre includes a general learning and collaborative area, staff facilities, storage space and an extended
car park.
The $4 million project was a funding partnership between the state government and the school, both parties
contributing $2 million.
I commend the school on this significant financial investment into its future. It is clear evidence of the school’s
effective leadership and management, strongly supported by the wider school community.
My congratulations go to school principal Kerryn Sells and her staff, new board chair Briony Darcy, her
predecessor Michael Sheridan and all school board members for their untiring work.
I have been very pleased to have worked with the school, and on behalf of the school, on the project especially
in securing state funding.
Importantly, I also thank and congratulate the school’s teachers, who have had an extraordinary year and one
that no doubt has had many challenges.
However, I am extremely confident that, through their hard work and commitment to every student’s
education and wellbeing, 2020 will see a successful outcome for all.
Our Lady Star of the Sea is a great and much-respected school.
As such its student numbers are steadily climbing year by year.
In 2019 the school had 525 students, currently it has 550 and it is anticipated that this could increase to around
650 students in 2021.
The new centre when finished will ensure all these students benefit greatly from learning in first-class facilities
of the future.
I look forward to its opening in mid-2021.

COVID-19
Mr HODGETT (Croydon)
Over the past weeks and months I have continued to engage with sporting clubs to discuss the immediate and
ongoing challenges for sport generally and, of course, discuss the broad health and mental wellbeing benefits
that sport can deliver during the COVID stage 4 lockdown restrictions.
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Of course golf specifically comes up time and time again, with questions as to whether one or two people can
play golf for the one or two hours permitted whilst adhering to COVID safety plans and following all strict
hygiene, social distancing and safety measures.
This is a matter that I have raised directly with the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, and I await
his advice in relation to this.
So why golf? I am informed:
-

65 per cent of members fall in the 50–80-year-old category: for many golf is their primary form of
exercise; for many it is their primary venue for social interaction; and many feel safe and engaged
in their golf club, having a sense of belonging.

-

It’s a walk and exercise with your own personal equipment—clubs—in wide open spaces: it
involves much less risk than going shopping in a local supermarket.

-

When COVID became a global pandemic, the sport’s global governing bodies, R&A and USGA,
developed initiatives and rules amendments to facilitate continuing golf play in a COVID-safe
manner. In conjunction with the national body, Golf Australia, golf clubs in Victoria and across
Australia have adopted the new rules among the broad, no-nonsense measures they have put in
place to protect people and provide their respective members with the safest possible environment.

-

There is case history. Golf has continued around the world and in the other states and territories
without COVID consequences. I am not aware of any instances of COVID transmission during the
previous period during restrictions when golf could be played. Even in NSW when COVID was
peaking earlier in the year golf was permitted, which, on current evidence, has not been detrimental
to their pandemic management.

Golf is a non-contact sport and can be played abiding by strict COVID safety plan rules.
Players can arrive, tee off at a scheduled time, play and then leave. The clubhouses are closed, so people do
not congregate. Player can wear masks, practice social distancing playing in twos, use non-shared-contact
scoring apps and may not touch flags, and clubs can be instructed to remove all rakes from bunkers. Holes
can be altered so players don’t need to touch the edges to recover their ball. Practice areas and putting greens
can be closed. The entire period from arrival to departure from the golf club can be strictly managed.
I call on the minister for sport to work with golf clubs and allow them to be part of the solution. Provide a
path forward for a return to golf within two weeks, initially limited to nine-holes play, members only and
bookings only.
I am happy to work constructively with the minister to work towards a return to playing golf in a safe,
responsible, COVID-protected way so that people can play golf and benefit from the physical and mental
health and wellbeing benefits it delivers.

COVID-19
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support)
As we already know, the COVID-19 pandemic hasn’t been easy for anyone.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank my electorate of Sydenham for their resilience during this
pandemic and the acts of kindness that have helped keep our community together.
In particular I would like to thank the local Lions Club of Taylors Lakes, who have worked closely with my
electorate office to provide isolated and vulnerable residents of Sydenham with ‘iso survival kits’ consisting
of an entertainment booklet, recipes, crosswords, face masks and more.
A big shout-out to Phil Clinkaberry, Maria Perez, Priti Kachru and Margaret Hamilton for all their hard work
in putting this program together.
Recently I had a virtual meeting with the Junior Lord Mayor of Melbourne, Alicia Gec, who lives in my
electorate.
We spoke about the important role local government plays in our community and some of Alicia’s favourite
things to do during isolation in Sydenham, including visiting the beautiful Organ Pipes National Park.
It’s fantastic to see young people involved in grassroots politics, especially with the opening of nominations
for local government elections this week.
I encourage people from all different backgrounds, in particular women, to put their name forward and
represent their local community.
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COVID-19
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook)
I rise to speak today, to be a voice, for the travel agencies through Victoria, who have all been left high and
dry by the lack of assistance from the Andrews Labor government. The travel agency industry has been
decimated because of those sitting on the other side of the chamber.
I will now quote from a desperate letter sent to me by John Weller, who has operated Beaconsfield Travel
Centre in my electorate of Gembrook for over 40 years:
No other industry has returned income already earned on services provided, amounting to many
thousands of dollars of refunds. We will not have any income for the foreseeable future and will still be
working hard to coordinate thousands of dollars in credits that airlines, tour operators and cruise lines
have issued.
We have received no payment for the hundreds of hours of work involved in undoing holidays and, in
fact, have paid back many thousands of dollars of income earned as part of refunds. No other industry
in Australia has had to do that.
Now, due to the probability of no travel throughout 2021, all arrangements rebooked for next year will
now have to be rebooked again, and again, for no income.
Many businesses will have the opportunity to earn some income when they open back up.
We will not.
2020 was supposed to be the year of succession in our business. After more than 40 years we were
intending to pass our family business onto our daughters, who have worked alongside us for 20 years.
Now we are not sure if this will be possible.
There has been support packages for the arts, sports, airlines, the building industry and others. People
trust travel agents to look after them and be there for them when any assistance is required, but we just
cannot survive without further assistance.
Premier, will you do something to help John’s business survive, or will you help him pack up his office when
he is forced to close his doors for good?

HAWTHORN AMATEUR FOOTBALL CLUB
Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn)
Last Thursday was R U OK day, an important day to empower everyone to meaningfully connect with the
people around them and start a conversation with anyone who may be struggling with life.
In recognition of this day I want to acknowledge and share some of the great work being done in the mental
health space by the Hawthorn Amateur Football Club, of which I am proudly a Wings Member.
The Hawthorn ammos are a VAFA club in my electorate and field four teams, both men’s and women’s.
They are an inclusive, welcoming club that prides itself on respect, progressiveness, resilience and integrity.
The Hawks set up the Wings player welfare program after they were directly touched by the devastating and
far-reaching effects of depression. The Wings Mental Health Fund was created to provide the club community
with the tools and resources to improve their overall mental and physical wellbeing, removing the financial
barrier to receiving treatment.
The program is strengthened by the active work of its Wings ambassadors, who are trained in mental health
first aid and are equipped to know what to look for, how to respond and where to best direct someone looking
for help.
We know all too well that so many people suffer in silence, and sometimes it is because they do not know
how or where to access support.
I commend the Hawthorn Amateurs for this important work and pay tribute to its president, Sam Waldron,
vice-president Sarah Delbosc and head of player welfare Sarah Ward, and I thank Pat Clancey and other
wings ambassadors for their continued advocacy of mental health.
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COVID-19
Mr MORRIS (Mornington)
It’s no secret that Victorian Labor have little time for the people of the Mornington Peninsula. They have held
government for 17 of the last 21 years, and we have become only too used to living with failing infrastructure
and underfunded services despite strong population growth.
But we have reached a new low in recent weeks, and Labor’s contempt has been plain to see since the stage 3
restrictions were reintroduced at the start of July.
When stage 3 began there were no coronavirus cases on the Mornington Peninsula. In fact, after adjustment,
there was only one case on the whole peninsula between late May and the start of the shutdown.
The City of Greater Geelong, across the bay, had active cases when stage 3 restrictions were imposed on the
peninsula, yet they avoided the shutdown. When we went to stage 4, they did not.
Between 8 July and yesterday Geelong had experienced 295 cases of the virus compared with 120 on the
peninsula—two and a half times as many cases, yet peninsula residents remained locked in their homes and
local business remained closed by order of the government.
But from today the people of Geelong are able to travel—as long as they stay away from Melbourne—allowed
to have five visitors in their homes and are free to resume outdoor sports and their favourite recreational
pursuits without limits.
The Premier claims to be driven by the science, but there’s not much science in the decision to punish the
peninsula.
I am not saying close down Geelong; they’ve earned their freedom. But it’s about time the government admit
the peninsula is not part of metropolitan Melbourne, that it never has been, and immediately return us to
regional Victoria, where we have always belonged.

PADDY GARRITTY
Ms HALL (Footscray)
It is with great sadness that I acknowledge the passing of a wonderful ally to Melbourne’s west and the creative
arts community.
Paddy Garritty was one of the most dedicated activists Melbourne ever produced. Paddy was a merchant
seaman, a painter and a docker.
A champion of working and marginalised people, Paddy was instrumental in reimagining the workers
palace—Victorian Trades Hall Council—into the thriving, creative hub that it is today.
We were so lucky to benefit from Paddy’s influence in Footscray.
Paddy served as the director of the Footscray Community Arts Centre for years and deserves great recognition
for making it what it is today.
Paddy showed a generation of working people that the arts weren’t solely reserved for the upper echelons—
they are ours.
He understood that telling our stories, be it in song, on stage or visually, is more than important—it is our
birthright.
Over the course of his life it is difficult to identify some form or area of the arts that Paddy didn’t meaningfully
interact with.
Music, comedy, literature, sculpture and even circus performance—all benefited from Paddy’s enthusiastic
support and guidance.
In mourning Paddy, we don’t just mourn the passing of a great man; we recognise a legacy that I hope will
bring comfort to his family and loved ones.
Vale, comrade.
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COVID-19
Mr BURGESS (Hastings)
From the beginning of the coronavirus pandemic in March I have received literally thousands of messages from
confused, unhappy, frustrated and frightened constituents and non-constituents. These people have all been
concerned about the way the Andrews government has handled this health crisis and the state’s economy and
the way it included the Mornington Peninsula in Metropolitan Melbourne for COVID-19 restriction purposes.
No-one apportioned blame to the Premier or his government for the first Victorian wave of the pandemic,
even when the Premier continually broke from the agreed and successful strategies of national cabinet.
However, when that deviation involved the refusal of Australian Defence Force assistance for guarding
returning travellers in hotel quarantine and use of inexperienced and untrained people in the roles of security
guards instead, the consequences for our state became very deadly. The failures of hotel quarantine in
allowing the virus to escape into the community began the second wave of COVID-19 in our state, and the
failure of Victoria’s tracking and tracing system allowed it to spread out of control.
Australia’s other jurisdictions have all been able to keep the virus under control through well-managed hotel
quarantine and effective tracking and tracing, managing to avoid a second wave and without the need for the
harsh lockdowns and curfews imposed by the Andrews government.
While Andrews governments have lurched from failure to failure in the past, the cost to Victorians has been
only financially. These most recent failures, however, have come at a far greater price, costing millions of
people their freedoms, tens of thousands their livelihoods and to date more than 700 Victorians their lives.
And despite all that, this man continues to carry on as if nothing has happened, standing up in front of the
media every day as if he deserves to be there. The arrogance is breathtaking.
This Labor government’s disgraceful performance has continued with its shameful overreach for yet more
power and control over the lives of Victorians. By using its numbers and the votes of complicit Greens MPs,
Labor has doubled down, passing legislation extending state-of-emergency powers and its ability to impose
more of the same harsh restrictions for a further 12 months, even in circumstances where there is zero virus
in the state.
Then, to remove any doubt that this Premier is just making it up as he goes along, came his road map out,
which was a road to nowhere and his captain’s-call curfew—a law imprisoning Victorians in their homes
between 8.00 pm and 5.00 am. The Premier’s conduct has been unprecedented, unconscionable and very
likely unlawful. So obviously proud of his curfew was the Premier that he tried hard to give credit for it to the
state’s chief health officer, Victoria Police and then anyone else not in the room. In keeping with every other
scandal the Premier has been involved in, he ducked and dodged and refused to answer questions, trying to
weasel his way out of responsibility.
I’ve not seen anything like this government’s embarrassing performance. Labor has turned Australia’s leading
state into the nation’s pariah.
I’ve been contacted by frustrated businesses wanting to restart, parents wanting schools to reopen, families
wanting to visit sick and dying relatives and, very sadly, people so distraught they were considering
committing suicide.
My community have had their lives disrupted and their liberties denied. Over the past six months we have
seen businesses destroyed, schools closed and families not able to properly celebrate events such as Anzac
Day, Easter, Mother’s Day, Father’s Day, weddings, anniversaries, birthdays and funerals.
Tragically, people have also been denied the opportunity to hold a dying loved one’s hand, to look into their
eyes, to be with them and comfort them in their final moments.
Victorians are genuinely concerned about the lack of accountability and oversight of the government’s
management and decision-making; they are dismayed that their Parliament has not sat regularly and that there
has been no genuine attempt to provide real answers to the many concerns they have.
Our parliamentary system has been bypassed by the Andrews government, and in doing that it is in contempt
of Victorians as well as our democratic system. The Premier and his gang of eight ministers have become
drunk on the power they’ve stolen from everyday Victorians.
The government was already in grave financial trouble in having to borrow $24.5 billion to prop up its failing
economic management, and now its poor handling of this COVID-19 health crisis has only exacerbated this
dire situation for all Victorians.
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YOUNG PEOPLE WITH A PURPOSE
Mr BURGESS (Hastings)
Young People with a Purpose—‘You are not alone’.
Young People with a Purpose is an online community and inner circle where you can share your story or just
pop in for a chat. This group is a message to all young people struggling with mental health issues or life in
general that they are not alone.
I would like to acknowledge the great work of Hastings electorate resident, Hannah Swinnerton, the creator
of this amazing initiative.
This initiative is to reach out to young people between the ages of 13 and 30 struggling through COVID-19
lockdowns and other mental health issues and to provide them with the opportunity to socialise with people
in their own age group.
Hannah started this initiative after experiencing her own difficulties through her school years, where she was
bullied and consequentially diagnosed with mental health issues. To her great credit Hannah has learned to
help herself by reaching out to and helping others with similar challenges.

COVID-19
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne)
Today I would like to express my support, appreciation and gratitude that so many in our Filipino community
are contributing to our fight against coronavirus.
Recently I caught up via Zoom with leaders of their community to discuss the challenges we are facing during
the pandemic. I would like to take this opportunity to thank Melba Marginson for her leadership in bringing
her community together, for the wisdom she brought to the conversation and for her expertise in chairing the
meeting.
It was a real pleasure to have such an enriching and detailed conversation particularly on the role of Filipino
healthcare workers in Victoria. Many of our healthcare workers in Victorian hospitals and aged-care facilities
are from our Filipino community.
It is not hyperbole to say that there are few who have contributed and sacrificed more than our fellow members
from the Filipino community.
They are in the forefront of combatting the virus, and many of them are from my community in Cranbourne.
There have been few times that I have been prouder to contribute in Parliament in recognition of so many.
And to all Filipino Australians working on our last line of defence, I say thank you.

LATROBE VALLEY BATTERY RECYCLING PLANT
Mr NORTHE (Morwell)
Over time I have spoken to many concerned local residents in regard to the proposed Chunxing battery
recycling plant earmarked for construction in Hazelwood North in my electorate. The project has recently
received EPA approval, and a planning permit will be considered by Latrobe city councillors this evening. By
way of background and on behalf of the Hazelwood North Community Action Group and the wider
community, I have written many letters to various state government ministers raising questions and issues
with regard to the proposal. One such letter was to the Minister for Planning in the seeking of an environmental
effects statement for the proposal, which was rejected by the Minister for Planning much to the
disappointment of many within our community. Further correspondence was also sent to the Minister for
Regional Development back in January of this year asking if the state had provided funding or was intending
to provide funding to the proponents. Despite repeated attempts over many months to elicit a response, an
answer has still not been received despite a decision on this proposal being made tonight. It is little wonder
the community is sceptical of the government’s position when they are unable or unwilling to provide any
information as to their involvement or not in this proposal. Our community deserves better than to be ignored
on such important matters.
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COVID-19
Mr NORTHE (Morwell)
I would also like to highlight an issue in relation to inconsistencies in the application of the COVID rules and
associated safety concerns with respect to learn-to-swim classes. At the moment outdoor pools can be open,
and it doesn’t seem to make any logical sense that indoor pools remain closed for the purposes of swimming
lessons. As has been expressed to me by concerned swimming instructors and parents of young children, in
the last two months five children aged two years and under have died from drowning in Victoria. The lack of
access to accredited training may exacerbate these devastating occurrences into the future. As we approach
summer I cannot help but feel that we have not supported young Victorians in learning this vital life skill and
sincerely hope that the government is looking closely at this risk as part of their restrictions and road maps
moving forward and as we approach the warmer months.

COVID-19
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree)
Thank you to the Ballarat community for their efforts to reduce the spread of COVID-19 by following the rules
and staying safe. Thanks for all you have given up. Thanks for coming up with creative ways to stay connected
while staying at home. Thanks for supporting your children’s learning at home, and thanks to our teachers.
Thank you to our healthcare workers who have cared for the 59 people in our community who have had
COVID. We now have zero active cases, thanks to our world-class health care in Ballarat.
Thank you to our local businesses for being resilient and innovative during this second challenging lockdown.
Thanks to Commerce Ballarat for their initiative and strong advocacy during the pandemic.
Thank you to the Premier for his steadfast leadership, Professor Brett Sutton for his evidence-based health
advice and ministers for their tireless work. Thanks to their hardworking staff, particularly Ash Munoz and
Abby Pinskier.
Thank you to my brilliant team—Kallista Kaval, Matt Burns and Caroline Vanderklift-Stobart—for going
above and beyond to support me and assist Wendouree constituents during this challenging time.
The move to step 3 restrictions has been most welcomed. We are looking forward to children returning to
school and life getting back to what we know. I am confident that our local businesses will thrive again with
strong community support.
Thank you, Ballarat.

COVID-19
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton)
The state government’s so called ‘Coronavirus roadmap to reopening’ signs the death warrant for thousands
of Victorian businesses and jobs. And it is a sledgehammer to our sanity. Small businesses are being destroyed
because the Premier has implemented policy that cuts the private sector off at the knees.
As Paul Zahra, the chief executive officer of the Australian Retailers Association, has said: ‘In its current
form, we predict the roadmap measures will mean the permanent loss of up to 50 per cent of Victorian small
retail operations that might otherwise survive, leaving … thousands of people unemployed’. The chief
executive officer of Wesfarmers, Rob Scott, said ‘this latest announcement creates more uncertainty and
hardship and will inflict a greater personal and economic cost, not just to the people of Melbourne but the
whole of Australia’. And Wes Lambert, the CEO of Restaurant & Catering Australia said, ‘businesses held
on believing as long as infection rate was dropping and getting to a manageable level they would be able to
open their business in some way from September 14, they feel betrayed’.
The community’s response has been resounding. Paul wrote: ‘I believe the backlash to his policy will be
unprecedented … people are very upset about today’s so-called roadmap’. Catherine wrote, ‘I am further
disappointed and gobsmacked with this decision’. Another, Sarah, wrote: ‘strongly urge the government to
consider the mental health aspect of this trauma on our kids’. And another, Lucinda, wrote: ‘today, Victoria
is devastated, and hope has been cancelled’. And yet another, Amanda, wrote: ‘the current Victorian
government is out of control and needs to be held accountable for their heavy-handed, bullying, manipulative
ways’. Victoria’s economy, businesses, and jobs have been wiped out by a misguided government who does
not understand the private sector.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
2356

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 17 September 2020

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton)
This government is systematically dismantling Victorian democracy and its institutions. Parliament has
become occasional, cabinet has been forgotten, and Labor’s own caucus has been cast aside. And dangerously,
the Premier is selectively choosing which laws apply to him, saying recently that human rights laws are ‘not
the first consideration’. At the same time, the state government is weaponising and using the police as a
wartime force. We have watched images of police arresting a pregnant woman, a man being arrested and
kicked in the head while being pinned to the ground and hundreds of armour-clad officers swarming the
internationally iconic Queen Victoria Market. And the government has rammed new laws into Parliament
creating a new power to obtain people deemed as ‘high risk persons’. Derek Scott, the principal of Haileybury
college and last year’s Australian School Principal of the Year, recently spoke about the impact of the state
government’s disregard for democracy on our children, saying: ‘We are always encouraging our students to
be good citizens and think about the parliamentary democratic process being integral to the freedoms that we
have and yet, that is the first thing we have cast aside when we reach a crisis. There was no debate, no broad
discussion, no alternative views put. I think that is a great pity and I think we are going to have to work really
hard on the other side of this to rebuild respect, integrity and trust in our political institutions’. This
government is picking apart the building blocks of who we are as a people and what we are as a state. And
they have done so with indifference to our values—values that have always been innately respectful of our
rights and freedoms. History will remember the decisions of this government with shame.

COVID-19
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton)
The state government’s inability to manage hotel quarantine has not only caused the second coronavirus wave
and the avoidable deaths of more than 700 Victorians but is also a major roadblock to overseas citizens
returning home. Victorians have a right to return. As John has written: ‘My family is facing severe financial,
emotional and mental hardship and I fear for our future if this situation continues much longer … we feel
completely lost and I am worried about mental health issues that may lead to serious outcomes should this
problem protract any further’. There are an estimated 25 000 Australians overseas, 20 000 of which have
registered their interest in returning home with the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade. The recent work
by the federal government and most states, other than Victoria, to lift the weekly cap on arrivals from 4000 to
6000 has brought hope to people living in other states. We know that the Victorian government shut down
hotel quarantine as an admission of being unable to stop the spread of the coronavirus. Victorians will never
forget that when the Premier last managed quarantine he left the quarantine door open. As Katie wrote to me:
‘I am disappointed in the way that Melbourne has handled hotel quarantine … Australians overseas should
not be punished for it by not being able to get home in the indefinite future’. The combined failure of hotel
quarantine, coupled with a Third World-grade contact-tracing system, will be remembered as the biggest
failure in public policy in our lifetime. The state government needs to provide Victorians overseas with
certainty and give them a time line for when they can come home. Victorians have a right to return. The
Premier cannot keep ignoring our neighbours who are stuck overseas and want to come home.

COVID-19
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton)
The lack of support for sole traders in Victoria is wrong and unjust. The measly sole-trader support package
announced by the state government has missed the mark. Only 33 000 of Victoria’s 412 000 sole traders are
eligible. A staggering 92 per cent of the state’s sole traders are ineligible. The support is only available to
traders who operate from a commercial premises or location as a tenant. What a limp attempt to help hundreds
of thousands of desperate Victorians. This government should be ashamed of itself. Sadly, the lack of support
for sole traders disproportionately affects women. Hundreds of my constituents, many of them mothers, are
pleading for help. As Diana wrote: ‘Why is it that the Victorian government has chipped in no money
whatsoever to keep—predominantly self-employed women/mothers—in employment during this time? … It
is of no surprise to me that … data has shown that women are being disproportionately impacted by these
onerous restrictions. The hypocrisy is just breathtaking, as is the complete contempt for female entrepreneurs
by this government’. The Premier cannot keep turning his back on private enterprise and people across
Victoria who are begging for help.
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COVID-19
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton)
Young Victorian children are hurting, and many are being left behind. The damage caused to our young
children by the state government’s restrictions is unconscionable and unforgivable. As Julie recently wrote:
‘we really need to know what the plan is for children … This would provide families with some much-needed
hope’. The mental health damage amongst young teens in our community is real. The Australian Childhood
Foundation’s August report, A Lasting Legacy: The Impact of COVID-19 on Children and Parents, found
that 38 per cent of parents felt their children were more anxious, 37 per cent felt their children were more
stressed, and 30 per cent felt that their children were sleeping less. The report concluded that 80 per cent of
children acutely felt the absence of playing with their friends, 65 per cent of parents felt their children missed
going to school, 62 per cent of children missed playing sport and more than two-thirds of children missed
their extended family and grandparents. A co-authored report released this week by Kids Helpline and the
Australian Human Rights Commission, Impacts of COVID-19 on Children and Young People who Contact
Kids Helpline, found that the restrictions have had a profoundly negative impact on children and young
people. Kids Helpline responded to 26 709 counselling contacts from children and young people aged
between 5 and 25 between January and the end of April this year—a 12 per cent increase on the same period
last year. Of the 2567 children and young people who raised COVID-19, as many as 10 per cent also had
suicide-related concerns. The report concludes COVID-19 ‘has seriously disrupted the routines and lives of
children and young people, and the challenges of social isolation have at times been overwhelming …
Children and young people are being disproportionately affected by the psychological and economic fallout
of the pandemic’. The damage being done to our young children is profound, and people of good conscience
must not let it continue.

PARKINSON’S VICTORIA
Mr EREN (Lara)
Some in the house may have already heard that in December last year I was diagnosed with Parkinson’s.
On Father’s Day 2016 I died for 3 minutes after a cardiac arrest. I survived, and with medication, expected to
live a healthy life. Parkinson’s is not like that. There is no going back. Parkinson’s is now part of my life.
I didn’t know much about Parkinson’s before my diagnosis. But now I know it’s prevalent and it can be
debilitating. It is progressive and there is no cure. I also know that 27 000 other Victorians like me live with
Parkinson’s every day.
Arming yourself with knowledge is key to managing the symptoms of Parkinson’s. That is why Parkinson’s
Victoria is so important. They are here for all Victorians living with Parkinson’s, their families and carers.
Living with Parkinson’s presents physical, mental, emotional and financial challenges, but coronavirus—
COVID-19—has had a significant impact. Social isolating and distancing has been even more important for
people with underlying health conditions, including Parkinson’s.
That is why the support offered by Parkinson’s Victoria is more vital now than ever before. Continuing an
outreach program to help those who are struggling and innovating with telehealth, education and online
support are key to Parkinson’s Victoria being able to continue to help us manage and live well with
Parkinson’s during this pandemic and beyond.
After learning about Parkinson’s Victoria and the vital services it offers, I have taken up the exciting
opportunity of being ambassador for 27forParkinson’s. I invite you to join me or support me with a donation
in the 27forParkinson’s 2020 challenge.
27forParkinson’s will ask people to get out within their local communities to walk at their own pace 27 times
across 27 days during the month of October to raise funds for people living with Parkinson’s.
The event is a fundraiser for Parkinson’s Victoria but will also create a sense of togetherness within a
community who understand and support each other, which is more important now than ever.
I would like to encourage anyone in the house who would like to be more actively involved with my efforts
to discuss 27forParkinson’s with me.
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COVID-19
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon)
I would like to thank regional Victoria and indeed all Victorians for their hard work these past few months.
Thanks to your sacrifice, your diligence and your consideration, the spread of coronavirus in our state has
dramatically declined. As a consequence, the regions, including my electorate of South Barwon, are able to
begin opening up and hospitality businesses can begin to accept seated customers again. Thank you for your
hard work, Victorians. This achievement is a credit to you all.

SURF COAST DISTINCTIVE AREAS AND LANDSCAPES PROGRAM
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon)
I’d also like to talk about the Surf Coast, a beautiful and iconic region of our state. One year ago the Minister
for Planning and I officially declared Torquay, Jan Juc and surrounds as a distinctive area and landscape,
beginning an important consultation process that is still ongoing. This process will establish height limits and
permanent town boundaries in legislation, protecting these iconic communities from inappropriate and
excessive development for generations to come.

DIGGERS REST RECREATION RESERVE
Mr J BULL (Sunbury)
At the start of this month I had the fantastic opportunity to announce a $2.5 million contribution to the Diggers
Rest Recreation Reserve Master Plan to deliver brand new facilities for the Diggers Rest and Burra
community as part of the Andrews Labor government’s Growing Suburbs Fund.
Speaker, as you know, this year has not been easy, so I was thrilled to be able to announce virtually such a
fantastic new project for our community.
Projects like this don’t happen but for sustained and consistent advocacy by the local community. For quite
some time I’ve been working with Melton City Council, the Diggers Rest Football Netball Club and
associated community groups as they develop a new master plan for the Diggers Rest Recreation Reserve.
This funding will fast-track the project and help to deliver a brand-new two-storey pavilion and deliver the
comprehensive master plan approved by Melton City Council. The pavilion will include female-friendly
changing rooms to support women’s and girls’ participation in local sport and a large new space for
community events.
Not only will the project deliver state-of-the-art facilities, it will also deliver local jobs.
I’d like to take this opportunity to thank the Minister for Local Government in the other place, Melton council
mayor Lara Carli and ward councillors, alongside CEO Kel Tori.
This funding and the project would not have been made possible without the advocacy of local clubs,
including Diggers Rest Football Netball Club, Diggers Rest Junior Football Netball Club, Diggers Rest
Auskick, Diggers Rest Bulla Village Cricket Club, Diggers Rest Tennis Club, Diggers Rest Burras Football
Club, Diggers Rest CFA, TRY Australia Children’s Services, Diggers Rest Primary School, Bob and Jean
Rau and the Diggers Rest Residents Association.
I also make particular mention of Ben, Rhys and Lance, from Diggers Rest Burras, who have championed
this project from its inception.
Never have projects such as this been more important for our community and local sport.

COVID-19
Mr J BULL (Sunbury)
I want to take this opportunity to thank all of those local businesses and traders in my community who have
spoken to me about the challenges they have faced over these past six months due to COVID-19.
Unquestionably these past six months have been incredibly hard on our small business community, and that’s
why I was very pleased to see a massive new support package of $3 billion in cash grants, tax relief and
cashflow support to Victorian businesses announced by the Premier on Sunday.
Over $1.1 billion in cash grants will support small- and medium-sized businesses that are most affected by
coronavirus restrictions, including $822 million as part of the third round of the Business Support Fund.
Around 75 000 eligible businesses with payrolls up to $10 million will receive grants of $10 000, $15 000 or
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$20 000 depending on their size. More than 108 000 businesses have already shared in $1.47 billion from the
first two rounds of Business Support Fund grants.
I was also thrilled to see support for our bars, restaurants, pubs, clubs, hotels and reception centres, as the
government will establish a $251 million dedicated Licenced Venue Fund, with grants of between $10 000
and $30 000 for licensed venues of all shapes and sizes. The government is also providing further relief by
waiving liquor licence fees for 2021.
We will keep working with businesses to help them bounce back and get back to doing what they do best—
thank you again. We are with you, and I look forward to working together as we recover and go into 2021.

MARTIN TAYLOR
Ms WARD (Eltham)
I acknowledge and thank Martin Taylor, a trained paramedic and member of the Australian Army. Martin
kindly joined GoodSAM as a responder last December. GoodSAM is a phone app that alerts responders to
nearby cardiac arrests, saving lives by having a trained first aider provide CPR in the crucial first minutes after
a cardiac arrest. Martin began raising funds through a GoFundMe campaign to purchase a defibrillator that
he could take when responding to a call-out. He raised $1300 and donated the rest of the money himself. This
is an extraordinarily generous action, and I am grateful to know that people like Martin are in my community,
ready to help at a moment’s notice—help that will save lives.

ELTHAM ELECTORATE EMERGENCY SERVICES WORKERS
Ms WARD (Eltham)
A huge thank you to our local emergency services volunteers for their tireless work during recent storms. The
wild weather at the end of August brought trees down across my electorate, resulting in call-outs throughout
the night. As always, Nillumbik SES were there to assist. On 28 August they were called out to over
115 incidents, with trees fallings across fences, roofs and roads. They were helped in their efforts to make our
community safer, thanks to Eltham CFA and Research CFA.

APOLLO PARKWAYS PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms WARD (Eltham)
Grade 3 at Apollo Parkways Primary School are awesome. I was lucky to see them all recently in a Webex
meeting, where they spoke to me about all of their concerns regarding recycling and waste. Visiting schools
online isn’t quite the same as face to face, but I am very glad and grateful for the opportunity to listen to these
engaged and informed students. Not only did they have a lot of questions—from cigarette butts to sea life to
plastic bags—they also gave helpful suggestions of how we can do better, as a community and as a
government. They have given me some homework to do, which I will happily complete. A special shout-out
to Esher. Thank you, Grade 3, for meeting with me. I loved meeting you all.

MOUNT WAVERLEY ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley)
As we continue to rise to the challenges that this year gives us, we continue to support our teachers, students
and wider school communities. This year has meant adapting and finding innovative ways of educating our
kids. Whilst we’re on that topic, I want to again send my personal admiration and thanks to our principals,
educators, support staff—and let’s not forget all the parents who have been facilitating remote learning for
their children.
The pandemic has been at the forefront of all our minds, but significant milestones are still taking place in our
community. We continue our record investment in local schools with exciting projects in the planning stages,
underway or completed right across the Mount Waverley district.
Brentwood Secondary’s new VCE centre has architects appointed, and we are excited to see Tectura’s designs
being finalised on this project. I know my community is looking forward to tracking its progress and
transformation.
In 2018 I met with principal Karen Wade and technology teachers at Mount Waverley Secondary College,
who discussed their dream to have a STEAM centre on the senior campus.
Following the Premier’s announcement back in May, I was delighted to be able to inform my community of
the allocation of $795 200 in planning funding as part of the Victorian government’s $1.18 billion education
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infrastructure building works package. I am also happy to report that late last month BKK Architects were
appointed to this project, and they are currently working with the school to plan this exciting upgrade.
But there is more on the go: Mount Waverley North Primary School’s inclusive outdoor play area will go to
tender in October. The list goes on, and so does the work of our government in ensuring our children have
the best opportunity to reach their potential.

COVID-19
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley)
On another matter, I was very disappointed to discover that the Qantas executive announced its plans to sack
2500 workers and presumably offer them the same job under another company to do the same work at most
likely less pay. Seriously? In the middle of a pandemic when Qantas has received $800 million in assistance
from the commonwealth government. I thank the Transport Workers Union for their work in highlighting this
very poor decision. Lift your game, Qantas.
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East)
I refer to chapter 9 and page 229 of the report and the reference to attracting tourism to Victoria.
As East Gippsland recovers from fires and coronavirus, a major part of our recovery will have to be tourism
related.
As of this week we could welcome back visitors from other regional areas of Victoria. One of the downsides
to this is we do not have the public parks open and infrastructure rebuilt nine months after the fires. That is a
disgrace but a matter I have raised in a separate contribution this week so will move on.
So I want to talk about tourism investment. It is clear there will be a stronger than normal domestic tourism
market as people shy away from international travel—should it be allowed at all.
The bushfire-hit regions of Victoria that rely on tourism but have been denied any tourists for nine months
must be prioritised for support.
I know there are some funds set aside, but we will need ongoing support for a lengthy period to assist our
local economy to rebuild. That is the commitment we need from this government.
I refer to paragraph 9.9 and page 226 of the PAEC report and the statement:
State of Discovery: growing confident communities and responsible mining (funding allocated in
2019–20: $0.8 million).
On this topic of mining, I wish to raise the current situation with the Fingerboards mineral sands proposal in
my electorate.
It is no secret Victoria has been through a lot of late, my region probably the most with two states of disaster
this year, one for the fires and of course COVID.
I understand the minister has allowed 40 business days for comments on the EES released a few weeks ago.
Whilst I understand this is an extension of two weeks on the normal situation, I believe, under the
circumstances, this should be longer.
I have therefore written to the minister seeking a one-month extension.
I also add that following this process there is an independent review to be undertaken, and while this follows
the EES, I have made it clear to the minister in separate correspondence that this should not be held over the
Christmas period when, hopefully after COVID, many families will be taking a well-earned break.
I await the minister’s consideration of these two requests.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows)
I refer to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry into the budget estimates and the contribution
from the Treasurer as Minister for Economic Development on how Victoria is trying to strengthen economic
performance with a range of mechanisms. As part of the Victorian government’s commitment to recovery
post COVID-19, I will continue updating Parliament on developments in the strategy I have prosecuted for
more than two decades to coordinate the three tiers of government, business and civil society to create greater
opportunities. This is critical for Broadmeadows to become a prototype for economic and social recovery
under the Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board 4.0 model I have launched to deliver new industries and jobs,
secure new investments and the practical implementation of the triple helix model to deliver the Victorian
government’s priorities.
Utmost urgency is required from Hume City Council to commit to shovel-ready and pipeline projects for the
post COVID-19 comeback before the council moves into caretaker mode for upcoming elections.
Broadmeadows offers the biggest benefit for the entire municipality because of unique assets that have been
secured through hard-fought campaigns. The vision, plan and strategies have been defined and a number of
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financial investments secured. Opportunities are vital and urgent and must not be squandered by delays or
short-sightedness.
Timing is critical so investments can be leveraged for forthcoming budgets and to define Broadmeadows as
a prototype for economic and social recovery. Hume City Council was a participant and supporter of the
initiatives agreed by the Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board in 2017. These investments are now crucial.
The council asked me to intervene to secure a breakthrough on the MOU for the redevelopment of the loop
road at Camp Road, which was successful. The Victorian government wants to see progress to unlock the
value this opportunity provides as a matter of urgency.
The Victorian government also wants to know what financial commitments Hume City Council is making to
economic recovery post COVID-19 by investing in infrastructure projects and new industries and jobs when
the cost of money is at a historic low. Key assets harnessed in Broadmeadows that will provide new industries
and jobs benefiting the entire municipality include:
•

leveraging the value of the $500 million investments in the Ford Motor Company’s sites;

•

investing Australia’s multitrillion-dollar superannuation funds into community revitalisation and
housing affordability;

•

successfully securing the revitalisation of Broadmeadows to the status of a priority, ‘transformative
project’ under the city deal proposal for Melbourne’s north-west.

Advanced manufacturing to secure independent supply chains to protect Australia’s sovereignty, featuring
CSL, which would manufacture therapies and vaccines for COVID-19, and Ford, which is manufacturing
100 000 face shields to fight the pandemic.
Other major business investors and SMEs have approached me seeking opportunities for investment under
the Broadmeadows Revitalisation 4.0 collaborative strategy.
Kangan Institute has written to me to express thanks for the success of the Broadmeadows Revitalisation
Board 4.0’s strategy and advocacy in delivering an important investment of $5.58 million from the Victorian
government for the Sustainable Plumbing Centre. The upgraded and refurbished facility at the Broadmeadows
campus will have the capacity from next year to train about 300 additional students, mostly apprentices,
addressing an urgent skills gap across Victoria. This is another case study implementing the triple helix model.
Such investment is also important to Kangan Institute’s financial sustainability at this critical time.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Victorian Government’s Response to the COVID-19 Pandemic
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn)
I wish to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s interim report in relation to its inquiry into
the Victorian government’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic.
May I begin by commending the interim minority report of the committee to the house. Unlike the majority
report, which reads like a propaganda piece for the Andrews Labor government, the minority report actually
lays bare the litany of failures this Labor government has caused, resulting in Victoria being the only state in
the country to suffer a second wave of COVID-19 and, sadly, nearly 740 Victorians losing their lives. The
government should hang its head in shame for being responsible for the greatest public policy failure that has
led to untold damage to Victoria and Victorians.
The report makes clear that mismanagement by the Labor government of the COVID-19 pandemic has
resulted in harsh restrictions on activities and businesses being reimposed. Victoria’s borders have been
closed. Public housing towers were locked down. People were locked down suburb by suburb. Businesses
have been forced to close for months on end and have been provided no clear roadmap to reopen and recover.
Hundreds of thousands of jobs have been lost. Indeed, the only reference you will find to the second wave of
COVID-19 in the majority report is in chapter 2, where it refers to the fact there had been a ‘recent and
significant increase in cases since early June 2020’ which led to the reintroduction of restrictions.
This was a devastating blow to all Victorians who had done the right thing, limited their movement and stayed
in isolation. Yet, despite Victorians’ hard work, this Labor government’s catastrophic failures in hotel
quarantine, which caused 99 per cent of all cases in the second wave and exposed significant flaws in
Victoria’s public health system, meant strict lockdown measures for metropolitan Melbourne were
reintroduced. It is the reintroduction of restrictions and the scope of the area that metropolitan Melbourne
covers that I wish to focus my contribution on.
I am proud to represent the most magnificent part of Victoria that is now hurting. The Evelyn electorate takes
in most of the Yarra Valley region, known internationally for its fruit and vegetable produce, world-class
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vineyards, beef, sheep and poultry farms, and flower farms. The region is characterised by its agricultural
production and is one of Victoria’s top tourist destinations. Yet my community has very genuine and
reasonable concerns regarding the classification of Yarra Valley towns and farmlands as metropolitan
Melbourne in relation to the COVID-19 restrictions.
It makes no sense for the Yarra Valley to be included in Melbourne’s harsh lockdown restrictions outlined in
section 2.3.1 of the report. Despite the Premier’s evidence to this inquiry stating that all decisions of his
government are based on health advice, the decision to classify the country townships and farmlands of the
Yarra Valley as metropolitan Melbourne was not. No medical evidence has been given by the chief health
officer for locking up regional communities of the Yarra Valley and treating them like they are an inner-city
suburb of Melbourne. The only reason why the Yarra Valley is included in Melbourne’s lockdown is because
of arbitrary bureaucratic lines drawn on a map.
In contrast, Geelong was able to continue with more flexibility and lesser restrictions due to their status as
part of regional Victoria despite recording 44 per cent more cases of COVID-19 infections than the Yarra
Ranges municipality. This comparison makes it clear that medical advice is not driving these restrictions,
rather lazy government bureaucracy which is causing untold damage to Yarra Valley businesses and jobs.
The Yarra Valley is renowned for tourism and events, yet local jobs in these sectors have been decimated.
Chapter 5 of the report confirms expenditure in Victoria’s tourism industry, broadly, is forecast to drop by a
staggering $23.3 billion in 2020, 72 per cent lower than in 2019, and this was before the COVID-19 second
wave. The report outlined a significant lack of any government support to the tour-and-transport sector,
something the Yarra Valley heavily relies on. It is no understatement, as the Victorian Tourism Industry
Council told the inquiry, to say the tourism industry is in crisis.
Yarra Valley wineries, farm gates, wedding venues, restaurants, and related businesses have been forced to
close, with thousands of people being stood down from their jobs, due to the increased restrictions of the
metropolitan Melbourne zone. This is despite there being nothing metropolitan about the Yarra Valley. The
Yarra Valley is marked by country communities and farmlands, distinct from the suburban sprawl and highrise towers of Melbourne. The Premier’s recent announcement that the metro and regional border definitions
will not change in relation to COVID restrictions is short-sighted and again lacks credibility because it’s based
on no scientific or medical evidence.
Unless restrictions are eased soon, the economic and mental health consequences will become too hard to
bear for many families and small businesses. As the executive summary of the report rightly points out,
increased restrictions have ‘had an enormous impact on the economy with many businesses shutting down’.
It is time the Premier stops ignoring Yarra Valley communities. I call on the Premier and his Labor
government to immediately act and remove the Yarra Valley’s inclusion from the metropolitan Melbourne
lockdown, let Yarra Valley locals get back to work and back in business, and provide these regional
communities with much needed relief they deserve.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Conduct of the 2018 Victorian State Election
Dr READ (Brunswick)
The report recommends an inquiry into reforming upper house voting in recommendation 49.
This is urgent as an inquiry must be completed with sufficient time for the government to consider
recommendations and for the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) to put them into effect. It should have
occurred before the last election.
The great majority of submissions to this inquiry called for upper house voting reform, specifically for an end
to group voting tickets, described in the report and summarised in my minority report. Backroom preference
deals between micro political parties led to the election to the Legislative Council of candidates with very
small primary votes, at the expense of others who had received up to 10 times as many votes.
Glenn Druery organised the deals for a fee and manipulated preference flows so that a vote for a microparty
usually elected someone from a very different party, often with a very different platform, that the voter may
not have even been aware of. As a consequence six candidates elected to the upper house received a primary
vote of less than 4 per cent, less than a quarter of a quota, and less than other unelected candidates.
During this pandemic, when all MPs are interacting with our constituents at unprecedented levels, it should
be clear to all that we are answerable to our constituents. They put us here and they can remove us. But not in
the upper house. There, six to eight members would not have been elected without the help of Mr Druery and
group voting tickets. They do not answer to the people. Their parties, the parties they deal with and even
Mr Druery have more power to demand accountability and to remove them than do the people of Victoria.
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Psephologist Kevin Bonham argues that ‘the purpose of elections should be to elect MPs who have mandates
to their community and who are accountable mainly to it for their ability to continue in office’. He says group
voting is a system ‘in which micro-party MPs are more accountable to the whims of backroom operators and
other parties than they are to voters’. And that ‘the system is farcically broken, should not have been allowed
to persist at the 2018 election, and needs to be changed with bipartisan support prior to the next Victorian
election.’ The government must urgently fix this farcical, broken system.
I also draw attention to finding 59 and recommendation 40 in the report. A Greens candidate in 2018 was
subjected to a campaign of racial intimidation outside the prepoll office and outside polling booths on election
day. Even other candidates and voters complained about it. He repeatedly sought assistance from VEC staff,
most of whom did not intervene. Police attendance was infrequent and unhelpful.
This will probably happen again. Therefore the VEC should prepare its staff to support candidates who are
harassed and work with police to ensure that campaigning and election outcomes are unaffected. People of
colour often experience not being heard when they report discrimination or harassment. I support
recommendation 40, but it should go further. The VEC and Victoria Police must work together to ensure that
people of colour are not deterred from participating in our democracy.
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EILDON ELECTORATE
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (3884)
My question is to the Premier.
Parts of Yarra Ranges and Nillumbik councils are very much rural—people live on farms and large blocks
and in small towns and hamlets. Many are involved in agriculture and horticulture and fight pests such as deer
and foxes—the same as those living in regional Victoria. Mail delivery is a challenge and non-existent in
places. Many communities are over 60 or even 80 kilometres from the CBD.
Residents in these areas consider that they live in the country, and overwhelmingly they want the Premier to
treat them the same as rural and regional Victorians when it comes to COVID restrictions.
Will you support those living in the non-urban areas of the Yarra Ranges and Nillumbik councils—areas like
Powelltown, Warburton, Don Valley, Healesville, Smiths Gully, St Andrews and Panton Hill unfairly swept
into the metropolitan classification for COVID-19 restrictions—and reclassify them as regional, not
metropolitan, for this purpose?

WENDOUREE ELECTORATE
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (3885)
My question is directed to the Minister for Employment and Minister for Small Business in the other place
and is about business support for local businesses in my electorate of Wendouree.
I wish to thank the minister for her support of Ballarat businesses that have had their livelihoods impacted by
the ongoing restrictions of the COVID pandemic and the tireless work she is doing to enable businesses to
recover as our economy reopens in a careful, cautious and COVID-safe way.
My question is: how many Ballarat businesses have received payments, grants and/or other refunds, waivers
and deferrals from the Victorian government to support them to date, and what further support is available from
the Victorian government to help Ballarat businesses prepare and thrive in a ‘COVID-normal’ economy?

GIPPSLAND EAST ELECTORATE
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (3886)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and the information I seek is
whether the minister will grant access to the new StateNet Mobile Radio service to contractors.
The StateNet Mobile Radio has been the centralised communication network for all emergency service
organisations responding and communicating remotely in Victoria.
In the past, the service has been available to remote working contractors awarded government contracts due
to their need to communicate with the relevant government agencies.
Over the past 18 months, emergency services have transitioned to the digital platform. As yet contractors have
not been told if they will have access to the new system or whether the old system will be maintained for their
use.
With expensive satellite phones the only remaining option, this expense is something businesses simply can’t
afford following the financial battering my electorate has had this year.
So the information I seek is: will access to the new system be provided or will the old system remain available
for use by emergency services contractors?

NARRE WARREN SOUTH ELECTORATE
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (3887)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Creative Industries regarding support during the coronavirus
pandemic. Minister, how has the state government continued to support our creative industries, particularly
in Narre Warren South, during this pandemic?
Melbourne is known for its incredible arts and music, and there are many local artists in my electorate who
are struggling while live venues are closed and audiences are limited.
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Along with some of my parliamentary colleagues, we will be celebrating our local arts community through a
virtual community forum complete with live performances.
I understand there have been announcements of $90 million in pandemic support, including $4.7 million in
quick response grants.
I would appreciate any further information on assistance for the creative artists in my electorate. I look forward
to sharing the minister’s response with my community at the forum, which he is also welcome to attend.

FERNTREE GULLY ELECTORATE
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (3888)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
I’ve been contacted by a number of parents from Fairhills High School.
Fairhills High School is well known in the Knox area for providing outstanding learning opportunities for
secondary students in Knox.
However, to be able to continue to provide students with these outstanding opportunities, the school seeks to
have a number of their facilities upgraded.
Many parents have asked when Fairhills High School will receive funding for their long-awaited stage 1
redevelopment and for the upgrade of their performing arts centre, which is not only used by the school
community but available for the Knox region as well.
Therefore, Minister, in response to the questions raised by the Fairhills High School parents, can you please
advise when Fairhills High School will receive their funding?

NORTHCOTE ELECTORATE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (3889)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Housing. Minister, can you provide an update to my
community on the status of the DHHS land adjacent to the Fulham Grange spur in Fairfield?
For many years this site has been home to Interact Australia, which provides individualised support services
to people living with a disability in our community. A section of the site has also been leased to the Fairfield
community garden.
Now that Interact Australia has ceased operations and is no longer a tenant of the site, the land has remained
vacant. And, as you know, it sits adjacent to a much larger vacant piece of land owned by VicTrack.
Together these sites on the corner of Grange and Heidelberg roads hold significant strategic value to my
community and offer an opportunity to improve on public amenity, safeguard connectivity and improve
service delivery.
My community would welcome an update on the DHHS component of this land and our ongoing efforts to
ensure its future use is sensitive to the values of my community and improves outcomes for residents.

SHEPPARTON ELECTORATE
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (3890)
My question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I ask the minister why the
Solar Homes battery rebate scheme excludes Shepparton district postcodes 3629, Mooroopna; 3616, Tatura;
and 3610, Murchison.
The Solar Homes program was established to support eligible Victorian households to install a solar battery by
providing a point-of-sale discount up to a maximum of $4838. In March 2020 the Solar Homes battery rebate
was expanded to 247 eligible postcodes, with some additional postcodes located in the Goulburn Valley.
A constituent from the Shepparton district who is building a new home in Tatura has contacted my office in
frustration after finding out that Tatura, even though it is so near to Shepparton, which is included in the
eligible postcodes, is not eligible for the rebate.
Despite meeting the criteria of high PV penetration, it seems the criteria ‘high growth suburb’ makes it an area
that is not considered a designated postcode. It seems the eligibility criteria for the scheme needs to be reviewed
to ensure our regional residents are not disadvantaged and locked out from the Solar Homes battery rebate.
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CARRUM ELECTORATE
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (3891)
My constituency question is for the Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts and Regions: COVID 19
and Minister for Industry Support and Recovery.
Minister, I have many small businesses and sole traders in my electorate. Many of them have adapted their
business models during the coronavirus pandemic and have done an extraordinary job of keeping their
workers in work whilst continuing to provide a range of services to my local community, and I thank them
for their resilience and care and support during these difficult times. But there are many small businesses that
have been hit hard and are needing support to help them get through to the other side of this pandemic.
Minister, a number of constituents in my electorate would like to know: what are some of the types of support
being provided to businesses in my electorate?
My constituents and I look forward to the minister’s response.

HASTINGS ELECTORATE
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (3892)
My question is directed to the Minister for Fishing and Boating, and the information I seek on behalf of the
coastal village community of Warneet is about assistance to reopen the Warneet jetties before the summer
season.
I wrote to the minister on 3 August asking for an explanation of why on 4 June 2020 both the Warneet North
and Warneet South jetties had been so suddenly closed. I thank the minister for her reply and for advising that
the closures were in the interests of public safety.
Regrettably, however, the minister failed to say why the government had allowed these two important public
jetties to deteriorate to such a state that they became unsafe and why no effort had been made to maintain
them to a safe standard.
The minister’s letter failed to say why in the ensuing three months no work has been performed to try and
reopen these jetties before the summer season or provide any indication of when funding would be made
available to repair these two important pieces of community infrastructure.
One of the great benefits of living in a coastal village like Warneet is access to the water, and Warneet
residents are bitterly disappointed that the state government chose to close their jetties with no warning or
explanation and with no effort being made to reopen them.
Today I am asking that the minister seek urgent advice from her department regarding the opportunity of
performing interim repairs on at least one of the jetties to allow its safe use by the public over the busy summer
months.
A responsible approach would have been to perform an upgrade on one of the jetties before either became
unsafe and then reopen it before repairing the other. A government that understood and cared about the needs
of Warneet residents would have upgraded at least one of the jetties over the winter months.
These jetties are important assets for the coastal villages. They attract great numbers of boating and fishing
enthusiasts over the summer and also generate vital income for local small businesses.
I urgently seek the minister’s assistance with this important matter.

RINGWOOD ELECTORATE
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (3893)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Housing.
Minister, what information can you provide to me regarding the government’s $500 million social housing
economic stimulus package and its benefits to the constituents of Ringwood? Supporting and building social
housing, particularly public housing, is an absolutely vital component as we chart a path of economic recovery
out of COVID-19. I look forward to the minister’s response.
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GEMBROOK ELECTORATE SCHOOL ZONES
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (3894)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education, and the action I am seeking is a review of the
government’s new school zones for Victoria.
Since the Andrews Labor government’s surprise release of new school zones that saw dramatic changes to
school zones in Casey and Cardinia, I have had several residents contact me distressed regarding the
government’s actions.
The new school zones see students who live only minutes’ walk from their closest government school zoned
to a secondary school kilometres away and in some cases in completely different suburbs. This has resulted
in students needing to cross busy railway crossings, intersections and major roads to reach public transport to
take them to their newly zoned school instead of safely walking metres down the road.
Residents in Berwick, instead of being zoned to Berwick College, their closest school, are being forced to
cross the Monash Freeway to Fountain Gate Secondary College, in another suburb, due to the government’s
new school zones.
Families feel the new school zoning was conducted without consultation or families in mind, feeling it was
merely the Andrews Labor government drawing lines on a map.
Many families that have contacted me have expressed how they recently purchased homes and enrolled their
children in primary schools all dependent on wanting to attend a particular secondary school in the next few
years. The government’s shock announcement of dramatic changes in the school zones has forced these
families, once right in the middle of their desired school’s zone, now completely out, to send their child
elsewhere. Due to not being able to afford the cost of moving homes, this has caused much distress to many
families who are now unable to have their child attend the closest secondary school.
Whilst school zones have been introduced to even out student attendance numbers, they must keep in mind
families and students to ensure that common sense prevails. Students who live just streets away from the
nearest school should be zoned to that school, not one kilometres away, across a freeway, in another suburb
and over a busy railway line.
The new school zones for my region have ignored the logic and the needs of families and students during
drafting, leaving many families distressed.
I call on the minister to immediately meet with parents in Casey and Cardinia, particularly families in Berwick
and Pakenham, to discuss the new proposed school zones and investigate if there is a need for a review of the
zones in the region.

NARRE WARREN SOUTH CITIZENSHIP CEREMONY
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (3895)
The matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and concerns citizenship
ceremonies in my electorate of Narre Warren South. The action that I seek is that the minister join me at a
citizenship ceremony once restrictions allow for ceremonies to resume.
My electorate of Narre Warren South is a wonderfully multicultural community, around half of its residents
were born overseas and 57 per cent are the children of parents who were both born outside of Australia.
I am so deeply proud to represent a community that is so diverse. My own parents are immigrants who made
Australia a wonderful home for their family.
Unfortunately, due to the coronavirus pandemic there have been no local citizenship ceremonies since March.
Last year, over 800 people in my electorate became citizens at City of Casey ceremonies.
Many come to Australia and Victoria for a better life than the one they left. Even with our current tough
circumstances combating COVID-19, many in the world would rather be here.
Citizenship ceremonies are such joyful occasions that we are all looking forward to returning when it is safe
to do so.
The happiness of new citizens as they find a home in our community will be one of the bright lights on the
other side of this pandemic.
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I hope that the minister is able to join me to celebrate our new citizens face-to-face once it is safe to do so. I
am sure my community will appreciate the minister’s attendance at their next citizenship ceremony.

COVID-19
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (3896)
My adjournment is to the Treasurer, and the action that I seek is that the Treasurer immediately appoint a
specialist in short-term rental accommodation to work with the Bright Chamber of Commerce members so
that the government can see how the rules around short-term rental accommodation are preventing so many
businesses from seeking the financial assistance that they need.
Bright has been hit extremely hard by the bushfires last summer and COVID has turned a very ordinary year
to a year to forget. As accommodation businesses large and small count the cost and try to qualify for financial
support from the government, they are being turned down because the criteria is simply wrong.
The program must cover at least five bookings per bookable entity to a maximum of $1125 each to allow
members to effectively survive the current lockdown period.
I urge the Treasurer to assist the Bright chamber and other regional chambers who also are under severe
financial pressure to survive these unusual times.

NILLUMBIK WATERWAY MANAGEMENT
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (3897)
My adjournment matter is to the Minister for Water, and the action I seek is for her to have Melbourne Water do
everything in its power to cease waterway damage which is occurring in the vicinity of Chapel Lane, Doreen.
Over the past couple of months there has been a significant amount of soil fill dumped on two properties at
Chapel Lane. Local residents have raised this matter with Nillumbik Shire Council on too many occasions to
count, with issues relating to the environment, planning, road safety, residents’ personal safety and damage
to the waterways.
My understanding is that Melbourne Water has visited the two sites at 130 and 265 Chapel Lane on numerous
occasions and has made recommendations to council. Despite being informed that these works are in clear
violation of the Water Act 1989 and that significant damage to the waterways is occurring and needs to be
remediated, disturbingly Nillumbik Shire Council has failed to use its planning scheme to halt the works and
take enforcement action.
On 14 August Nillumbik shire resolved to take action and take the matter to VCAT. I’m informed that the
council has only lodged a VCAT matter in the last two days and this is not for an urgent stop to work but for
another process that may take up to eight months. What a disgrace!
Many of the local residents, including Sarah Hunter and Janette Colistra, have continuously voiced their
concern that the unauthorised works are causing irrevocable damage to waterflow, negatively impacting on
both local and significant waterways.
This council may not care about the impact on our waterways, but I do and so do the residents.
Can the minister please outline the action that Melbourne Water has taken and what can be done in future to
not only prevent further damage but also remediate any damage that has already been caused?

SUBURBAN RAIL LOOP
Mr ROWSWELL (Sandringham) (3898)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. The action that I seek is for the
minister to visit my electorate and meet with local residents, as soon as is practically permitted under public
health directives, for the purpose of answering questions from residents about the proposed construction of
the Suburban Rail Loop (SRL) and its likely impact on the suburbs of my community.
As far back as March 2019 I lodged a series of questions with the minister, seeking information about the
specific location of SRL sites within the broader Cheltenham area.
Sadly, and in keeping with the kinds of response that I have come to expect from the minister, my very
genuine inquiries were met with spin and not a modicum of useful information.
Fast-forward 18 months and I am advised that the state government has now commenced consultation
processes with local government authorities.
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In spite of what the minister wrongly assumed in her published response of 9 May 2019, the Liberal Party is
not opposed to this project.
How can we conclusively oppose or support something about which we have been told almost nothing?
We on this side of the house are unaware of any environmental impact study or business study having yet
been carried out.
The government already appears to be putting the optics of this project over due diligence; let me clearly state
that the SRL must not come at the expense of my community’s pristine open spaces, and if it is to be funded
by this government’s record volume of debt—a debt that our children and grandchildren will be paying long
into the decades to come—it must have a clear and gaugeable economic dividend.
This lack of information begs the question: is the minister yet to give any regard to the residents whose
livelihoods, amenities, costs of living and very homes are all at risk of being swept away by a project about
which they have had no say and have received little if any information?
It’s my role as a local member to be a voice for local residents. But to be an effective voice it’s also vitally
important that I take the time to listen.
To this end I had the pleasure of joining with opposition transport spokesperson, David Davis, in an online
town hall meeting with local residents just a few weeks ago.
In our conversations with residents it was made manifestly clear that many of those in attendance hold real
and considerable concerns about the form that this project will look like. They don’t want grand statements—
they just want the minister responsible for this project to show that she has even the slightest degree of regard
for their uncertainty and a preparedness to give them the answers that they seek.
I am not asking for much. At this point I’m not even asking for the plans to be substantively changed. I’m
simply asking for the minister to explain to the good residents of Cheltenham and Pennydale—those most
likely to be affected by any SRL activities—what they can expect in a future that is already full of so much
uncertainty.

LYDIARD STREET NORTH, BALLARAT
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (3899)
I direct my adjournment matter to the Minister for Public Transport, and the action I seek is for him to provide
me with an update on the release of the report into the incident that resulted in significant damage to the
heritage railway gates by a Wendouree-bound VLocity train at the Ballarat railway station on 30 May 2020.
This incident subsequently caused the temporary and indefinite closure of Lydiard Street North, Ballarat, a
key thoroughfare for our northern suburbs to access our CBD.
The future of the heritage gates is an issue of great interest to many Ballarat residents, as is the reopening of
Lydiard Street North at the railway crossing.
I look forward to being updated by the Minister for Public Transport on this most important matter for the
Ballarat community.

VICTORIA RENEWABLE ENERGY TARGET
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (3900)
My adjournment today is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
I ask the minister to write to me and provide the date on which the Andrews government will meet its
legislative obligation under the Climate Change Act to announce interim emissions targets for Victoria for
2025 and 2030.
These are incredibly important targets which will set Victoria’s action to address the climate crisis. The
government was legally required to make a decision about these targets by 31 March this year, with that
decision made public within 10 parliamentary sitting days.
But it is now mid-September; those 10 days have passed, even with all the changes to parliamentary sitting
this year, and the Andrews government has still not set these critical targets. The excuse it gives is the
uncertainty for business caused by COVID.
Of course COVID has been difficult and created challenges, but it is clear that in this case the government is
using it as a convenient excuse.
Why? Because in the period since March, while we’ve been waiting on climate targets, the Victorian Labor
government has been willing to push ahead with decisions that will worsen the climate crisis.
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Here is the list of what has gone ahead, in spite of—or under the cover of—COVID:
opening up Victorian farmland to new gas drilling—overturning the hard-fought moratorium,
allowing new offshore gas and oil drilling in Victorian waters,
extending logging for 10 years, allowing continued destruction of Victoria’s precious stored carbon,
opening up new areas to logging in East Gippsland, including areas ravaged in the summer fires,
pushing ahead with the approval process for a gas import terminal in pristine Westernport Bay.
Along with delaying climate targets, I would also like to put on the record a long list of other decisions this
government has delayed this year.
This year, this Andrews Labor government has:
•

Refused to create new national parks in Victoria’s central west, even though the deadline for
responding to the VEAC report has lapsed.

•

Refused to put toxic pollution controls on Victoria’s coal power stations, even though we’ve been
waiting for literally years for this process to finish.

•

Refused to protect Victoria’s critically endangered grasslands by creating the Western Grassland
and Eucalypt Woodland reserves, even though they’re legally required to do so.

•

Not responded to the damning state of Victoria’s environment report, even though the legislatively
required deadline has long passed.

•

Delayed the commencement of new EPA environmental protection laws by a year, even though
industry had plenty of warning that these new laws were coming.

Looking at this list is disappointing. It paints a concerning picture of this government prioritising the interests
of the coal, gas and logging industries over protecting our climate and environment.
Unfortunately, the climate crisis and ecological crisis we face have not gone away because of COVID-19.
Last summer we had Australia’s worst fires on record; now the west coast of the US is going through
devastating, record-setting fires as well.
We have no time to lose.
Victoria urgently needs ambitious climate targets. We need a job-creating, renewables-led recovery. Victoria
needs a Green New Deal, and we need a government who will rise to the challenge of our time and step up
now to protect our environment and create jobs at the same time.

SOCIAL HOUSING SOLAR POWER INITIATIVE
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (3901)
My adjournment request is to the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. The action
I seek is an update on the rollout of solar panels across social housing in Broadmeadows. The Victorian
government is helping more than 600 vulnerable Victorians to minimise their electricity bills with the
installation of solar panels in social housing across Melbourne and Geelong.
The $230 000 grant from the Victorian Property Fund has seen solar panels installed in a total of 20 buildings
and 47 standalone houses, meaning larger families are also benefitting from the grant. Addition of the solar
panels helps keep the overall cost of social housing affordable and significantly reduces the environmental
impact of the buildings and houses.
Residents are set to save an estimated $2.1 million during the expected 25-year life span of the panels. The
buildings also include other sustainable features, such as water tanks and units designed for natural light and
airflow.
Cost savings are particularly beneficial for families struggling during the COVID-19 pandemic. The Andrews
government acted swiftly to support more than 2000 Victorians off the streets and into accommodation in
vacant hotels. The government will help Victorians out of homelessness and into their own homes with the
new $150 million package From Homelessness to a Home.
I have long advocated for a mechanism for investing the trillions of dollars in Australia’s superannuation
funds into affordable housing and urban regeneration. Such a policy is vital now as a strategy for economic
and social recovery post COVID-19. Broadmeadows is a prototype for such recovery that I am pursuing as
chair of the Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board 4.0.
We have proof of the success of this concept in improving the social dynamics in Broadmeadows. The
implementation of a greater mix of public-private-social housing regeneration would significantly upgrade
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outdated housing commission estates. Conversion of the Mews estate into the Valley Park redevelopment
shows how these estates can be converted into affordable housing for our first responders, teachers and the
pandemic’s health heroes. It would also address the intergenerational barrier to entry for first home ownership,
a cause I will continue to pursue.

COVID-19
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (3902)
My adjournment is to the Treasurer, and the action I seek is for the Treasurer to outline to landlords, property
investors and the real estate industry in my community what support is available to them following the state
government’s extension of rental protections through the COVID-19 Commercial and Residential Tenancies
Legislation Amendment (Extension) Bill 2020, which many believe is imbalanced and has swung the
pendulum too far one way.
The government’s intervention into the residential and commercial tenancy market is unprecedented—
unprecedented in the way that the government has overridden private agreements that have been mutually
agreed to. Six months ago there was understandable rationale for intervention to prevent immediate wholesale
homelessness. With six months passing, and the enabling of a further six-month extension to the measures, it
is incumbent on the government to rebalance both property owners’ and the tenants’ interests, or provide
enhanced support.
The Real Estate Institute of Victoria slammed the government’s announcement of a six-month extension and
criticised the lack of genuine consultation. The institute revealed that the initial ‘consultation’ they were
invited to amounted to a round table with over 35 industries. What a stitch-up. What a farce. As the institute
has said, ‘landlords have virtually no relief while tenants get substantial support’.
In an unprecedent way, the institute has advised its members ‘to refuse to negotiate rent reductions, forcing
every request into the dispute system, a system that has already failed to cope with the caseload … With a
backlog of over 4000 cases VCAT is not equipped to resolve disputes’. Effectively, because of the unfairness
in the government’s approach, the industry peak body is promoting system collapse. It is unprecedented.
There are so many people in every community across the state who are affected by this policy. Those people
rely on the income they receive from owning property, including for many where rent is their sole income.
There are thousands of Victorians who have worked hard and invested to build themselves a better life. They
have been the hardest hit by this government.
Hundreds of constituents have contacted me about the devastation this policy is causing to their lives and
livelihoods.
As Sylvia wrote to me, ‘We do not dispute that many tenants are facing difficult times, what concerns us is
the apathy towards landlords and home owners. When a tenant doesn’t pay their rent, or pays much less than
the contracted amount, this impacts our ability to pay our mortgage, property rates and charges, owners
corporation fees, insurance premiums, property repairs and maintenance, property taxes and more. None of
these expenses go away when a tenant stops paying the market rent’.
These people have been forgotten by Labor—their cries for help have been wilfully ignored by the state Labor
government and the Premier. As Howard shared with me, ‘There is growing evidence that residential
landlords are being left behind and all but forgotten … The decision to extend the rental moratorium to
28 March 2021 without attention to the impact this has on landlords reflects a short-sighted and unbalanced
approach. While the Andrews government is keen to support tenants, protecting investments of property
owners seems to be of much lower priority. We do not dispute that many tenants are doing it hard, what
concerns us is the apathy towards the impact that has on the property owner’.
And as Russel wrote to me, ‘I am still incurring body corporate fees, council rates, water rates etc. with no
cash inflow. I am now finding this a real financial burden’.
The pain is also being felt by commercial property investors. As Scott wrote to me, ‘There were approximately
700 properties for lease in the Melbourne CBD back in February this year and as per realestate.com.au, there
are currently 4004 properties for lease … this has impacted dramatically on rental values where we have seen
on average a reduction of circa 20 per cent across the board’.
Whilst all of the residents who have raised this issue have expressed their profound understanding of the
hardships tenants are facing, they are outraged by the state government’s blatant dismissal of the hardships
faced by landlords, who are now carrying a backbreaking burden.
The damage this policy is causing is real. It is backbreaking. And it is no longer justifiable without additional
support.
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PASCOE VALE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (3903)
I appreciate the opportunity to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is that the minister provide me with an update on the Andrews Labor government $3 million stage 1
upgrade at Pascoe Vale Primary School.
This important capital infrastructure project is set to deliver an extension of the school administration building
and refurbishment works to learning spaces.
As the minister is aware, Pascoe Vale Primary School has been experiencing rapid enrolments in recent years,
and this upgrade will assist the school greatly in catering to its growing number of students.
Principal Anne Naughton, school council president Paul Wise, students and their families have been strong
advocates for this upgrade and are keen to see it reach completion in the near future.
The architectural images for the new building are fantastic, with design features that integrate seamlessly with
existing heritage infrastructure and provide first-rate teaching and learning spaces for students and educators
to enjoy into the future.
It has been exciting to have seen this project take shape on the ground and progress for the school community.
These facilities will deliver modern spaces to complement the excellent teaching and learning opportunities
fostered by educators at Pascoe Vale Primary School.
I look forward to receiving an update from the minister on this project.

