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Wednesday, 14 October 2020
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 10.02 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (10:03): 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.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house by Clerk:
BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF VICTORIA
The Petition of
Residents in the Warrandyte electorate draws to the attention of the House, and notes—
That the government has neglected to proactively manage the Warrandyte State Park, and surrounding
public land, which has led to an excessive build-up of fire fuel loads.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria—
Ensures that the Andrews Government commits to the residents of Warrandyte, Warrandyte South, North
Warrandyte and Wonga Park that in the months leading to the 2020/21 fire season a greater focus will be
given to the build-up of these excessive fire fuel loads and, further, ensure those fire fuel loads are cleared
through a proscribed burning program, slashing and/or any other methods the government deems fit as a
priority in order to keep residents safe.

By Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (236 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition be considered next day on motion of Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte).
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Incorporated list as follows:
DOCUMENTS TABLED UNDER ACTS OF PARLIAMENT—The Clerk tabled the
following documents under Acts of Parliament:
Auditor-General:
Follow up of Managing the Level Crossing Removal Program—Ordered to be published
Reducing Bushfire Risks—Ordered to be published
Report 2019–20
Essential Services Commission—Port of Melbourne—Market Rent Inquiry 2020
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008—Report to Parliament on the Extension of the Declaration of a
State of Emergency.

Announcements
PHOTOGRAPHING OF PROCEEDINGS
The SPEAKER (10:05): I wish to advise that I have given approval for a parliamentary staff
member to take photos from the upper and lower public galleries during question time today. The
photographs will be used by the Parliament for community engagement purposes.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
2638

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 14 October 2020

Members statements
POINT COOK SCHOOLS
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for the Coordination of Justice and
Community Safety: COVID-19) (10:05): I rise this morning to acknowledge a couple of important
community groups in my constituency who have recently received some support from the government.
More importantly, I want to acknowledge the important work that they continue to do. Both Alamanda
K–9 college and Saltwater P–9 College students will soon be receiving some state-of-the-art
classrooms to meet the growth in enrolments. Of course there is such growth in the west that many
members have spoken of in this place time and time again. I am delighted that this important
investment is going to be made.
FRIENDS OF THE HOODED PLOVER
Ms HENNESSY: The Point Cook wetlands are a very important place, particularly from the
perspective of biodiversity in Melbourne’s western suburbs, and I am really delighted that the Friends
of the Hooded Plover have received a $21 000 grant to support their important conservation project.
They do fantastic work around the wetlands, and I cannot think of a more wonderful organisation to
be a recipient of this important support.
LUKE MCMAHON
Ms HENNESSY: Finally, I want to acknowledge a person that has made a very important
contribution to public policy in the state of Victoria, a person with whom I have worked, Mr Luke
McMahon. He is returning to his home country of New Zealand to live in the not-too-distant future.
He has made an extraordinary contribution across both health and criminal justice policy. He, Ursula
and Anna go with our love and appreciation.
COVID-19
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (10:07): With Christmas approaching, many community
organisations like Lions clubs, Rotary clubs and chambers of commerce are concerned that because
regional Victoria moving to the last step of COVID restrictions is tied to no new cases of COVID for
14 days in Victoria it will just never happen. The Premier’s road map out of COVID will never work
for regional Victoria while the regions are linked to Melbourne COVID numbers for moving to the
last step, let alone going to COVID normal. The regions want to be unshackled from Melbourne so
that their communities can start to function again, so the Rotary Club of Swan Hill can start holding
their monthly market so they can raise funds for the community and so the Echuca Lions Club can run
their annual raffle outside the supermarket, again to raise funds for the local community.
The Premier says he wants Victorians to have a Christmas. Premier, please unshackle regional Victoria
from Melbourne in your road map to give us hope that we will actually have a Christmas. The Premier
says he has a ring of steel around Melbourne. If the ring of steel is as good as he says it is, there is no
reason why regional Victoria should not be unshackled from Melbourne.
CYCLIST SAFETY
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety)
(10:08): I rise to update the house on a very important change to road safety in Victoria. Cyclists are
amongst our most vulnerable road users, and it is the most vulnerable road user that you need to protect
the most. Sadly, 11 cyclists have died on our roads this year. That is 11 families that have lost their
son, daughter, mother, father, sister or brother.
The reality is the vast majority of crashes that lead to cyclist deaths involve a motor vehicle. Something
such as giving a cyclist a little more space can make all the difference in ensuring they get home or to
work safely. That is why I was very proud to announce last week that our government will be
introducing mandatory minimum passing distances next year to improve cyclist safety and bring
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Victoria into line with other states and territories. This will make passing distance rules clear and
consistent across all state lines and right across Australia. This change will formalise the existing
guidelines, making it mandatory for motorists to keep at least 1 metre’s distance when passing on
roads with a speed limit of up to 60 kilometres an hour and 1.5 metres on higher-speed roads.
The Amy Gillett Foundation’s mission is cyclist safety, and their vision is zero fatalities. The foundation
was established in 2005 following the tragic death of Amy Gillett, who was killed by a driver on 18 July
2005 while she was cycling in Germany. Their foundation is headquartered in Melbourne, and we will
ensure that this change occurs. Out of all the correspondence and emails I have received since making
this change, arguably the most important piece was a video from Amy’s parents. Her parents for
15 years have been fighting for this regulatory change. This will make all the difference to saving
lives. As Mary and Denis, Amy’s parents, said, ‘This is long coming. It will save lives’. But it is also
good for drivers because we also know that every cyclist’s death impacts the driver’s family, the
extended community and all their loved ones. This will ensure cyclists’ safety. It will have a major
impact on safety in Victoria, and I cannot wait to see this come to fruition next year. Most importantly,
this is a legacy for Amy Gillett herself.
OLIVER GRAY GUTHRIE
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (10:10): I rise to pay tribute to the life of Oliver Gray Guthrie, 1 February
1928 to 21 September 2020. Most of what I am going to say was actually delivered at Oliver’s funeral
by his son Tom, a great friend of mine, and he put it so much better than I could. Oliver was born in
Melbourne on 1 February 1928. He spent his first few years on the farm and started his education by
correspondence. Part of this, I think, is particularly apt today. Oliver recalled:
All attempts to educate me by correspondence school were a failure, so I was sent to Bostock House in
Geelong, part of Geelong Grammar, at eight years and two weeks.

Oliver went on and stayed at Geelong Grammar, but during those years the family took a trip to
England, in 1938. After five months in England the family boarded a ship for home, and they shared
the journey home with Bradman’s 1938 test team. Then 10-year-old Oliver annoyed each player in
turn for their signatures, headed of course by Bradman himself. What a different time that gives us. In
1953, five years after they met— (Time expired)
WEST GATE BRIDGE TRAGEDY COMMEMORATION
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (10:12): Tomorrow will mark a
tragic anniversary in the western suburbs in my electorate of Williamstown, because tomorrow is the
50th anniversary of the worst industrial accident in Australian history—the collapse of the West Gate
Bridge. Many Melburnians will remember 15 October 1970 as the day that a section of the partially
constructed bridge fell into the Yarra River, killing 35 workers and injuring 18. Just before lunchtime
these people were busy at work on the bridge and in the huts below when a 2000-tonne section
collapsed into a mess of concrete and steel in a tragedy whose scars are still borne in the western
suburbs today. A royal commission would go on to identify serious design and engineering flaws as
the ultimate cause of an accident that was utterly unnecessary. Sadly, the same royal commission
would also criticise workers and unions who had expressed safety concerns and taken industrial action
in the period leading up to the collapse.
We as a government recognise the importance of workplace safety, and I am proud of our reforms in
this space—reforms such as tough, new workplace manslaughter laws that came into effect earlier this
year. Tomorrow will be a very difficult day for many people in the western suburbs, and traditionally
we would have gathered under the bridge to commemorate those lives.
COVID-19
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (10:14): I have been contacted by many Knox residents who
have raised concerns about many of the restrictions that they are currently placed under with COVID,
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but none more so than the current 5-kilometre rule restriction. I have been inundated by residents who
have raised significant concerns about the impact of this rule, and I am calling on the government to
remove this 5-kilometre rule on behalf of not only my residents but residents across Victoria.
MCMAHONS ROAD–BURWOOD HIGHWAY, FERNTREE GULLY
Mr WAKELING: Many residents in Ferntree Gully have raised with me for many years their
concerns about the intersection of McMahons Road and the Burwood Highway, which is a very
dangerous intersection. I have surveyed many residents who live near that intersection, who have all
told me of the need for traffic lights to be installed at this intersection. At the last election the coalition
committed to installing traffic lights at this intersection, but unfortunately this government has not
followed suit. I am calling upon the government in this year’s budget to ensure that this important
intersection is upgraded with new traffic lights.
FERNTREE GULLY ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr WAKELING: In this year’s budget I am also wanting to see upgrades in the Ferntree Gully
electorate for schools. Many of my schools have not seen any capital investment. Fairhills High School
urgently needs an upgrade, and I have recently been advised by the Minister for Education that they
will not be considered for funding until 2022. It is not good enough; they should be funded now.
ESSENDON ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr PEARSON (Essendon—Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Regulatory Reform, Minister for
Government Services, Minister for Creative Industries) (10:15): I rise to inform the house that the
Andrews Labor government continues to deliver excellence in educational outcomes in my electorate
of Essendon. In just the last week I have had the privilege of delivering almost $3.4 million of funding
for the students, schools and communities of Flemington and Ascot Vale. The Minister for Education
joined me on 7 October to announce $2.1 million for the Flemington education plan and to speak with
some of the very excited student leaders and principals. I was also delighted to join the community
from Ascot Vale West Primary on 12 October to announce funding for an upgrade and spaces for an
additional 200 students to the tune of $1.278 million. Suffice to say they were all thrilled, and I very
much look forward to working with these school communities to bring these announcements to life.
BARRY WARD
Mr PEARSON: Earlier this year my uncle Barry Ward celebrated the grand milestone of his 80th
birthday. Unfortunately due to the coronavirus pandemic we were not able to come together and
celebrate in person; however, I do want to acknowledge Barry’s contribution to his community and to
the Australian Labor Party. Barry married my aunty Glenys, and together they raised four children in
the wonderful community of Ballarat. Barry has made a lifelong contribution to our party and the
Ballarat community over many decades. Be it at the local ALP branch or his beloved lawn bowls club,
Barry has always put in. On behalf of our party, Barry, I just want to thank you so much for everything
you have done. Our party and Ballarat are both better off as a consequence of your endeavours and
spirit. Happy 80th birthday. I look forward to seeing you soon to celebrate.
COVID-19
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (10:17): Our region is characterised by country towns and farmlands,
fruit, vegetables, vineyards, beef, sheep, poultry and flowers, so it makes no sense for the Yarra Valley
to be included in Melbourne’s harsh lockdown restrictions. Many people do not even live within
5 kilometres of a shop. The Premier told us that all decisions were based on health advice, but the
decision to classify the Yarra Valley as metropolitan Melbourne was not. There is no medical evidence
for treating our country towns like inner-city suburbs of Melbourne. It is just because of arbitrary
bureaucratic lines drawn on a map.
In contrast, Geelong had more flexibility and less restrictions by being part of regional Victoria, despite
having 45 per cent more COVID-19 cases than the Yarra Ranges. The Yarra Valley is renowned for
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tourism and has been hard hit since January. Local jobs have been decimated. Tourism operators in
our region are now at a disadvantage to those in regional Victoria as well as those in other states in
Australia, which have already transitioned their economies with successful COVID-safe practices.
Restricting activities such as weddings, accommodation and farmgate sales has meant thousands of
cancellations and no new bookings even into 2021. Labor’s inadequate business grants have gone
straight back to government coffers to pay for WorkCover insurance—even when no-one can go to
work—licences, taxes and council rates. Whilst public health considerations remain vitally important,
so too are economic and mental health considerations. I trust our people and businesses to be COVIDsafe, and I encourage the Labor government to do so too.
OAKLEIGH EDUCATION PLAN
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (10:18): I was very pleased to join the Minister for Education last
week, who made a significant announcement in my community of $992 000 for South Oakleigh
College. I was joined by the member for Clarinda and we were both extraordinarily pleased, and that
just adds to the significant other announcements in education in my community over the last six years.
In fact this announcement was more than just for South Oakleigh College, it was also effectively for
Huntingdale Primary School and Oakleigh South Primary School, which are both feeder schools for
South Oakleigh College. I want to thank the minister for the $992 000. This is the beginning of a major
upgrade. It is planning money and early works money for a major upgrade. I also want to thank
principals Helen Koziaris of South Oakleigh College, Ron Cantlon of Oakleigh South Primary and
Ruth Biddle of Huntingdale Primary for their leadership and thank their school councils, their students
and their staff.
GLEN HUNTLY LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
Mr DIMOPOULOS: Last week we also had an incredible announcement in my community. In
addition to the 38 level crossings this government has removed over the last six years—38 done and
dusted—we announced a further two, the Glen Huntly Road level crossing and the Neerim Road level
crossing. My community, particularly the Carnegie end of my community, could not be happier. These
projects have been brought forward one year early, they are starting next year, they will be removed
by 2023 and we are all very thankful for it. We are thankful for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure’s hard work and for this government’s commitment to do what it actually said it would
do. In six years 38 level crossings have been removed, with many more to go.
COVID-19
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (10:20): I rise today to again demand the government declare the
Mornington Peninsula to be a regional municipality. This is not an issue that has appeared from thin
air; in fact it has been a concern for a considerable period. But the imposition of the COVID-19
lockdown without regard for caseload has now made this situation untenable. I wrote to the Premier
requesting action on this issue on 20 July and again on 4 September. Neither letter has been
acknowledged let alone received a response. At the first opportunity I raised the issue in the
Parliament, on 17 September and again on 18 September. Again, complete silence.
The facts are these: on 7 September, the date the 14-day rolling averages for regional Victoria were
first reported, for regional Victoria there were 3.8 new cases compared with 1.5 for the Mornington
Peninsula. As of yesterday the regional figure was 0.4; the peninsula figure was 0.3. Every day for the
last five weeks the rolling average for the peninsula has been lower than that for regional Victoria
except on one day, and on that day they were equal. Yet the people of the Mornington Peninsula
remain locked in their homes, businesses shuttered, jobs and mental health at risk without any
justification. The Premier must act to give immediate relief to the Mornington Peninsula community.
OAKLEIGH EDUCATION PLAN
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (10:21): Last week I was delighted to come together digitally with the Minister
for Education and the hardworking member for Oakleigh to launch the Oakleigh education plan. I look
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forward to continuing the collaborative work and vision with Helen, Ruth and Ron—the principals of
South Oakleigh Secondary College, Huntingdale Primary School and Oakleigh South Primary
School—under the banner of the education plan.
We were delighted to announce the Victorian government is providing $992 000 to plan an upgrade of
South Oakleigh Secondary College, including the extension of the gymnasium and refurbishment of
the science block. As well there was the announcement that the community engagement report known
as ‘What We Heard’ for the Oakleigh education plan has been published and is available to the public.
Thank you to the school council presidents and particularly to our student leaders, Andrew, Stacie
Charlotte, Yohan Soju, Hugo and Lisa for all the hard work that they put into their school and into
their community. What a great milestone. I look forward to working together to deliver for the students
of the Oakleigh and Clarinda electorates.
SCHOOL STUDENTS
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (10:22): I wish to acknowledge all the students in my electorate. While
politics is being played out and there are those using this health crisis to push their own political agenda
ahead of their own financial pursuits, we have our incredible young people, our students, who have
shown such resilience, such courage and such perseverance throughout the worst health pandemic any
of us have ever known.
To these amazing people who have had to adapt to home learning and being cut off from friends and
sport and community, you have shown such maturity, such strength, and I am so very proud of you. As
you return to school, many of you will embrace it with absolute gusto and enthusiasm, your friendship
groups will be quickly re-established, your learning and schoolyard practices and customs will be easily
picked up. But for others your transition back will be less straightforward and there may be times when
you are feeling a bit overwhelmed, a bit anxious and a bit scared, and that is perfectly okay.
In fact I know for some of you, particularly our year 7 students, returning to school may not be that
easy, and this may come as a surprise to you. But remember, you had only been at high school for a
few short months before restrictions started, and in high school things are very different to the familiar
and comfortable settings you were used to at primary school. Please do not feel alone. Please reach
out. There are people who can help and who want to help. Your teachers and support staff are there
for you; there are a mental health practitioners and GPs. Please know that everyone wants you do well
and return to school feeling comfortable and confident and healthy and supported. So cry if you need
to, be kind to yourself, but above all be proud of yourself because remember your parents, your
teachers—none of us—have ever experienced what you have just gone through, and for that you could
teach us a thing or two.
JANE GREIG-HANCOCK
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (10:24): I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge
Coburg Primary School principal Ms Jane Greig-Hancock on being named one of three finalists
shortlisted in the Victorian Education Excellence Awards outstanding primary principal category. This
is a fantastic achievement for Jane, and it is a fantastic achievement for Coburg Primary School. It is
certainly a testament to Jane’s ongoing hard work, her dedication and her commitment to the families
and the students of Coburg Primary School. Jane’s work has fostered a visibly welcoming and
connected school community, one that I am privileged to participate in on many occasions.
Jane has been recognised in this award category for her work in ensuring her staff work together
alongside her in the construction of the school and in delivering that vision. Jane has also been
acknowledged for her use of her school’s review recommendations to contribute to school-wide
improvement and for her efforts in mobilising the school to enact cultural change, setting and
modelling high expectations for the school community. Jane’s successful work in leading the
professional learning of her teaching staff has been highlighted. She gives opportunities to those staff
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around her, and that is evident in dealing with those staff as well as with her. Her hands-on leadership
for school improvement and the positive impact that this has had is reflected in the school’s attitudes
and the school’s outcomes. I am sure that the Coburg Primary School students, the parents, the teachers
and the support staff are immensely proud of Jane’s achievements and join with me in congratulating
her on this fantastic acknowledgement.
MEN’S SHEDS
Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn) (10:26): I was delighted with the government’s recent announcement
that $870 000 would be directed towards upgrading men’s sheds across Victoria. Men’s sheds are safe
and productive spaces for men to work on common projects and participate in their local community.
They are a fantastic source of community engagement and support, as they mentor young people as
well as use woodwork or machinery skills to create items for organisations and residents in need. In my
electorate, I am proud of the work of the Hawthorn Men’s Shed, which is one of four men’s sheds in
the City of Boroondara and just a stone’s throw away from where I live. The Hawthorn Men’s Shed is
a popular community hub in my electorate. So many constituents will no doubt have a story or two of
how they have been assisted greatly by these fine chaps. Many activities pre COVID undertaken there
include woodworking, gardening and book club, as well as regular lunches and barbecues. It is a sad
reality that men’s sheds across Victoria have struggled financially because they have not been able to
undertake normal fundraising activities. I am pleased that these grants will help the Hawthorn men’s
shed and many others emerge strongly from the pandemic.
COVID-19
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (10:27): The COVID-19 pandemic has been a challenge for many in our
community, but it is our healthcare workers who have been at the front line from the very beginning.
That is why I was saddened to hear the news last Thursday that an outbreak with an unknown source
had occurred at the Box Hill Hospital. As of Tuesday there were at least 14 cases linked to this
outbreak, including at least three staff members. Many other staff who had been working on the same
ward are self-isolating as close contacts. This is a daily risk for our healthcare workers throughout this
pandemic, and it is one of the main reasons why we have all been doing our bit to stay home. To the
healthcare workers at Box Hill Hospital and all the other healthcare workers that live in the Box Hill
electorate, thank you for putting your own health and that of your family at risk to protect others in
our community. To the healthcare workers at Box Hill Hospital who have contracted the virus, I wish
you a speedy recovery.
I also wish to welcome back all the primary school, year 7 and VCE students in the Box Hill electorate
who venture back into the classroom this week. I know how challenging these past two terms have
been for students, parents and teachers and I thank you for your patience, resilience and support—and
year 8s to 10s, you will be back in the classroom soon.
COVID-19
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (10:28): On Monday this week, like so many parents, I was lucky to
drop off my children at school, after a lengthy period of remote learning. I thank all parents in our
community for rising to the challenge of remote learning. I know it has not been easy, but we did it—
and now we can move forward. I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of our wonderful
teachers and our early childhood educators for their hard work, perseverance and resilience during
term 3. I am so proud of the leadership role you have played in our community, and I have no doubt
many of us would not have got through this without you. In welcoming teaching staff back to the
classroom, all school staffrooms right across the Tarneit electorate this week received the best ice-cream
cake in the west, made and delivered with love by none other than Sprinkles Ice Creamery in Tarneit.
I have been busy speaking to student leaders at schools right across Tarneit as part of my young women
and year 12 COVID roundtables. I look forward to welcoming the member for Mordialloc, the
Parliamentary Secretary for Schools, for a virtual visit next week in Tarneit to speak directly with my
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year 12 COVID round table about their upcoming exams and how we as a Labor government will
continue to stand by them and help them get through their final year of school.
YOUNG WOMEN’S ROUNDTABLE
Ms CONNOLLY: I also want to thank the Minister for Women and member for Dandenong for
joining me earlier this week at my young women’s roundtable. I am so proud of these young women,
and they were very, very excited to hear from our minister on what our government is doing to close
the gender pay gap, why she became a politician and the challenges she faces as a woman in the
Victorian Parliament.
VICTORIAN EDUCATION EXCELLENCE AWARDS
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (10:30): The finalists for the Victorian Education Excellence
Awards have been announced and I am so pleased that two of the deserving finalists are from my
electorate of Narre Warren South.
Ms Samantha Downward of Kambrya College is a finalist for the excellence in physical education and
activity award in the secondary teacher category. Ms Downward has been developing Kambrya
College’s PE curriculum, leading her team and successfully implementing a sport education program
that engages, motivates and encourages student participation. Among other initiatives, Ms Downward
has also collaborated with the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority to design differentiated
assessments to ensure that all students can demonstrate their learning according to their ability.
Meanwhile, Ms Averil Mitchell of Hampton Park Primary School has been recognised as a finalist for
the outstanding primary teacher award. Ms Mitchell’s fantastic work as leading teacher for student
engagement and inclusion has seen her successfully lead various programs that are committed to
professional learning, positive school behaviours and respect. The work she undertakes with students
with complex needs ensures that they are provided with every opportunity to succeed.
Ms Mitchell and Ms Downward are representative of our dedicated teachers, and their achievements
demonstrate the strength and standards of all our local schools. I wish them both well for when the
winners are announced on 20 November, but they are already winners to our community, and I thank
them for their service.
COVID-19
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (10:31): Today I rise to acknowledge the many thousands of
small, medium and large businesses in my community doing it tough. We have many sole traders and
family owned and run businesses, from the eateries, music venues and stores of our main streets to the
manufacturers, makers and growers dotted across our suburbs. Many of them have accessed
JobKeeper, and it has been a lifeline, yet as that payment reduces I know the stress levels increase. But
many have also fallen foul of the definitions placed on JobKeeper, and that has made life and business
survival even harder. Some months ago I wrote to the federal Minister for Industrial Relations about
this. Sadly, I am yet to receive his response.
The state government’s $3 billion business support package has been a lifeline for many, but still not
everyone has met the eligibility. I am determined to make sure support gets to where it is needed. We
have already had some exciting announcements for our live music venues. I want to see that
momentum continue, and I will not stop working to make sure Northcote residents and businesses get
the support, investment and jobs creation we need to thrive into the future.
Later this week I will meet with Darebin council CEO to relay feedback from traders about how
outdoor dining can work. Last month I held a forum with the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer
so that he could hear firsthand from our traders and traders associations. Now I am asking our local
businesses to join me and the Assistant Treasurer later this month to discuss how we can best support
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our businesses to thrive; you can register on my website. My commitment is to keep working in
solidarity with you along every step of this difficult road.
Following statements incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 13 October:
COVID-19
Ms CUPPER (Mildura)
Throughout the COVID-19 pandemic I have used my members statement to highlight how we are Mallee
tough in the north-west of Victoria.
The resilience shown by constituents in my electorate to restrictions, lockdowns and all other public health
measures has been nothing short of inspiring.
We live in the most remote part of the state, and our climate during summer means we have no option except
to develop a unique sense of toughness.
But while we’re tough just to survive the brutal heat of summer, we’re simply not that tough.
Air conditioning for many people is a luxury—a tool used to escape the odd hot day or two during summer—
but in our part of the world air conditioning is an essential service.
With the increasing number and intensity of heatwaves caused by climate change, it is time for the Victorian
government to step up and fund air conditioning in public housing.
Public housing tenants are among the most disadvantaged in our community. They need our help.
A study has shown the mental and physical health impacts on public housing tenants because of the lack of
air conditioning include heat exhaustion and dehydration while there have been social and economic impacts
on residents, including school children.
I urge the Victorian government to right this wrong in this year’s budget by funding air conditioning in public
housing in my electorate.

COVID-19
Mr HODGETT (Croydon)
This Andrews Labor government hates small business and has done everything it possibly can to see it
decimated beyond repair.
Victorian businesses are on their knees. They have nowhere to turn to for support, and this megalomaniac
Premier refuses to let them reopen and operate.
In my electorate of Croydon, I receive calls and emails every single day from struggling business owners on
the brink of collapse asking me what they can do, where they can go, what support there is for them. It
distresses me and my staff to tell them that if they don’t meet the government’s criteria for the business support
packages then there is absolutely nothing on offer for them.
I still have countless emails and calls left unanswered with either the Premier’s office or the inept Minister
for Small Business in the other place regarding the government’s small business packages. Some businesses
in Victoria who have not been operating since March still have not received their package despite being
entitled to it. The conduct of this Premier and the Minister for Small Business is an absolute joke. These
hardworking businesses are entitled to a support package. They did everything they were told to do, were
waiting patiently for the money to show up in their account, only to be told by Business Victoria that there
were technical issues and that it is unlikely they will receive funding because that grant round has now closed.
This is not acceptable, and these businesses deserve what they applied for and are entitled to. This complete
mismanagement is just another nail in the coffin for struggling small businesses and once again puts us further
behind the rest of the country.
People have spent years building their business and livelihoods; employing people; contributing to the
economy; and in many cases borrowing money and putting their homes on the line to earn a living and get
ahead. Now when they need support, assistance and help—fighting for their survival and struggling just to
pay the bills and put food on their table—the government turns its back on them and pulls the rug on these
business support packages.
People want certainty. They want consistency. They want fairness. They want confidence and optimism, and
they want hope. Show these businesses some support, Premier, and give them what they applied for and are
entitled to.
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Statements on parliamentary committee reports
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:33): 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 and the
worst recession since the Great Depression, I want to continue updating the Parliament on key
strategies and how we are trying to connect them.
The new Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board 4.0 anticipated the Australian government’s budget
announcing $1.5 billion for advanced manufacturing. This is absolutely critical, the national policy,
and I am hoping the Victorian policy, soon to be announced in the budget, will match this. It goes to
the issue of scale, and of course we lost scale when we lost the automotive industry, and
Broadmeadows was hardest hit. But we are coming back. What we are trying to do is get a coordinated
strategy. Success has been had in attracting hundreds of millions of dollars in private investments, and
that has proved critical in underwriting this comeback strategy, driving Broadmeadows as a prototype
for economic and social recovery, creating jobs, attracting investments, facilitating community
development and harvesting the benefits for local families—the critical result that you want to get at
the end of all of this.
The purpose of the Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board 4.0 is to enable the comeback strategy to
maximise a unique opportunity: record funding in federal and Victorian budgets to be allocated by
May. This becomes the critical alignment that we are trying to get, because even before the recession
we had entered an era distinguished by the rise of brain belts and the decline of low-cost labour
advantage, where the drivers are sharing smart power and smart manufacturing and there is
simultaneous interaction between thinking and making, according to the smartest places on earth.
Australia must become smarter about what we are going to make and sell to the world and how to turn
the tide from cheap outsourced production to making smarter goods at home for the domestic and
export markets, as I have long advocated.
As part of this, I want to acknowledge CSL and what they have just done. CSL is creating another
connection for education and jobs, establishing a program for 150 students each year in
Broadmeadows enabling the delivery of STEM education. The Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board
will seek to extend this under the local jobs for local people strategy with other employers, and this
goes to the heart of the matter about our advanced manufacturing. If we do find a vaccine, it will be
manufactured for Australia out of CSL in Broadmeadows. It is about harnessing the value that we
have in these economic engine rooms and converting them into the manufacturing that we need now
for national sovereignty and for security of supply chains. Really what we need to do is to get over the
old boundaries in politics and to say that you invest where you have the best assets and you are going
to get the best opportunities.
I am looking forward to seeing further collaboration with the Australian government under the City
Deals—that has been one of the clear propositions that we have been able to secure—and to making
sure that Broadmeadows is featured strongly and prominently as part of that. The Broadmeadows
Revitalisation Board 4.0 seeks to leverage the Victorian government’s designation of Broadmeadows
as a place of state significance, one of six central activities districts with CBD-like functions under
Plan Melbourne, combined with the vision and advocacy that proved successful in defining
Broadmeadows as one of eight priority precincts to be developed into thriving community hubs under
Melbourne’s north-west city deal. Hume City Council has unprecedented capacity to partner by
investing for the best value on behalf of their municipality at record low cost in shovel-ready and
pipeline projects.
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This is what the Victorian Treasurer has been calling for—to try and get this collaboration between
the three tiers of government and to try and get industry and civil society connected up; to then look
at how we actually use the multiversity collaboration between Deakin University, La Trobe University
and Victoria University; then down to the industry connections, where you have CSL and what they
are doing for the local students; and all the way down to the TAFE system. We are hoping that we can
actually redevelop Kangan Institute and other models as well to try and bring back Broadmeadows,
because this is the community that we need. It underwrote our record run of economic growth, and it
is time to bring it back. This is the strategy. We are trying to bring everybody together to deliver this
in the national interest.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Victorian Government’s Response to the COVID-19 Pandemic
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (10:38): I rise this morning to address the Inquiry into the Victorian
Government’s Response to the COVID-19 Pandemic, the interim report that was released in July 2020.
As they say, a week is a long time in politics. The months of lockdown here in Victoria have been a
lifetime for many, and it is worth this Parliament reflecting on what our committee, the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, heard only a few short months ago.
Back when the inquiry started on 12 May Victoria was a very different place. In fact we heard the
Premier and crisis council ministers trumpeting the success that they had wrought on Victoria by
bringing the pandemic under control. Little did the community realise how out of control the state of
Victoria was at that time—the hotel inquiry, the hotel viruses, the lack of control by Department of
Health and Human Services, the lack of control by the Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts
and Regions: COVID-19 and a Premier who oversaw all this that we now know was gladly and
blissfully and gleefully going about his press conferences with absolutely no attention to detail and no
cognisance of what was going on amongst his most trusted advisers.
He happily let them go about their work, never asking questions, never seeking reassurance, never
wanting to know about the program—these extraordinary amounts of money that he was allowing the
Treasury to spend to keep Victorians safe. No, he was just blissfully unaware, and at no point did he
seek to ask the relevant questions. Was it safe? Was infection control being overseen by the right
people? Were people being trained? Were Victorians safe? Were Victorians being looked after? No,
none of that was asked by the Premier.
So just to reflect briefly on where we are now: at the start—can you believe this?—there were only
1509 cases recorded in Victoria at that time. Only 18 people had succumbed to the virus at that point
in our first wave—only 18 people—and Victorians probably quite rightfully thought the government
was doing a good job. We had kept the numbers down, we had taken some restrictions and we were
doing well. Little did Victorians know—and they still do not know, mind you. This report from the
Coate inquiry has been used by the government as a shield to not answer one question put to it—by
the opposition, by the media and by the community. Not one question has been answered because of
this shield. And this shield was supposed to have reported back in September, but it has been moved
out into November, and we can only imagine what can the Premier will try and kick down the road a
little further.
And so here we are today—815 Victorians have lost their lives due to this Premier refusing to ask
questions and refusing to keep his crisis council, his team, accountable for the job that they have sworn
to do on behalf of Victorians. We have seen that figure. We have seen the figure of 20 295—as of
yesterday—active cases, up from what was a very good world-class effort until that point. We now
have the terrible reputation in Australia of taking 80 per cent of lives lost, of cases wrought. Victoria
has been left a basket case.
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But most importantly—and this is what this report does not fully comprehend, because no-one could
have imagined back when our committee sat down that Victoria would be in such a parlous state—it
is the small businesses. This report can be read as a precursor to the economic pandemic that is going
to strike this state in coming months. Whole sectors of our economy—hospitality, retail, entertainment,
services—that have not been able to trade or have cash come through the door for most of this year
are on the cusp of missing the one opportunity they have before Christmas to get some money back in
the till, to keep jobs and to keep their businesses alive. They are going to miss that, and we are going
to unfold and unleash on the state of Victoria another year of misery, heartache and economic failure
that this government, this Premier and his eight crisis council cabinet ministers can all be 100 per cent
blamed for. They must take accountability for the mess that they are leaving and for there being no
hope, no opportunity for anyone to get back on their feet in Victoria.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the 2017–18 and 2018–19 Financial and Performance Outcomes
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (10:43): It gives me great pleasure to rise and to make a statement
on a committee report today. It will also be on a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report,
and I acknowledge that in the chamber aside from myself as a member of PAEC, there are also the
member for Cranbourne and of course the member for Polwarth, who we have just heard from. The
committee report that I would like to speak to was tabled and published in July of this year, and that
is the Inquiry into the 2017–18 and 2018–19 Financial and Performance Outcomes.
Unlike in previous years, this committee report covers two financial years, and that is as a result of the
state election that was held in November 2018 and then the associated delays that were a result of
departmental focus on the devastating bushfires of 2019–20. As a result of that, the way the data had
been collected for this report is slightly different to previous years, so the committee had to just rely
upon the use of questionnaires and annual reports to put together its report. There were no hearings as
there were in previous years. To that end, I acknowledge the marvellous work that the secretariat did in
putting this report together in spite of not being able to rely upon evidence as well. I also acknowledge
that this report is a snapshot in time and really captures, generally speaking, the very, very sound
financial performance of all departments throughout those two financial years that I have mentioned.
The report is split in a very similar way to the budget estimates reports that members would be familiar
with. There is, in addition to all the departments which are covered of course, an introduction and a
whole-of-government review, and it is the chapter on the whole-of-government review that I would
like to focus on. If we go to page 14 of the report and to section 2.3, that covers the government’s
economic performance. Overall Victoria’s economy performed well against forecasts during this
period of time for the key economic indicators. Real gross state product growth was 3 per cent in
2018–19, and that was in line with the Department of Treasury and Finance forecast. Employment
itself grew in this time and that resulted in an unemployment rate of 4.6 per cent, which was an 11-year
low for Victoria. This unemployment rate is below the national unemployment rate of 5.4 per cent,
which was recorded at June 2018. Population growth of course in Victoria supported an increase in
economic activity in the state during 2018–19, with the population growing 2.2 per cent in that time.
This rate of growth is much higher than the national rate of growth of 1.6 per cent.
Indeed what we hear about Victoria’s economic performance is consistent with the CommSec
rankings at the time. In 2019 it was noted by CommSec and indeed quoted by the Australian Financial
Review that Victoria had cemented its status as the best performing economy for six quarters in a row.
There was strong economic growth, strong retail trade and very strong employment figures during this
time. A large reason for this of course was the sustained position of the economic stimulus that came
via the Andrews government’s large public infrastructure build program, and that has seen great
additions to the state of Victoria through level crossing removals and big public spending in health
and education.
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (10:48): I am delighted to rise to make a contribution on
committee reports, and I will also be speaking on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates. I particularly want to talk about page 234 of that report. It
talks about biosecurity and agriculture services but more specifically the Melbourne Wholesale Fruit
and Vegetable Market. Many in this place are well aware that this project was underfunded by Labor
when it was first commissioned. Originally it did not allow for adequate storage space, it did not have
suitable areas for trucks and B-doubles to turn around and for parking and backing et cetera, but then
the coalition stepped up and certainly fixed those problems as time went on.
Recently I have been informed that the Melbourne Market Authority have now decided to start a
marketing campaign to, among other things, attract new stallholders because there is a funding
shortfall and a cash flow issue. The problem is they are now compelling everybody who is a regular
user of the market to pay up, and specifically those with access cards. So if you have got an access
card, you now have to pay a premium on top of the access card fee and you will now contribute to that
marketing campaign.
Now I am certainly disturbed by the fact that with a stroke of a pen the Melbourne Market Authority
can force all truck drivers, forklift drivers, market employees, stallholders and other employees to pay
more. I mean, if you consider the trucking companies around Australia who go to the Melbourne
Market, some of them have hundreds of drivers and they give them all access cards because they do
not know which drivers on which days will be going to the market. Some might go once a week, some
might go a couple of times a year, but they will have access cards so they can avoid that lengthy delay
when they are getting their produce to market. So it is a concern that truck drivers or truck companies
have got to pay that fee. This flat fee of $40 will add up to absolutely thousands and thousands of
dollars when you look at the amount of access cards across the country, and some trucking companies
are saying they are going to refuse to pay this extra fee because they are fed up with why they should
be contributing to a marketing campaign. To me it really appears to be a cash grab from an overspent
and underfunded market authority—because they do not have stalls rented they are now slugging
everybody to try and help their cash flow.
I know the Melbourne Market Authority has said that it is not a compulsory charge, it is not mandatory,
so if you do not want to pay, you just hand back your access card, but at the same time it warns—or
threatens, more importantly—that if you hand back your access card, as drivers turn up to the gate
they will need to sign in every time. They will need to complete a visitor induction each time. They
will be breath-tested, and this is for every person in the vehicle, which will take some time. This
threatening behaviour is saying, ‘Well, look, you can give back your access card, but you would be a
lot better off if you just paid the extra $40’. As I say, this is not just for a one-off; it is an annual fee.
For many companies right across Australia this will add up to thousands and thousands of dollars, and
I think the Minister for Agriculture, Jaclyn Symes, needs to establish whether she has put that pressure
on the Melbourne Market Authority to try and generate revenue, because the cost overruns of the fruit
and vegetable market are really coming home to roost now and it just does look to me like a cash grab.
It is difficult to understand why trucking companies have to contribute to a marketing program, and I
think the Minister for Agriculture again needs to adequately fund the Melbourne Market Authority
and ensure that the Melbourne Market Authority does not need to slug the trucking companies and
others to fund this campaign. If access cards are returned, we will then start to find queues outside of
the market of trucks waiting for induction, waiting to get in, and forklift operators waiting for the
produce to come in to unload. There will certainly be a backlog, and we demand to know if the minister
will demand that the Melbourne Market Authority withdraw this unreasonable request of access cards
and this slug of an extra $40 for every person who enters with an access card the Melbourne Market.
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Auditor-General’s Report no. 202: Meeting Obligations to Protect Ramsar Wetlands
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (10:53): I rise today with great enthusiasm to contribute on a report
into an inquiry conducted by the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC), and I
acknowledge my colleague here who serves on that committee with me. The particular inquiry I would
like to contribute on is the inquiry that looked into meeting our obligations to protect Ramsar wetlands.
Ramsar is an intergovernmental environmental treaty. If I am honest, I will have to say that it was not
something I was particularly familiar with until I became part of PAEC and joined this inquiry. The
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance holds the unique distinction of being the first
modern treaty between nations aimed at conserving natural resources. I first thought that Ramsar might
have been an acronym, but of course it is not. The signing of the convention on wetlands took place
in 1971 in the small Iranian town of Ramsar. There are 170 parties to the Ramsar convention and there
are over 2300 wetland sites around the globe. Australia was one of the first parties to the convention.
We have 66 listed Ramsar wetlands and over 900 nationally important wetlands. There are 12 Ramsarlisted sites in Victoria.
As part of the committee’s deliberations we held two terrific field trips. I would like to thank the
Friends of the Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands and the Gippsland Lakes Ramsar site, people of great
hospitality. Especially with the Edithvale wetlands, we were enthralled to learn in great detail about
the sharp-tailed sandpipers and the Australasian bitterns, who undertake an extraordinary route
through Russia and South-East Asia and stop in at Edithvale.
Of course these sightings are of incredible importance, and I would like to acknowledge that we are
on the cusp of National Bird Week, which starts on Monday, 19 October, and runs until 25 October.
Bird Week of course includes the incredibly important bird count, and I am going to take the
opportunity to call on you all to be citizen scientists next week. I know there are many people in
Cranbourne who will be taking part in this incredibly important element that is right in the middle of
National Bird Week. It has its origins back in the 1900s when the Royal Australian Ornithologists
Union designated 28 October as the first bird day. I pay credit to Birdlife Australia, a not-for-profit
organisation that promotes bird week. They have the really important goal of inspiring Australians to
take action and get involved in bird conservation efforts.
I know that these citizen scientists are alive and well and a very important part of the Cranbourne
community. I have recently had correspondence with a resident, Nola, from Cranbourne North, who
has been writing about the importance of the plovers to the community in her neighbourhood. Now,
these plovers are in the park ground and the young children who have been learning remotely have
been adding an understanding of the plovers as they run around the park with their babies, who have
been nesting. Nola is a credit to the community and a great example of the best of my community and
the best of the Avenue estate as she has been working hard to make sure that they are protected, making
sure that council mowers know and are aware of the plovers that are there, because it would be terrible
to think that there would be a loss of plovers at this time when people are really enjoying more than
ever the benefits of birdwatching.
Whilst not a Ramsar site, the Cranbourne gardens are at the centre of so many people’s lives, and over
the last couple of weekends I have been able to really go and enjoy the pleasure that comes with the
Cranbourne gardens. I would like to acknowledge the friends of the Cranbourne gardens. There are so
many volunteers, over 700 members who participate. I particularly congratulate Marjanne Rook of the
Growing Friends group, who was awarded by the City of Casey on World Environment Day. I am
sure that so many of the people from the friends of the Cranbourne gardens will likewise be interested
in the Ramsar report that was part of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry and be
very grateful for the important work that was undertaken.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPPORTING VICTIMS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for the Coordination of Justice and
Community Safety: COVID-19) (11:00): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020.
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the Charter), I
make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting
Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020,
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.
Overview
The Bill seeks to:
a.

amend the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 to clarify and simplify the circumstances in
which information likely to identify a sex offence victim can be lawfully published;

b.

implement in Victoria nationally-agreed amendments to the Model Defamation Provisions
(MDPs) to modernise and improve the uniform defamation laws;

c.

amend the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and Accident Compensation
Act 1985 to exclude a reduction in earnings due to COVID-19 in between 1 March 2020 and
31 December 2020 from calculations that determine workers’ compensation entitlements;

d.

amend the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 (VOCA Act) to provide for the delegation of
certain powers and duties to specified Tribunal staff;

e.

amend the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act 2015 with respect to terms of appointment for
certain members of the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee;

f.

amend the Corrections Act 1986 to support the national High-Risk Terrorist Offender Scheme, and
to strengthen powers for officers to deal with letters received by prisoners for security purposes;

g.

amend the Forests Act 1958 to provide Forest Fire Management Victoria firefighters with the legal
authorisation to operate within the Fire Rescue Victoria fire district.

Human Rights Issues
The Bill makes a number of amendments to a range of legislation. These amendments engage various human
rights protected by the Charter. Each of those areas are discussed in turn below.
Amendments relating to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958
The Bill amends section 4 of the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 (JPRA) to make it easier for victimsurvivors of sexual offences to tell their stories if they wish to do so. Under the current JPRA, adult victimsurvivors require the court’s permission to tell their story when criminal proceedings for the sexual offence
are pending, or have concluded with the offender’s conviction. Child victim-survivors can only speak about
their experiences legally if proceedings are not pending and they are mature enough to understand the
consequences of being publicly identified as a victim-survivor of a sexual offence.
The amendments will permit adult and child victim-survivors, regardless of the stage of the criminal
proceedings (if any), to legally publish their stories without court involvement, provided that in doing so they
do not identify another victim-survivor who wishes to maintain their anonymity.
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to Part 2 of the Bill are:
•

the right to recognition and equality before the law (section 8)

•

the right to privacy and reputation (section 13)

•

the right to freedom of expression (section 15)
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Wednesday, 14 October 2020

Right to recognition and equality before the law (section 8)
Section 8 of the Charter provides that all persons are equal before the law and are entitled to the equal
protection of the law, as well as the right to equal and effective protection against discrimination.
In relation to publication by persons other than the identified victim-survivor, the Bill distinguishes between
victim-survivors with capacity to permit publication of their identifying details and those who do not due to,
for example, their young age or a mental impairment. For adult victim-survivors without decision-making
capacity and child victim-survivors who do not understand the nature and consequences of their decision to
identify as a sexual offence victim-survivor, a court must authorise any third-party publishing of their
identifying details.
This distinction is reasonably necessary to afford effective protection to victim-survivors who, for different
reasons, may be unable to fully appreciate the consequences of allowing another person to identify them as a
victim-survivor of a sexual offence. Court supervision in such cases is intended to confirm that victimsurvivors understand their decision to publish, and protect them from being pressured to publish their story.
The court, in deciding whether to authorise publication of a victim-survivor’s identifying details, must have
regard to the victim-survivor’s views and be satisfied that disclosure is in the public interest. This will ensure
that victim-survivors’ voices are heard by the court and that the Bill does not have a discriminatory impact by
only permitting some victim-survivors but not others to allow another person to publish their story.
Further, this distinction is not made in relation to self-publishing. A victim-survivor who self-publishes will
not be guilty of an offence under the JPRA, regardless of their ability to understand the nature and
consequences of their decision to publish (as long as that publication does not identify another victim-survivor
who has not given their permission). This ensures that no victim-survivor commits a criminal offence by, for
example, posting about their experience as a victim-survivor on social media.
Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with and not to have their reputation unlawfully attacked.
The right to privacy is broad and protects values such as the individual and social identity, and autonomy and
inherent dignity, of a person and their interest in their personal and social sphere.
The existing JPRA provisions make it an offence to publish any matter that is likely to reveal the identity of
victim-survivors of sexual offending, or alleged sexual offending. The offence is aimed at protecting the
privacy of victim-survivors. The Bill will strengthen this protection by clarifying when, and how, the
exceptions and defences to the offence will apply.
The Bill will further strengthen the right to privacy by excluding the application of the offence to victimsurvivors who choose to publish their own stories, and allowing more victim-survivors to permit their stories
to published, without first having to seek permission from a court. This promotes respect for their autonomy
and dignity. The Bill also provides for victim-survivors to tailor the permission they give for publishing their
stories, by limiting this permission to particular details, for example their name but not their image. Victimsurvivors will also be able to control the narrative by only permitting publication by a specified journalist or
a particular newspaper, website or television program.
The Bill allows the court to hear an application for authorisation to publish identifying details. These
proceedings may involve multiple victim-survivors, some of whom wish to publish and some of whom do
not. If even one of these victim-survivors (with the requisite decision-making capacity) does not wish to
publish, the court must not authorise publication, if such publication is likely to lead to the identification of
that victim-survivor. This recognises the importance of victim-survivors’ privacy and their right to control
how their personal information is used.
By clarifying that the publication prohibition continues after the death of a victim, and when a court may
authorise publication of identifying details in relation to a deceased victim, the Bill enhances the privacy of
deceased victims and their family members. When considering whether to make an order which would allow
identifying details of a deceased victim to be published, a court must have regard to any known wishes of the
deceased and their family members (unless a family member is the offender), as well as be satisfied that
disclosure is in the public interest.
The Bill provides retrospective immunity for those who, from 1991 when the publication prohibition
commenced, self-published or published identifying details about an adult victim-survivor of a sexual offence
with their permission. This ensures that victim-survivors do not commit an offence by choosing to speak out,
which recognises their agency over their personal details and stories.
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Freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 15 of the Charter provides that every person has the right to freedom of expression, including the
freedom to seek, receive and impart information of all kinds. Section 15 also provides that special duties and
responsibilities attach to this right, such that it may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably necessary to
respect the rights and reputations of other persons, or for the protection of national security, public order,
public health or public morality.
The publication prohibition restricts the right to freedom of expression in that it prohibits the publication of
any matter that is likely to reveal the identity of victims of sexual offending, or alleged sexual offending. Such
restriction is reasonably necessary to protect the privacy rights of victim-survivors. The Bill will reduce the
restriction to freedom of expression by allowing victim-survivors to self-publish and permit others to publish,
without the involvement of the court. This promotes the right to freedom of expression and provides victimsurvivors with agency to speak publicly about their experiences, as well as control over the use of their name,
image and other identifying details.
The JPRA will continue to restrict the right to freedom of expression appropriately, by continuing to prohibit
publication where the victim-survivor has not provided permission to publish.
The Bill also restricts the freedom of expression of adults without decision-making capacity and children who
are considered unable to understand what it means to be identified as a victim of a sexual offence and the
consequences of losing their anonymity. These are reasonably necessary restrictions, intended to protect the
privacy of this group. They are also balanced by the provisions in the Bill that require a court, in permitting
publication of identifying details, to take into account the views of the victim-survivor and be satisfied that
disclosure is in the public interest.
Protection of children (section 17(2))
Section 17(2) of the Charter provides that every child has the right, without discrimination, to such protection
as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
The Bill promotes the protection of children by ensuring that publishing any matter that is likely to reveal the
identity of a child victim-survivor of sexual offending, or alleged sexual offending, continues to be prohibited,
other than when the child self-publishes their identity or has given their permission for that publication. As an
additional safeguard intended to promote the protection of children, permission to publish given by a child
victim-survivor must be accompanied by a supporting statement from an independent authorised person, such
as a registered medical practitioner or psychologist. This will protect children who do not have the requisite
mental capacity or maturity to understand the potential consequences of permitting the publication of their
identifying details.
In situations where a third party applies to the court for authorisation to publish the identifying details of a
child victim-survivor, the court is obliged to consider the child’s views and the public interest—making it
unlikely that a child victim-survivor would be identified contrary to their wishes. In addition, if a child victimsurvivor does not wish to publish, and that child has a supporting statement to the effect that they understand
what it means to be identified as a victim-survivor, the court must not authorise publication. This recognises
the importance of child victim-survivors’ privacy and their right to control how their personal information is
used. The Bill also protects children by making it clear that they will not commit a criminal offence where
they publish identifying information about themselves (as long as that publication does not identify another
victim-survivor who has not given their permission).
Rights in criminal proceedings (sections 24 and 25(1))
The Bill places the onus of proof on an accused to prove, on the balance of probabilities, that a defence to the
publication prohibition in the JPRA applies. This is consistent with the existing defences in section 4 of the JPRA.
As these provisions reverse the usual onus of proof for criminal defences, which is that the prosecution is
required to prove that no defence raised by the accused applies, they are likely to engage sections 24 and 25(1)
of the Charter, which protect the right to a fair hearing and, in criminal proceedings, specifically provide that
a person is to be presumed innocent until proven guilty according to law.
The Bill provides three defences to the offence of contravening the publication prohibition in the JPRA:
a.

that publication was in accordance with an adult victim-survivor’s permission (where the victimsurvivor had decision-making capacity),

b.

that publication was in accordance with a child victim-survivor’s permission, where a supporting
statement was obtained prior to publication,

c.

that publication was permitted by a court order made under subsection (1BF).
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The reverse onus aspects of these three defences are likely to limit the right to be presumed innocent in s 25(1)
of the Charter. However, any limitation on this right is justified and proportionate, and so compatible with the
Charter.
The publication prohibition is intended to protect victim-survivors of sexual offences from being identified
where they wish to remain anonymous. It is appropriate for the defences to this offence to place the legal
burden on the accused, given the protective purpose of section 4(1A). This will assist to protect victimsurvivors from potential trauma, intimidation and distress that may result from interference with their privacy.
By placing the legal burden of proof for the defences on the accused, the Bill ensures that publishers are on
notice of the need to comply with the safeguards designed to protect victim-survivors, namely that:
•

permission of the victim-survivor has been obtained

•

publication is in accordance with any limitations set by the victim-survivor

•

publication is not likely to identify another victim-survivor without their permission, and

•

the victim-survivor had decision-making capacity (or in the case of a child, that an independent
authorised person has issued a supporting statement to the effect that the child understood their
decision and its likely consequences)

In addition, the nature of these defences makes it difficult for the prosecution to disprove the elements, given
that the facts relevant to each defence are likely to be only within the knowledge of the accused, and that the
evidence that would substantiate the defences is likely to be in the accused’s possession (for example, written
permission from the victim-survivor). On the other hand, it would not be reasonable to require the prosecution
to prove, beyond reasonable doubt, that the victim-survivor had not provided the required permission, as this
may result in the victim-survivor incurring additional trauma, intimidation and distress when giving evidence
in this respect.
Amendments relating to the model defamation provisions
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to Part 3 of the Bill are:
•

the right to freedom of expression under section 15(2) of the Charter;

•

the right to privacy under section 13 of the Charter; and

•

the right to a fair hearing under section 24 of the Charter.

For the reasons outlined below, I am of the view that this Part is compatible with each of these human rights.
The right to freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 15(2) of the Charter provides that every person has the right to freedom of expression which includes
the freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds. This right is subject to internal
qualifications set out in section 15(3), which provide for lawful restrictions reasonably necessary to respect
the rights and reputations of other persons.
Defamation law is inherently a restriction on the right to freedom of expression, but pursuant to section 15(3)
of the Charter, is a lawful restriction, required in order to protect reputations through allowing an avenue to
remedy in circumstances where a person has been unlawfully defamed. A balance must be struck between
the need to provide fair remedies and the imperative to ensure defamation law does not place unreasonable
limits on freedom of expression, particularly regarding matters of public interest.
The following key reforms in the Bill promote the right to freedom of expression:
a.

public interest defence—the Bill will introduce a defence that protects defamatory matter where
it concerns an issue of public interest;

b.

serious harm threshold—the Bill will introduce a serious harm threshold to deter and prevent
trivial actions by claimants where no significant harm is suffered;

c.

academic and scientific publication defence—the Bill will introduce a defence for peer-reviewed
statements and assessments in a scientific or academic journal, recognising the importance of
academics being able to freely express their ideas;

d.

single publication rule—the Bill will ensure that the limitation period for defamation actions is
consistent in its application to digital and non-digital publications, providing greater certainty to
publishers; and

e.

pre-trial procedures—the Bill will introduce requirements that encourage early and non-litigated
resolution of defamation disputes.
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The right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(b) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their reputation unlawfully
attacked. Protecting this element of the right to privacy is at the core of defamation law, which must be
balanced against freedom of expression.
Aspects of the defamation reforms promote the right to privacy. The public interest defence includes factors
that the court may consider when determining whether the defence is established, such as whether a person’s
side of the story is included, and whether the publication relates to the performance of public duties. These
factors may be balanced against others that direct the court to consider freedom of expression, and how it
should be weighed against the protection of a person’s privacy.
In promoting the right to freedom of expression, some of the reforms narrow the degree of protection that
defamation law affords to personal reputation. For example, the serious harm threshold may exclude some
defamation claims that would otherwise be allowed to proceed to litigation. The introduction of new defences
and the clarification of the contextual truth and honest opinion defences will also increase the scope of lawful
defamation.
To the extent that these reforms limit the protection of the right to privacy, they are necessary to achieve the
aims of the Bill and are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable, as they will ensure a fairer balance of the
competing rights is struck within defamation law.
The right to a fair hearing (section 24)
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence or a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent, independent and impartial
court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
The following reforms in the Bill are consistent with and promote the right to a fair hearing:
f.

amendments to the “offer to make amends” defence so that it is determined by the judge, not the
jury, to reduce the potential for jury prejudice;

g.

amendments that provide that a party’s election to trial by jury may only be revoked with the
consent of all the parties to the proceedings or, if all the parties do not consent, with the leave of
the court if it is satisfied it is in the interests of justice; and

These amendments promote the right to a fair hearing by ensuring that justice can be delivered in defamation
proceedings in a timely, fair and efficient manner.
Amendments to the Victims of Crime Assistance Act
Rights to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An interference will be lawful if it is permitted by a
law which is precise and appropriately circumscribed, and will be arbitrary only if it is capricious,
unpredictable, unjust or unreasonable, in the sense of being disproportionate to the legitimate aim sought.
The Bill amends the VOCA Act to insert various information-sharing functions which engage the right to
privacy; however, in my view, do not limit the right.
The Bill amends section 40 of the VOCA Act to extend the registrar’s power to compel the production of
certain information to Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal (Tribunal) officers, a new class of Tribunal staff.
Tribunal officers are defined as officers of the Tribunal who are legally qualified or have the requisite skills
or experience to carry out the functions of a Tribunal officer (new section 23(ca)). A Tribunal officer may
give a notice to any person, and penalties attach to non-compliance. However, the power is appropriately
circumscribed, with the information that may be requested being limited to information relevant to an
application for assistance.
The ability of Tribunal officers to obtain this information is necessary in light of other amendments to the
VOCA Act being introduced by the Bill, enabling the Chief Magistrate to delegate any power conferred on
the Tribunal by or under the VOCA Act or any other Act, to registrars or Tribunal officers as necessary for
the effective operation of the Tribunal. Demand for financial assistance at the Tribunal has increased
significantly over the last five years. Notwithstanding the significant efforts of the Tribunal and the
introduction of several efficiency measures, the increased demand is resulting in delays in determining
applications and an increase in the number of ‘pending’ applications at the end of each financial year.
The amendments broadening the scope of delegations allowed under the VOCA Act are intended to assist in
reducing this backlog and, specifically, extending the existing investigatory powers and functions of registrars to

BILLS
2656

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 14 October 2020

Tribunal officers - are intended to increase flexibility in decision-making. In my opinion, the above provisions
engage but do not limit the rights to privacy and are therefore compatible with section 13(a) of the Charter.
Amendments to the Corrections Act
The amendments to the Corrections Act engage the following human rights under the Charter:
a.

right to life (section 9)

b.

the right to privacy (section 13)

c.

freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief (section 14)

d.

freedom of expression (section 15)

e.

protection of families and children (section 17)

f.

cultural rights (section 19)

g.

the right to property (section 20)

h.

humane treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22).

Amendments relating to the Commonwealth’s High-Risk Terrorist Offender Scheme
The amendments to the Corrections Act made by clauses 44 to 46 will result in a person who is the subject of
a CDO or IDO, will remaining in the legal custody of the Secretary following the making of the order [CDO
or IDO]. Further, clause 47 inserts a new Division 2A of Part 1A into the Act which confirms the Victorian
Minister’s power to enter into an arrangement for detention at a prison of a person in relation to whom a CDO
or IDO is in force. This also authorises the Secretary to detain the person at a prison for the duration of the
order. New section 6K provides that a person detained under such an arrangement is to be managed under the
Corrections Act.
The effect of these provisions is to confirm that a person detained under a CDO or IDO is a ‘prisoner’ for the
purposes of the Corrections Act. A broad range of powers and responsibilities are provided for under that Act
in relation to the management and welfare of prisoners. The application of the Corrections Act to prisoners
subject to these orders therefore imposes constraints on a range of human rights. This can include varying
degrees of restrictions on the following rights:
a.

freedom of movement (s 12), in relation to degree of freedom afforded to move around the
detention unit or around the greater prison;

b.

privacy (s 13), in relation to conditions of detention, search and seizure conditions, visitation
arrangements and sending/receiving mail;

c.

freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief (s 14), in relation to any operational limits on
an offender’s ability to practise their religion;

d.

freedom of expression (s 15), in relation to any additional limits on imparting or receiving ideas
through restrictions on permissible activities or property;

e.

freedom of association (s 16), in relation to additional limits on an offender’s ability associate with
others and socialise;

f.

freedom to take part in public life and cultural rights (ss 18 and 19); and

g.

property rights (s 20), in relation to permitted property while detained.

In my view, to the extent that any of these rights are likely to be limited by the application of the Corrections
Act to prisoners subject to a CDO or IDO, such limitations are reasonable and justified in accordance with
s 7(2) of the Charter. Applying the powers under the Corrections Act to such persons serves the important
purposes of enabling the proper management of the prison in which the person is detained, and protecting the
safety of the community as well as of prison staff, prison visitors, and prisoners themselves. The powers set
out in the Act with regard to prisoners enable prisons to effectively address threats to security, safety, or good
order, and do not go further than is necessary to achieve their legitimate aims. While persons subject to a
CDO or IDO are not serving terms of imprisonment under a sentence for an offence, they will have been
determined by a court to pose an unacceptable risk of committing a serious terrorism offence, and appropriate
management of such persons in the prison context remains necessary to ensure that they do not undermine
the secure and orderly management of the prison.
Further, I note that the Corrections Act includes a range of provisions directed at ensuring the welfare of
prisoners and safeguarding their rights. This includes Division 4 of Part 6, which provides that prisoners have
a range of specified rights—for example, the right to adequate food and reasonable medical care. In addition
to the safeguards protecting the rights of all prisoners, clause 47 of the Bill inserts a new section 6K into the
Corrections Act, providing that persons detained under a CDO or IDO must be treated appropriately given
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their status as unconvicted prisoners (in the sense that they are not currently serving a sentence of
imprisonment relating to a conviction), but still nonetheless classified as a prisoner as outlined above, subject
to any reasonable requirements necessary to maintain the management, security and good order of the prison,
the safe custody and welfare of other prisoners, and the safety and protection of the community. Generally,
under new s 6K(4), such persons must not be detained in the same area of the prison as persons serving
custodial sentences.
Finally, I note that in my view, even in the absence of this legislation, a person who is detained in a Victoria
prison under a CDO or IDO is a ‘prisoner’ for the purposes of the Corrections Act. ‘Prisoner’ is defined in
the Act as a person in the legal custody of the Secretary. A person is deemed to be in the legal custody of the
Secretary if a Court makes an order of imprisonment in relation to the person (s 6A(1)(a)). As a Court will
have made an order of imprisonment in relation to a person subject to a CDO or IDO, that person will therefore
already be a ‘prisoner’ for the purposes of the Corrections Act. As such, to the extent that the Bill limits
Charter rights by imposing the provisions of the Corrections Act on persons detained under a CDO or IDO,
the Bill is simply confirming the existing position and does not impose any additional limitations on rights.
Accordingly, I consider that limits on the rights set out above associated with application of the Corrections
Act to prisoners detained under an IDO or CDO are compatible with the Charter.
Right to humane treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22)
Section 22 provides that all persons derived of liberty must be treated with humanity and respect for the
inherent dignity of the human person. Section 22 also provides that persons detained without charge must be
segregated from persons who have been convicted of offences except where reasonably necessary, and must
be treated in a way that is appropriate for a person who has not been convicted. I note that while persons
subject to CDOs and IDOs will have previously been charged and convicted of offences, at the time that the
CDO or IDO is in force they will not be serving a sentence of imprisonment in relation to the conviction, and
may not be subject to any pending charges, so this aspect of the right is applicable.
As set out above, the right is preserved through the application of existing prisoner rights in the Corrections
Act, as well as through the additional safeguards in the Bill requiring that persons subject to CDOs or IDOs
be treated appropriately given their status as unconvicted prisoners and detention separately from the general
prison population.
In practice, the guarantees in section 22 of the Charter will be achieved by placing offenders subject to
detention orders in dedicated, separate and self-contained units within a prison. From these units, the offenders
may, if they choose, access the programs and general prison facilities that are available to other prisoners.
However, offenders will not generally be compelled to have contact with the general prison population unless
necessary for countervailing safe custody, welfare or good order grounds. These exceptions aim to achieve
the important purpose of ensuring that the over-arching management of the prison is not compromised. In my
view, section 22 is not limited by the detention order scheme.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that the detention order scheme is compatible with the Charter.
Amendments relating to prisoners’ personal mail
Clause 49 of the Bill introduces a new section 47CA into the Corrections Act. That section will enable certain
prison staff in all prisons to copy a prisoner’s incoming personal mail that is able to be copied (for example,
letters or children’s drawings), provide a copy of that mail to the prisoner and to dispose of the original. In
such circumstances, the original mail is forfeited to the State.
The proposed power is appropriately targeted at personal mail and does not apply to ‘exempt’ mail, being
mail that is sent to a prisoner from a person or body listed in section 47(1)(m) of the Corrections Act. Exempt
persons and bodies include the Ombudsman, IBAC and the prisoner’s lawyer, among others.
This reform is necessary to address a significant increase in the use of prisoners’ mail as a means to attempt
to introduce contraband into prisons. While operational strategies are used to prevent the introduction of
contraband, some contraband (including Buprenorphine strips, which are used for opiate dependence and can
be integrated into paper itself) can be very difficult to detect. The introduction of drugs and other contraband
poses significant risks to the security of prisons and the safety and welfare of prisoners, prison staff and other
persons in prisons. This reform provides prison staff with necessary and appropriate powers to reduce these
risks by minimising the introduction of contraband through prisoner mail.
This reform will also reduce delays in prisoners receiving their mail by avoiding the need for each item of
mail to be properly and thoroughly inspected before being given to the prisoner, which would result in
significant delays.
For the reasons outlined below, I consider that this reform is compatible with the rights set out in the Charter.
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Right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. This right, as it applies in respect of correspondence, protects against
interference with a person’s capacity for communication by whatever means. It therefore protects against
intercepting, opening, reading, inspecting, censoring or destroying any correspondence, including written
correspondence, by a person other than the intended recipient. More broadly, the privacy aspect of this right
includes a person’s personal and social identity, social relations, and physical and psychological integrity,
which must also not be interfered with.
Opening and copying prisoners’ mail will not arbitrarily interfere with the prisoner’s correspondence or
privacy. Prison staff already have the power to open and read non-exempt mail under section 47C of the
Corrections Act. By enabling mail to be copied, the Bill will ensure that prisoners can receive their mail more
promptly.
The proposed amendment engages the right to privacy as it will authorise prison staff to open mail (and
therefore potentially to read that mail), make a copy of the mail and then destroy the original mail. In my
view, the amendment does not limit the right to privacy as any interference with privacy or correspondence
will not be unlawful or arbitrary. The opening, copying or destruction of a prisoner’s mail will not be unlawful
as it will be expressly authorised under the Corrections Act.
The purpose of copying and destroying mail is to reduce contraband in prisons and in so doing promote the
security of prisons and the safety and welfare of prisoners and prison staff. Destroying the original mail will
ensure that any illicit drugs or other contraband is also destroyed.
I do not consider that there are any less restrictive means available to achieve this purpose. As an alternative
to destroying mail, the mail could be returned to the sender. However, this would not result in the destruction
of any illicit drugs contained in the mail and may pose unacceptable risks to the safety and welfare of persons
who reside with the sender. For example, a person who opens mail addressed to the sender may be exposed
to illicit drugs that were included in the mail. This risk would be exacerbated if a child opened the mail.
An additional alternative may be to place the original mail in prison storage for the prisoner to retrieve upon
their release. However, this is not possible for prisoners serving long prison sentences. This may also result
in the prisoner taking possession of illicit drugs upon their release, which would pose unacceptable risks to
the prisoner and the community.
The Bill provides prison staff with a discretion as to whether or not to dispose of original mail that has been
copied. This would allow for consideration of whether the original mail should be retained and provided to
the prisoner after being thoroughly inspected for contraband. For example, this may occur where an item
could not be replaced by a copy (such as a birth certificate or other document with evidentiary value) or was
highly sentimental. By providing this flexibility, the Bill ensures that original mail can be retained where
circumstances warrant it.
In my view, the destruction of mail is not arbitrary given the discretionary nature of the power and the
important objective to be achieved. Insofar as the right to privacy may be limited by the amendment, I consider
that the amendment is a reasonable and proportionate response to achieving the important objective of keeping
prisons safe. Accordingly, I am satisfied that the amendment is compatible with the right to privacy.
Right to property (section 20)
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. A person’s mail could be considered their property. This amendment engages this right
as it enables the confiscation and destruction of a prisoner’s mail and thereby deprives them of their property.
However, the deprivation of prisoners’ property will be in accordance with law as the Corrections Act will
expressly authorise the destruction of original mail. In my view, the right to property is therefore not limited
by the amendment.
Humane treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22)
Section 22(1) of the Charter states that persons deprived of liberty must be treated with humanity and with
respect for the inherent dignity of the human person. This right requires that, once people are detained or
deprived of their liberty, they are treated with humanity and with respect for the inherent dignity of the human
person. This is a positive right that broadly reflects the idea that prisoners ought not be subjected to hardship
or constraint other than the hardship or constraint that results from their deprivation of liberty.
This right may be engaged insofar as the power to copy and destroy mail applies to all non-exempt mail,
regardless of the level of risk associated with a particular item of mail, and may result in unduly harsh
consequences where mail of significant evidentiary, monetary or sentimental value is destroyed. However, I
consider that this right is not limited by the amendment as prisoners will receive a true copy of their mail
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which will replicate the mail to the extent practicable. This will include receiving a colour copy of the mail
where the original mail was in colour and it is reasonably practicable to provide a colour copy. Further, the
amendment provides a discretionary power to prison staff, which will enable original mail to be retained
where the officer considers it appropriate in the circumstances.
Protection of families (section 17), freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief (section 14), cultural
rights (section 19) and freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 17(1) of the Charter provides that families are the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled
to be protected. Section 14(1)(b) relevantly provides that people have the right to demonstrate their religion
or belief, including in community with others. Section 19(1) provides that people must not be denied the right
to enjoy their culture or religion in community with others, and section 19(2) recognises the distinct cultural
rights of Aboriginal people. Section 15(2)(b) relevantly provides that people have the right to seek and receive
information and ideas, including in writing.
Each of these rights is engaged by the proposed amendment, in that the mail prisoners receive from their
family, social networks or members of their religion or culture plays an important role in maintaining their
family and other relationships, in observing and practising their culture and religion in community with others,
and in seeking and receiving information and ideas from others.
The proposed amendment is likely to promote these rights, in that it will allow prisoners to receive true copies
of their mail and therefore the substantive content of the mail, in a form that is as close to the original as
possible, without the delays associated with inspecting and testing it for contraband.
Right to life (section 9) and protection of children (section 17)
Section 9 of the Charter provides that a person has the right to life and a right not to be arbitrarily deprived of
life. The right to life includes a positive duty on the State to take reasonable steps to protect life. This is
particularly relevant to prisoners, who are in the care of the State. Section 17(2) provides that every child has
the right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or
her by reason of being a child. The protection of children includes the care, protection and safety of a child
and the child’s right to health. This includes children living within a prison in mother/child units, children
visiting prisons, youth prisoners who have been sentenced to a term of imprisonment in an adult prison, and
youth prisoners who have been transferred to an adult prison from the youth justice system.
The proposed amendment will promote these rights, in that the purpose of the amendment is to protect
prisoners, prison staff and other persons within prisons by reducing the risk of contraband, including illicit
drugs, from entering prisons.
Amendments relating to workers compensation
The amendments to the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act (WIRC Act) and the Accident
Compensation Act (AC Act) are necessary to ensure that injured workers are not financially disadvantaged in
terms of their compensation entitlements due to the consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic.
The COVID-19 pandemic and associated restrictions have seen a reduction in many workers’ hours and
earnings. If a worker is injured at work, their pre-injury average weekly earnings are taken into account by
insurers in calculating the weekly compensation payable. Insurers consider the ‘relevant period’ when
assessing the pre-injury average weekly earnings, which is the 52 weeks prior to the injury.
To ensure that a reduction in a worker’s hours and earnings due to the COVID-19 pandemic is not factored
into the entitlement calculation, this Bill will exclude the period between 1 March 2020 and 31 December
2020 from that assessment. This exclusion will only apply to those workers whose hours or earnings have
been reduced by the COVID-19 pandemic.
The human rights under the Charter that are relevant are:
•

the right to recognition and equality before the law under section 8; and

•

property rights under section 20.

Right to recognition and equality before the law (section 8)
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal before the law, is entitled to the equal protection
of the law without discrimination and has the right to equal and effective protection against discrimination.
This means that laws, policies and programs should not be discriminatory, and also that public authorities
should not apply or enforce laws, policies and programs in a discriminatory or arbitrary manner.
‘Discrimination’ for the purposes of the equality right means discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 (EO Act). The EO Act defines discrimination in section 7 to include direct or indirect
discrimination on the basis of an attribute, including, relevantly, age, gender identity and sex, disability,
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parental status or status as a carer, and race. ‘Disability’ is defined in the EO Act to include disabilities of a
physical, mental and psychological nature.
It is possible that clauses 53 and 54 of the Bill (which amend section 154 of the WIRC Act and 5AA of the
AC Act, respectively) may have the effect of indirectly discriminating in favour of injured workers with
protected attributes to the extent that such persons are represented at a higher proportions in jobs where the
COVID-19 pandemic has resulted in a reduction in earnings, as compared to injured workers whose jobs may
have been affected by non-COVID-19 related reasons. To the extent that clauses 53 and 54 involve indirect
discrimination, those clauses will engage the right in section 8 of the Charter.
However, section 8(4) of the Charter provides that measures taken for the purpose of assisting persons or
groups of persons disadvantaged because of discrimination do not constitute discrimination. Further,
section 12 of the EO Act provides that a person does not discriminate by taking a special measure, which is a
measure taken for the purposes of realising substantive equality for people with relevant attributes. To the
extent that persons with protected attributes will be disproportionately affected by clauses 53 and 54, I
consider that those clauses constitute a special measure and will thus be compatible with the right to equality
in section 8 of the Charter.
To the extent that any limitation to the right to equality is occasioned by the operation of clauses 53 and 54
by treating workers differently according to whether they have experienced reduced hours and earnings due
to the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic or for other reasons, I consider that any such limitation is reasonable
and demonstrably justified. The proposed amendments are intended to create equity amongst injured workers
over the life of their claim. Further, these clauses have been specifically tailored to mitigate the particular
impact on workers who have experienced reduced hours or earnings before their injury due to the
extraordinary circumstances posed by the global COVID-19 pandemic. The clauses will apply only for the
limited period starting on 1 March 2020 and ending on 31 December 2020. Accordingly, in my view, any
limit on the right to equality that may be imposed by these clauses is reasonable and demonstrably justifiable
in accordance with section 7(2) of the Charter.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be deprived of their property other than in
accordance with law. A deprivation of property will occur in accordance with law for the purposes of
section 20 of the Charter if the law is publicly accessible, clear and certain.
The Bill may engage the property right on the basis that it may result in an employer paying more
compensation than they might otherwise be required to pay, absent the operation of clauses 53 and 54 of the
Bill. However, the property right as protected by the Charter will only be engaged to the extent that an
employer who is required to pay compensation in such a situation is a natural person. This is because section 3
of the Charter provides that ‘person’ means a ‘human being’ for the purposes of the Charter.
In any event, even if the property right is engaged, I consider that no limit will be occasioned by the Bill. This
is because any assessment of compensation that results in an employer, who is a natural person, paying more
compensation than they otherwise would, would occur in accordance with a law which is clear, transparent
and precise.
Amendments related to Forest Act
Overview
The Bill amends the Forests Act 1958 (Forests Act) to allow the Secretary to the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to enter into an agreement or an arrangement with FRV to enable the
Secretary and specified persons to undertake specified activities within the FRV fire district in accordance
with the circumstances specified in the agreement.
The Bill also amends the Forests Act to provide that the Secretary to DELWP and specified persons authorised
under the agreement or arrangement will have immunity from certain liabilities in carrying out fire
management activities in accordance with the agreement or arrangement.
Human Rights Issues
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill
the right to property (section 20)
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.
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Right to property
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. This right requires that powers which authorise the deprivation of property are conferred
by legislation or common law, are confined and structured rather than arbitrary or unclear, are accessible to
the public, and are formulated precisely.
‘Property’ for the purposes of section 20 of the Charter has a broad meaning and includes both real and
personal property and any right or interest regarded as property under Victorian law. Therefore, property
encompasses legal interests and contractual rights. The term ‘deprived’ is similarly broad and may include
being stripped of ownership or not enjoying exclusive use of rights.
The Bill amends the Forests Act to ensure that the Secretary to DELWP and specified persons can undertake
specific actions in the FRV fire district when the Secretary to DELWP enters into an agreement or an
arrangement with Fire Rescue Victoria. The FRV fire district is defined in section 4(1) of the FRV Act to be
the land in Schedule 2 of the Act and includes the port of Melbourne within the meaning of the Port
Management Act 1995, and any rivers or waterways which are designated as being within the Fire Rescue
Victoria fire district by the Governor in Council by proclamation published in the Government Gazette.
The Bill will allow for some additional, specified personnel to carry out a subset of the fire management
activities already authorised by legislation to occur in the FRV fire district, with appropriate legal protections.
This will allow firefighters to take timely action to effectively protect communities and the environment.
Whilst the Bill has potential to impact on the right to property by authorising individuals to enter into private
property and carry out fire management activities, any impact is considered reasonable and demonstrably
justified having regard to public safety and impacts to persons and the community from affects fires may
have. Any impacts on the right to property, to the limited extent that they occur, are also offset by the benefit
that effective firefighting provides in terms of the protection of property.
I consider that the provision is consistent with the right to property under section 20 of the Charter.
Hon Jill Hennessy MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for the Coordination of Justice and
Community Safety: COVID-19) (11:00): 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:
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020 makes important
changes to a range of legislation. These measures, importantly, include reforms to further the rights of victims
and their ability to tell their stories and strengthen other victims of crime legislation.
In addition, other measures in the Bill include important changes to existing legislation. The amendments will:
•

implement model nationally agreed laws on defamation;

•

protect workers entitlements in compensation claims affected by COVID-19;

•

support the national High Risk Terrorist Offender Scheme and the power of prison officers in
certain security matters;

•

clarify the ability of forest fire fighters to continue to do their job effectively.

I will deal with each of these matters in turn.
Allowing victims of sex offence to tell their stories
Victim-survivors who share their experiences of assault and abuse do so much more than fill column inches.
They shine light on institutionalised wrongs. They expose perpetrators who take advantage of a position of
power. They empower other victim-survivors to come forward and seek justice.
I pay tribute to all victim-survivors who have the courage to speak publicly about the profound trauma and
violence of experiencing sexual assault.
It is not a source of shame. It is a sign of strength.
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We have listened to victim-survivors, who have movingly and compellingly told us current processes are not
working for them.
In response to their advocacy, the Bill will amend section 4 of the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 to
make it easier for victim-survivors of sexual offences to speak publicly about their experiences, and control
when and how their stories are published by others.
As the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) Contempt of Court Report makes clear, the Judicial
Proceedings Reports Act is a complex and confusing piece of legislation in need of reform and modernisation.
This Bill will implement the first stage of a planned overhaul of this Act.
Since 1991, it has been an offence to publish details that are likely to identify an alleged victim of a sexual
offence. The offence was intended as a safeguard to protect the privacy and anonymity of victim-survivors,
so that fear of public identification would not deter the reporting and prosecution of sexual offences.
Nonetheless, the Act allows publication in certain, specified circumstances. While these exemptions were
intended to provide clear pathways for victim-survivors or others to publish identifying details, it has become
clear that the law is overly complex and does not give sufficient agency to victim-survivors over their stories.
Victorian society has changed significantly in how it views and understands sexual offending since these laws
were introduced. Much stigma and shame still attached to victim-survivors of sexual offences in the early
1990s, and as such the original laws did not properly take account of the need to ensure that victim-survivors
were not prevented from talking about their experiences or authorising others to do so on their behalf.
Importantly, the way that information is published has also changed substantially since the introduction of the
prohibition in 1991. Information can now be published and shared instantly online or on social media, and
every individual has the ability to be a publisher.
There is still more work to be done to remove the stigma surrounding sexual offences, improve the rates of
reporting for these significant crimes and address the gender inequality and attitudes underlying this offending
behaviour. The current reference being considered by the VLRC, regarding sexual offences, will make
important recommendations to this end. Nonetheless, societal views and our understanding of the experience
of sexual offence victim-survivors have progressed, and the law should at a minimum reflect this. In
particular, the benefits of storytelling as part of victim-survivor healing, resilience and empowerment are now
much better understood.
In developing these reforms, the government heard from many victim-survivors and their advocates, as well
as other stakeholders. I would like to particularly thank and acknowledge these victim-survivors and
stakeholders for their generosity, time and input, which have been invaluable in this reform process.
Adult victim-survivors
The Bill will make a range of important reforms to enhance victim-survivors’ ability to tell their stories. These
changes will maximise the agency and autonomy of victim-survivors to determine if, when and how their
identity and experiences are published. The experiences of victim-survivors are deeply personal, and they
should therefore have control over the way in which their stories are made public.
Sexual offences are confronting, invasive and reprehensible crimes. These offences have a significant and lasting
impact and can continue to cause profound distress throughout the victim-survivor’s lifetime. Unsurprisingly,
some victim-survivors may wish never to share their experiences with others. Consistent with the
recommendation of the VLRC in its Contempt of Court Report, the Bill will retain the substance of the current
publication offence, to respect and protect victim-survivors’ right to privacy if they wish to remain anonymous.
However, as we have heard during consultations, the process of sharing stories can also be a powerful and
important part of the healing process for some victim-survivors. It can help other victim-survivors to come to
terms with their own experiences and empower them to come forward and report the crimes committed
against them to police. The Bill will therefore make a range of important changes to better enable victimsurvivors to publish their own experiences, and to give permission for others to do so.
First, the Bill will make it clear that victim-survivors, both adults and children, may lawfully self-publish
information likely to identify them as a victim-survivor of a sexual offence. Victim-survivors may choose to
self-publish details on social media, for example, as part of their process of recovery and healing, and these
reforms will make clear that this conduct does not constitute an offence under the JPRA.
Second, the Bill will clarify when a third party, such as a media organisation, may publish material that
identifies a victim-survivor. In relation to most adult victim-survivors, publication will be allowed if the
victim-survivor provides permission to be identified. Just because a victim-survivor has self-published their
story, this will not constitute permission for a third party to do so. Rather, the publisher will be required to
prove, on the balance of probabilities, that the victim-survivor being identified has given permission for the
specific publication.
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Importantly, the Bill will also allow victim-survivors to tailor their permission—this will allow a victimsurvivor to give permission for some of their details to be published (e.g. their name) but not others (e.g. their
image), or to limit publication in other ways.
The Bill will require that the victim-survivor’s permission is given in writing. This will act as an important
safeguard for both the victim-survivor and publisher, by providing written evidence that permission has been
obtained, and of any limits or conditions imposed by the victim-survivor in tailoring their permission.
These reforms will enable victim-survivors and others to publish information without the need for any
involvement of a court. This respects the autonomy of victim-survivors to make their own decisions about the
publication of their identity and stories, and avoids the potential trauma and distress involved in a court-based
process.
However, the government recognises that there will be cases where it is not possible for a victim-survivor to
provide permission for their identifying information to be published. For example, an adult victim-survivor
may not have capacity to provide permission, due to serious mental impairment. This is an all-too-real
scenario—for example, we know that sexual abuse is a prevalent form of elder abuse in aged care settings.
While sexual offending against older people is—like all sexual offences—underreported, a 2019 KPMG
report indicated that as many as 1,730 incidents of resident on resident unlawful sexual contact may occur
nationally in aged care settings each year. Unfortunately, the things that may prevent older victim-survivors
from providing permission to publish—such as dementia or other conditions—are the same factors that make
them more vulnerable to these horrifying crimes in the first place.
In these cases where victim-survivors do not have the capacity to provide permission themselves, it remains
necessary and appropriate for the court to retain a role in granting permission for publication. However, the
court will be expressly required to take into account the wishes, if any, expressed by the victim-survivor in
these cases. The Bill will also make it clear that the views of the alleged offender (or convicted offender,
depending on the stage of proceedings) are not to be considered by the court in deciding whether to authorise
publication.
The reforms relating to adult victim-survivors are consistent with recommendations of the VLRC Contempt
of Court Report.
Child victim-survivors
The Bill will provide specific, tailored provisions to give victim-survivors under the age of 18 years more
autonomy over their stories.
In proposing these reforms, the Government acknowledges that there are a range of different views on how
this law should treat child victim-survivors. Indeed, the approach in the Bill is different to the model described
in the VLRC’s report, which recommended that child victim-survivors be required to seek court permission
before publicising their stories.
Victim-survivors and their advocates expressed a broad range of views on this issue during consultations.
Some would prefer to allow children (especially older children) to make publication decisions themselves,
and to avoid court involvement and the potential distress and trauma associated with this. There was also
concern expressed about the impact that a court-based process could have in silencing the voices of child
victim-survivors, preventing their experiences and the impact of child sexual offending from being better
considered and understood. Others consider court oversight as an important safeguard for children, who may
be pressured into publishing details by others or who may not fully comprehend the consequences of having
their details published.
The Bill balances these different views by allowing victim-survivors aged under 18 to make decisions for
themselves where possible and appropriate, with appropriate safeguards in place to reflect the potential
vulnerability of younger children. This approach is consistent with the Bill’s objective to provide victimsurvivors with greater autonomy over their own stories.
Consistent with the arrangements for adult victim-survivors, the publication offence will not apply to a child
victim-survivor who self-publishes their identity. This reflects the practical reality that child victim-survivors
are now able to freely self-publish online, and may inadvertently commit an offence if this protection were
not also afforded to them.
The Bill will also allow children to give permission to a third party to publish their identifying details, where
they are able to provide this permission, and they have the support of an independent authorised person to do
so. This person (who will initially be either a doctor or a psychologist) would, in appropriate cases, provide a
‘supporting statement’ indicating that the child understands the long-term implications of giving permission
for publication and the consequences of losing anonymity. This supporting statement will need to be provided
alongside the child victim-survivor’s written permission in order for a third-party to lawfully publish
identifying information. Doctors and psychologists have the necessary expertise to make this assessment and
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are subject to professional and ethical obligations. Following further stakeholder consultation, additional
classes of people qualified to provide a supporting statement may be prescribed in regulations. This might
include professionals who are already engaged with child victim-survivors, so that as far as possible children
are able to seek this assessment from an adult who already knows of their experiences and with whom they
have an existing relationship of trust and confidence. These provisions are similar to recent amendments to
the Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act 1996 that apply to the process of altering records of sex on
a child’s birth certificate.
As is the case in relation to adult victim-survivors, in cases where the child victim-survivor cannot provide
permission themselves, a third party may also publish the identifying details of a child victim-survivor if they
obtain permission from the court.
Protection of other victim-survivors who may be identified through publication
Sadly, we know that there are cases where there are multiple victim-survivors of a single offender, including
cases where victims are members of the same family or community. In these, it is possible that the publication
of the identity and experiences of one victim may indirectly lead to the identification of other victims.
The reforms in the Bill will protect the identity of each individual victim, to ensure that no victim can be
identified without providing permission for this to occur. In cases involving multiple victims, the permission
of each victim likely to be identified by the publication must be obtained. Similarly, if one victim-survivor
wishes to self-publish details likely to lead to the identification of a second victim-survivor, they can only do
so where they have first obtained the other victim’s written permission. This ensures that the privacy and
anonymity of each victim-survivor, and their right to determine when and how their experiences are shared,
are equally protected and respected under the law.
In addition, it should be noted that these provisions operate alongside other laws that may affect the ability to
legally publish information. The courts may issue suppression orders to protect the identity of a person, and
other laws may apply in a given case. The law of sub judice contempt will also continue to apply. The changes
in this bill do not set aside or remove those other obligations.
Deceased victim-survivors
The Bill will implement interim reforms to clarify and address immediate issues with how the laws apply to
the identification of details of victim-survivors who are deceased. However, the Government acknowledges
that further, more substantial reforms are required in this area. These will be progressed separately in 2021.
The VLRC recommended that the publication offence should cease upon a victim-survivor’s death, with
interested parties such as family members being able to apply to a court to extend the prohibition. The effect
of this approach would be that the legislative anonymity of a victim-survivor is extinguished upon their
passing, unless a surviving relative secures court approval for it to continue. This recommendation will be
considered further. It raises a series of policy questions and could give rise to unintended and undesirable
consequences if implemented as proposed. For example, if the protection of the deceased victim-survivor’s
identity were to be lifted immediately, this could expose family members to additional distress and trauma,
by requiring them to seek continuing protection of the victim’s identity during the grieving period
immediately following the death. Similarly, it could mean that the victim-survivor’s identity may be published
before a family member or other person has the opportunity to seek continuing protection.
To address these difficult and sensitive issues, and consistent with the principles and objectives underpinning
the reforms in this Bill, the Government will work to develop further reforms that:
•

appropriately recognise and respect the grieving period immediately following the death of a
victim-survivor, to ensure that family members and others are not forced to take immediate steps
in order for ongoing protection of the victim-survivor’s identity to be secured;

•

minimise or remove the need for a court-based approval process, in recognition of the potential
distress and trauma this may cause to family members;

•

ensure that the views, if any, expressed by a deceased victim-survivor during their lifetime are
considered and respected; and

•

balance the ongoing privacy interests of victim-survivors and their families against the broader
public interest in freedom of expression.

Consultation with victim-survivors, family members of deceased victims and other stakeholders will help
ensure that the right balance is struck on these issues.
In the interim, the Bill will clarify that the prohibition on publication continues following the victim’s death,
while at the same time providing a clear mechanism to obtain permission to publish identifying information
in all cases where the victim-survivor has died. In considering applications relating to a deceased victimsurvivor, the Bill makes clear the courts are to have regard to the victim’s views (as expressed during their
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lifetime, if known) and those of their family members. In line with the other court application provisions, the
court must not consider the views of the offender in deciding whether to authorise publication, including in
cases where the offender is a family member of the victim.
Immunity for past publications
In introducing these reforms, the Government recognises that many victim-survivors and others may have
previously published identifying details, and in doing so may have inadvertently and unknowingly committed
an offence. This includes where victim-survivors may have self-published their own identifying details, or
where third parties, such as media organisations, have done so with the victim-survivor’s permission. These
examples do not represent the type of conduct this law was put in place to address.
However unlikely it may be that any action would ever be taken in relation to these cases, we recognise that
victim-survivors and others may be distressed by the fact they have technically committed an offence and the
possibility—however remote—that they could be prosecuted. In view of this, the Bill will provide immunity
for past self-publications by victim-survivors, or third-party publications done with the permission of the adult
victim-survivor identified. There is no requirement for past permissions to be in writing. The retrospective
protection will apply from when the publication offence commenced in 1991.
Alongside the legislative reforms, the government will continue to explore ways to better support victimsurvivors to navigate the court application process, where this is required, and more generally within the
justice system. I am pleased to report that specific legal advice lines have recently commenced to support
victim-survivors in relation to publication issues, at the Women’s Legal Service and Victoria Legal Aid.
Implementing nationally agreed amendments to model defamation provisions in Victoria
The Bill will amend the Defamation Act 2005 and the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to implement important
nationally-agreed reforms to Victoria’s model defamation laws. The reforms are the product of a national
review of the uniform defamation laws conducted by the Council of Attorneys-General.
The media landscape has changed rapidly since the model defamation provisions were enacted 15 years ago.
Recognising this, the review identified a range of reforms to update and improve the model defamation laws
to ensure that they continue to strike an appropriate balance between freedom of expression and protection
for personal reputation. The Bill will deliver on Victoria’s commitment to implement those reforms.
The Bill introduces important new protections for academic publications and publications on matters of public
interest. A new defence will protect publications concerning issues of public interest where the defendant
reasonably believed that the publication was in the public interest. This recognises that reporting on and
discussion of matters of public interest is critical to our democratic system. Similarly, a new defence for peerreviewed statements and assessments published in a scientific or academic journal recognises the importance
of academic and scientific dialogue in a free and open society.
The Bill will introduce a new “serious harm threshold” as an additional element of the cause of action for
defamation. This will require plaintiffs to establish that the publication of allegedly defamatory matter has
caused, or is likely to cause, serious harm to their reputation. This important reform will operate to prevent
trivial or frivolous defamation claims at the outset, reducing the burden of unwarranted defamation litigation
on businesses, individuals, and the courts.
The Bill will modernise defamation law to better respond to the rise of digital platforms and communications.
For example, the Bill will introduce a ‘single publication rule’ to ensure that the limitation period for defamation
actions is consistent in its application to digital and non-digital publications. This will mean the one-year
limitation period will commence from the date the digital publication is uploaded for access or sent to a
recipient, instead of restarting each time the material is downloaded by a third party, as is currently the case.
The Bill will encourage early resolution of disputes by refining pre-trial procedures. For example, the Bill
makes it mandatory for an aggrieved person to issue a written concerns notice with adequate particulars of
the complaint to the publisher prior to commencing proceedings. The Bill also strengthens opportunities for
informal resolution of defamation disputes by refining and clarifying the “offer to make amends” procedure.
These reforms will help and encourage parties to resolve disputes without resorting to litigation, easing the
burden on courts and reducing the cost and time taken for individuals to resolve defamation disputes.
Finally, the Bill will clarify and refine the operation of existing provisions, to ensure they operate as intended.
This includes clarifying the operation of the existing cap on damages, and the defences of contextual truth,
honest opinion and qualified privilege.
The reforms represent the most significant modernisation and reform of defamation law in Australia since the
introduction of the Model Defamation Provisions in 2005. They will equip our defamation laws to respond
to the rise in digital publications and social media usage, and ensure that defamation law continues to strike
an appropriate balance between protection of freedom of speech and discussion of matters of public interest
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on the one hand, and providing fair and effective remedies for people whose reputations are harmed by
defamatory publications on the other.
Amendments to the Victims of Crime Assistance Act
The Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal (Tribunal) provides financial assistance to victims of violent crime
under the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 (VOCA Act).
Increased demand at the Tribunal has resulted in delays in determining applications and an increase in the
number of ‘pending’ applications (known as the ‘backlog’). Notwithstanding the significant efforts of the
Tribunal and the introduction of several efficiency measures, the backlog compromises the Tribunal’s efforts
to provide timely assistance to victims.
Accordingly, Part 9 of the Bill amends the VOCA Act with the aim of supporting the Tribunal to reduce the
backlog by increasing flexibility in decision-making. The Chief Magistrate’s power to delegate final award
decisions will be broadened to include a new class of Tribunal staff called ‘Tribunal officers’. Tribunal
officers will be legally qualified or have the requisite skills or experience to carry out their functions, and have
the power to obtain information and make final award decisions.
Part 9 of the Bill also provides rights of review in alignment with the existing rights and the Tribunal’s rule
making power, including review of the final determination at the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
The amendments also provide Tribunal officers with the same statutory immunity as existing delegates and
Tribunal members.
Amendments to the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act
The Victims of Crime Consultative Committee (Committee) is established under the Victims of Crime
Commissioner Act 2015 (VOCC Act) and advises the Attorney-General on victim of crime issues and
improvements to victim of crime support services.
Part 10 of the Bill modernises Committee term lengths, remuneration and reappointment. Currently, Committee
members who are victims of crime are not expressly entitled to remuneration. Expressly clarifying remuneration
for these members recognises their valuable contribution and aligns with other advisory committees.
While the Committee Chairperson may be reappointed, the VOCC Act limits Committee appointments,
including terms of members who are victims of crime to two years. Enabling appointments for up to three
years allows more time for members to build their expertise and make more meaningful contributions, and
aligns with other advisory committees.
Currently, Committee members who are victims of crime cannot be reappointed. Enabling reappointments
for one further term of up to six months only, provides greater continuity of operations for the Committee
while limiting potential re-traumatisation that might arise from multiple terms and ensuring that membership
is regularly refreshed to support a diversity of perspectives and life experience.
Part 10 of the Bill also includes transitional provisions that stipulate that the existing Committee Chairperson
is taken to be appointed for three years and members who are victims of crime may be remunerated and
provided allowances as determined by the Attorney-General.
The term of the existing Committee Chairperson would expire before the terms of members who are victims
of crime. This misalignment in expiry dates fragments the Committee and creates a less efficient appointments
process. Accordingly, the transitional provisions also align the term expiry dates for the existing Committee
Chairperson and members who are victims of crime, to end on 16 April 2023.
Ensuring compensation payable to injured workers takes account of the economic impacts of COVID-19
The outbreak of COVID-19 has had a significant impact on all members of the Victorian community,
including those who are particularly vulnerable such as injured workers with reduced hours and earnings.
The ongoing lockdown and restrictions have had a direct impact on the weekly compensation an injured worker
may receive. In recognition of this, the amendments proposed to the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident Compensation Act 1985 will amend the relevant period from which
an injured worker’s pre-injury average weekly earnings are calculated, to exclude the period between 1 March–
31 December 2020 where this period results in reduced earnings for the worker due to a COVID-19 reason.
The Bill will assist workers who have lodged claims and will also ensure that any future claims will have the
COVID-19 affected period exempt from their weekly income entitlement calculation, if they have experienced
a reduction in their hours or earnings. These amendments are necessary to ensure workers that are injured
during the COVID-19 pandemic are not disadvantaged over the life of their workers compensation claim.
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Supporting the effective functioning of the Commonwealth’s High-Risk Terrorist Offender Scheme
The first reform supports the Commonwealth’s High-Risk Terrorist Offenders scheme. That scheme enables
a State Supreme Court to make a continuing detention order in respect of a convicted terrorist offender who
poses an unacceptable risk of committing a serious terrorism offence at the end of their prison sentence. A
continuing detention order commits the offender to detention in prison for the duration of the order. These
orders can last up to three years.
The Bill makes a number of consequential amendments to the Corrections Act 1986 to support the scheme,
including to confirm that the Attorney-General or Minister for Corrections may enter into an arrangement
with the Commonwealth to accommodate a terrorist offender in a Victorian prison, and to provide for the
treatment and management of terrorist offenders in Victoria. The Government will continue to work with the
Commonwealth on this important scheme to ensure the national counter-terrorism framework is effective in
keeping the community safe from terrorism.
These provisions are broadly consistent with those introduced in New South Wales in relation to continuing
detention orders.
Providing powers for copying non-exempt prisoner mail and destruction of the original correspondence
The Bill will further strengthen powers for prison staff to deal with mail sent to prisoners that may pose
security risks. The Bill enables staff to copy mail, provide the copy to the prisoner and destroy the original.
Prisoner mail is increasingly being used to attempt to introduce contraband into the prison system, including
drugs. The Bill provides an appropriate response and will help keep our prisons safe—for prisoners and staff.
The Government recognises the importance of upholding the integrity of correspondence of a professional or
legal nature. In order to ensure that the administration of justice is not compromised, the reform will not apply
to correspondence from persons and bodies such as the Victorian Ombudsman, the Victorian Human Rights
Commissioner, IBAC, legal practitioners and other similar professional bodies.
Ensuring the safe and effective operation of Victoria’s fire services
The Bill makes amendments to the Forests Act 1958 to allow the Secretary to DELWP to enter into an
agreement with Fire Rescue Victoria relating to relevant Forest Fire Management Victoria personnel carrying
out fire management activities Fire Rescue Victoria fire district under such an agreement.
Forest firefighters are responsible for fire prevention and fire suppression in State forests, National Parks and
on protected public land. Under current legislation, they do not have the authorisation to operate in the Fire
Rescue Victoria fire district outside the fire protected area. This could expose them to personal liability for
claims of injury or damage if they do respond or prevent them from attending fire in the FRV fire district
outside the fire protected area—putting the community at risk.
Under agreement, forest firefighters may be called upon to act in these circumstances when a fire:
•

is burning, or at risk of starting, and no members of Fire Rescue Victoria are present.

•

starts on land where forest firefighters are likely to the be the first responders, such as Melbourne’s
water catchments.

•

crosses a border from national park, State Forest or protected public land into the Fire Rescue
Victoria fire district.

These amendments will allow forest firefighters to operate with the appropriate legal protections and will
ensure Victoria’s forest firefighters can continue to effectively protect our bush and regional communities.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Ms STALEY (Ripon) (11:00): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
28 October.
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MARINE SAFETY AMENDMENT (BETTER BOATING FUND) BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (11:03): In accordance with the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation
to the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020.
In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Charter) I table a statement
of compatibility in relation to the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) 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.
Overview
The Bill amends the Marine Safety Act 2010 (Act) to establish of a fund, called the Better Boating Fund. The
Bill sets out what moneys may be paid into the Fund, what moneys in the Fund are to be expended on and
associated reporting requirements.
The purposes for which moneys in the Fund may be used for are—
(a) the provision and maintenance of boating facilities and services for the public;
(b) the provision of boating safety, boating education and boating promotion programs for the public;
(c) the safe use of recreational vessels;
(d) the safe use of state waters
The Bill also provides that certain fees do not need to be set according to the cost of providing the relevant
service.
Human Rights Issues
No Charter rights are impermissibly limited by the Bill.
The Bill provides for an annual report including moneys paid out of the Fund, and the purposes and allocation
of that money, to be published on the Department of Transport’s internet site with the approval of the Minister.
In the event that particular projects that have been funded are described, it is unlikely that the descriptions will
include any personal information, even if the recipient is a natural person. However, an applicant for funding
would reasonably expect personal information to be recorded and would be aware that details of grant funding
for particular projects might be made publicly available. However, a person’s privacy is neither unlawfully
or arbitrarily interfered with as a result of any of the provisions in the Bill and as such, in my opinion, the
right to privacy in section 13 of the Charter is not limited.
Hon Melissa Horne MP
Minister for Fishing and Boating

Second reading
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Minister for Fishing and Boating) (11:03): 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:
Delivering on our election commitments
This government has committed to making boating better for the hundreds of thousands of Victorians that
partake in this very popular recreational activity.
We’ve already started making improvements. We’ve made the use of public boat ramps free across Victoria
and we are investing $39.6 million in 2019/20 to upgrade boating facilities at Queenscliff, Rhyll, Mordialloc,
Hastings, Cowes Jetty and Point Richards.
We have also recently completed a review on boating facility management. We look forward to introducing
measures to improve how boating facility management is undertaken based on the outcomes of that review.
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These are actions that we committed to the boating community that we would undertake. We are delivering
on these commitments.
This Bill will enable another commitment to be acquitted.
Our boaters have long called for improvements to be made to ensure that all revenue that is raised from marine
licenses and vessel registration is returned to the recreational boating sector. The culminating ‘ramp rage’
campaign in the lead up to the last election made it very clear that our boaters are demanding more from
Government to improve the condition of our boating facilities and boating safety.
Our boating stakeholders have told us that they demand certainty—that is: a Fund that holds the revenue
collected from marine licensing and vessel registration fees and provides that these monies can only be spent
on facilities and services that benefit the boating community.
Our boating stakeholders have also told us that they demand transparency—the Government must report on
how monies deposited into the Fund are spent.
The Andrews Labor Government understands that certainty and transparency are the foundations for
developing and maintaining a constructive partnership with the boating industry to improve safety, improve
facilities and promote growth.
This Bill will establish the Better Boating Fund and the Treasurer will transfer the equivalent of all revenue
collected from marine licensing and vessel registration fees into the fund. This is approximately $31 million
per year and is growing in proportion to the growth in recreational boating activities.
We understand that there is an entire system around the boating experience. There must be good facilities to
launch and retrieve boats, but we also need to ensure that we keep our boaters safe while on the water. The
priorities that will be funded through the Better Boating Fund will include facility upgrades as well as boating
safety and education measures.
We have listened to the concerns of our boating stakeholders about how the Better Boating Fund will be
allocated. As the fund is intended to exist in perpetuity, specifying allocations within the legislation would
cause rigidities and distortions over time that would impede the implementation of priorities that are agreed
with our boating stakeholders.
How revenue deposited in the fund will be expended, once established, will be determined in close
consultation with our boating stakeholders, to ensure that their priorities are taken into consideration.
The development of a boating strategy will be fundamental in helping determine the priorities for investment
and it is my intention that this will be co-designed with key boating stakeholders. This will be developed as a
matter of priority once the legislation has been introduced.
Our boating community deserves improvements that will one day lead to the best facilities in the country.
That is our vision. Delivering on the Better Boating Fund is the start of this work and is critical to improving
the Victorian recreational boating experience.
The Bill
This Bill amends the Marine Safety Act 2010.
The first clause specifies that the purpose of the Bill as to provide for the establishment of the Better Boating
Fund and to make it clear that fees imposed under the Marine Safety Act are not limited to an amount related
to the cost of providing a service.
The second clause provides the Government with the capacity to commence the operation of the new fund
and the other amendments at a time when the Government chooses to proclaim them. The commencement
date, however, can be no later than 1 October 2021.
The third clause inserts new Part 8.1 into the Marine Safety Act 2010. The new Part consists of two new
sections.
The first new section requires the establishment of the Better Boating Fund and authorises money to be paid
into the fund:
•

by the Treasurer or Assistant Treasurer;

•

if authorised to be paid into the fund under the Marine Safety Act or any other Act; or

•

that is appropriated by the Parliament for the purposes of the Better Boating Fund.

It is specified that all interest earned while monies are held in the Better Boating Fund is required to be paid
into the Better Boating Fund.
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This new section (271G) also specifies what may be paid out of the Fund. Money may be paid out of the fund
to provide and maintain boating facilities and related services; boating safety; boating education; boating
promotion programs; the safe use of recreational vessels and the safe use of state waters.
The second new section (271H) imposes reporting requirements on the Secretary of the Department of
Transport. Subject to the approval of the report by the Minister, the Secretary will be required to publish an
annual report by 1st October each year. The annual report will include the total amount of money paid into
and out of the Better Boating Fund, the purposes and allocation of any money paid out of the Better Boating
Fund; how much money that is carried forward to the next financial year; and the total amount of fees received
for the registration of vessels and issue and renewal of marine licences. A comparison to the previous year
must also be reported.
The final clauses relate to fees and charges. The amendments specified in these clauses remove all doubt that
fees specified in regulations made under the Marine Safety Act 2010 will not be limited to an amount that is
related to the cost of providing a regulatory service. This is necessary to ensure that there is clear legal authority
for fees to be set (or maintained) at a level that generates revenue over and above the cost of providing
regulatory services, for example, above the direct cost of administering marine licensing requirements.
Marine licensing fees currently generate revenue significantly higher than the direct costs of administering
marine licensing requirements. The Fund will provide certainty and transparency as to how this excess
revenue will be used to benefit the boating community.
I commend the Bill to the house

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (11:03): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
28 October.
WORKER SCREENING BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:04): I rise to make a contribution on the Worker Screening
Bill 2020, and can I say from the outset that the opposition will be supporting this bill. This bill that we
have before us today is a very, very important piece of work, putting the most vulnerable and those at
risk at the forefront of our community to ensure their safety. Quite often there have been contributions
from many in this chamber that talk about those that are most vulnerable and those experiencing
disability and that there have been unfortunately many times where they have been taken advantage of,
and the absolute need to protect them in a whole range of different areas. We know that Australians
with disability can face a range of different individual and structural barriers in their lives, in their
employment situations and also just socially. The kind of discrimination that we are talking of ranges
across different ways, including dealing with getting a job in the workplace or, again, being taken
advantage of—and we know that particularly when it comes to recruitment of those with a disability in
the workplace there are many situations where there is discrimination from employers and from others.
There are also low levels of awareness of the disability sector and also of the benefits those with a
disability can bring to the workforce. I think there is a huge amount of work that needs to be done to
be able to show just what an important contribution those with a disability can bring to the workforce.
I am going to talk a bit about that today and share with you some examples, including, firsthand in my
office, Abby, who has been with us for just on two years now and has made a huge contribution
certainly in our office and in our lives.
This bill looks at repealing and replacing the Working with Children Act 2005 to give effect to a
national disability insurance scheme worker screening check and database and introduce a new single
screening legislation framework based on previous working with children regime provisions for two

BILLS
Wednesday, 14 October 2020

Legislative Assembly

2671

separate but similar worker criminal history screening schemes—firstly for those employed or
engaged in service provision to disabled persons under the NDIS, and for those working with or
seeking work with care for children. The idea is very much about streamlining the process. We have
situations, particularly with working with children and with employment in the disability sector, that
vary from state to state, and we have particularly at the moment some work that is being done in the
Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability. And
that also is looking at how we bring a lot of this together and ensure that those with a disability are put
at the centre, are put at the forefront, are being supported and are being given the same opportunities
as everybody else.
The main provision of this bill is to provide for screening of persons employed or engaged in
risk-assessed roles for the purposes of service provision under the national disability insurance scheme
in line with the nationally agreed approach from all jurisdictions. Again, that is part of what the NDIS
is all about—to bring everybody together to look at an individual-centred approach. So rather than
agency first, it puts the individual first and works backwards from there, and I think that has been a real
positive of the intention of the NDIS. It is not without its problems and there is still a lot to get through,
but we have got to remember that the NDIS—certainly the idea behind it—was very, very innovative
in terms of a complete overturn of what the old-fashioned system used to be, where you had a whole
lot of different agencies that would be going out getting funding and there would be a lot of duplication
and a lot of generalisation. This is very, very much meant to be a more customised, tailored approach
to the individual. And so the idea of the NDIS is a great concept. Again, the bugs continually need to
be ironed out, and we have got to look at individual cases and those that are not being caught up within
the programs that need to be supported. I am sure that many people in this chamber would have had
situations where they have had individuals make contact with them, where they have fallen through the
cracks with the NDIS and need to be supported, and I am sure that many would be advocating and
doing the best that they can to see that they support those individuals, as they should.
Having said that, the idea is to try and have a more cohesive approach—not, again, a state-by-state
approach—when it comes to some of the administrative features, when it comes to employment and
when it comes to working with children. It is also to assist in protecting children against sexual and
physical harm by providing screening of persons who work with or care for children by continuing the
working with children check scheme—very, very important. It is fundamental—absolutely fundamental.
In my background, prior to being involved in politics, I had a number of years on the board, including
as president, of the Ardoch Youth Foundation. I think I spent probably 20 years working with Ardoch.
Ardoch’s prime focus was, as it continues to be, keeping kids at school at all costs and providing
support to kids when it comes to literacy and numeracy programs, buddy programs, food programs
and breakfast clubs—a whole range of things to support kids and their families. One of the things that
we looked at with Ardoch was the issue around working with children, and one of the things that we
found was that particularly those that have ulterior motives to target children in the most evil ways—
predators—they go where the kids are. So a lot of these predators will hang around the clients of
agencies that work with children. They will hang around schools, they will hang around playgrounds,
they will go where they can prey on kids, which is just absolutely unforgivable in every sense of the
word. I know there has been a lot of work that has been done on this. Certainly I know that former
Premier Ted Baillieu did a lot of work, and others have followed, in terms of protecting children,
protecting young people and protecting the vulnerable.
The working with children check is part of that. I know that with Ardoch we were approached by
Andrew Blode from Escor, a not-for-profit arm of the Smorgon group that does a lot of great work in
terms of philanthropy. He was working with ACCYO, the Australian Council for Children and Youth
Organisations, a group that worked with safeguarding children. They were actually developing a
child-centred approach of ensuring that those organisations—now the Australian Childhood
Foundation—had a program to strengthen organisations that work with children. So it took the
working with children program and strengthened it even further.
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Ardoch was one of the first groups to jump on board with this. In terms of a comprehensive program,
I can think of none other. It was very comprehensive, it was very detailed. It meant that anyone that
was working with kids—any volunteers, staff—would have to undergo a very, very complex set of
training. That program has been going for a number of years; I would hazard a guess probably just on
20 years or thereabouts—maybe not that much, but close to 20 years. They have in their time been
safeguarding up to a million children through this program. As I said before, with Ted Baillieu—and
Georgie Crozier, who led that work on the inquiry into the response to child sexual abuse, the royal
commission and the work that was done with that, a lot of that was looking at the work that the likes
of the Australian Childhood Foundation were doing to get organisations that were working with kids
properly trained, to make sure that those that are employed undergo at the very minimum a working
with children check, but then to look at other things that they can do as well.
As I said, the documentation was quite comprehensive. It is not a mandated program; Australian
Childhood Foundation is a not-for-profit and it goes out there and promotes this kind of training in a
self-regulated way but using very much a targeted program. For anyone that actually takes this up it is
a really, really strong tick of approval. I think the likes of many philanthropic groups that support notfor-profits, if they want to make sure that their money is going to an organisation that is doing the right
things, there is none better if it has got the tick of the types of work that the Australian Childhood
Foundation has done. That is really what we should be aiming for.
I think in this Parliament we can all make laws and we can all make regulations. We can all make, if
you like, the minimum standard, and the working with children check is the minimum standard that
everyone must have if they are working with kids—the absolute minimum. And it is being developed
and some of this work through this bill is being strengthened, but we should not necessarily aim for
the minimum. We should be looking at the gold standard, and the gold standard is to ensure that we
have people in this sector who are properly trained, who are well intentioned and who are not there
just to tick a box but are there to move the dial, and that is the Australian Childhood Foundation.
I want to particularly pay my respects to the great work that Andrew Blode has done in this space; Andy
Walsh, who has been working with kids for I do not know how long in the youth area, has been fantastic;
and Vicki Smorgon as well. They are just a few. Kathy Hilton was the founder of Ardoch with me. I
worked with her in the early days. She is a very, very passionate individual. There are so many
passionate people that have been working with kids and have been trying to change young people’s
lives, and that is where we need to be aspiring to in this Parliament. We need to be looking at the gold
standard. We need to be looking at how we can ensure we safeguard our young people at all costs.
I think every time we have these kinds of debates in this Parliament I cannot go past—certainly within
my own electorate of Caulfield, and particularly when we talk about child abuse and the kinds of things
that did happen in a number of our schools—and I have got to again put on the record the Malka Leifer
case. We are still waiting patiently for Malka Leifer to be brought back to Victoria to face the courts
and to ultimately get justice for Dassi, Elly and Nicole, the three victims that have been so strong and
so determined to ensure that justice is served for all.
I am aware, just on that, that the Attorney-General has brought a bill before the chamber, with
amendments that we will be debating very shortly, to ensure that we lift the gag on survivors. That
was a very, very unfortunate situation where we had legislation that, if you like, got those victims
caught up not being able to tell their stories, and the new bill that is being proposed and second read
today is actually very, very important in fixing that—very important. I know there have been a lot of
people in my electorate, including Dassi, Nicole and Elly, that have had to apply before the courts. On
21 September we had Malka Leifer’s final court appearance, and they up until that point would have
been gagged and not able to speak, so they had to apply to the court to lift that gag. But hopefully
when we get that legislation changed it will apply to all that have been caught up unnecessarily in that
area, so it is very, very important. We must always put victims and survivors first. I know that is
something that I speak very, very passionately about, and I will continue to do so in this Parliament.
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The other area that is very important in this bill is the disability side and the fact that we look at,
particularly around employment opportunities for those with a disability, how we can get more people
with a disability into the workplace. I do not have the exact figures, but I believe only about 50 per
cent of people with a disability end up in the workforce. It is very, very low. It is not good enough,
and we need to do more.
A few years ago I was contacted by Jewish Care to work with a number of disability providers in our
community to head up the Social Inclusion Leadership Committee, and we brought together a lot of
those smaller agencies to see how we could collaborate and work together. I still have a lot of contact
with the likes of Access and the likes of Flying Fox who do a fantastic job and C Care and others that
are doing some great work as well. We talked to them about how we can get more people into the
workforce and looking at different programs to support that. It is important work. It is really, really
important work. There is not enough work done. I open this discussion today by saying I think one of
the biggest issues around not being able to have more people with a disability in the workplace is
largely awareness, largely people’s lack of awareness about what the opportunities are, what the
benefits are and what those with a disability can actually bring into the workplace.
I want to touch on a personal example of Abby, who joined us probably just on close to two years ago
now. Abby came to me I think through Jewish Care and through Access. Abby is just an amazing,
inspirational individual. If you met her, you would be completely blown out of the water. In fact I
think I first met Abby at a disability workshop. At the workshop we had people with a disability and
people from the community. On each table we had someone with a disability to facilitate the
discussion, and the discussion was about just saying ‘Hi’ if you see somebody with a disability in the
street. Do not walk past them, do not cross the road but actually go up and engage and talk to those
with a disability and make sure that they are included. Abby led our discussion at the table. Abby has
a non-verbal disability; her issue is spatial awareness. Abby has actually got a law degree. She is the
most brilliant individual but has real difficulty. If she was dropped off in a supermarket or something,
she would have trouble with space and objects and stuff around her, but she has an unbelievable mind.
She sat there and had us just absolutely blown away during this discussion.
We ended up employing Abby, and she works 4 or 5 hours a week with us doing a whole range of
other things as well and is just so engaged in dealing with constituents and volunteers and what have
you. But Abby, as well as working for me, works for Jewish Care. She coordinates a group called
Abby’s Army. Abby’s Army is eight other people with a disability. She gets them and puts them into
working environments and gets them to do things. It is amazing, from the volunteer work that Abby
has been getting them to do—she started volunteering but she now gets paid by Jewish Care to do
this—how those volunteering opportunities turned into a working opportunity. She also does stuff
with Access, providing programs and support, and a lot of that is in a voluntary capacity—so she does
a lot of volunteering. She was runner-up for the Glen Eira awards earlier this year, and she is an
absolute dynamo.
I spoke to Abby actually this morning before speaking just to do a check-up and to see how she is
going and to ask her permission to speak about her situation today. Abby is doing it tough because
since March she has not been able to come into our office, she cannot do her work at Jewish Care and
she cannot do her stuff. She is doing stuff with Access via Zoom, but it is not the same. The work at
Jewish Care has pretty much dried up, because the kind of work that she does in terms of getting
people into the workplace to learn office work and all of that kind of stuff they cannot do because
offices are not open. Abby said to me today, ‘Look, obviously safety is paramount, and we understand
what we’re dealing with with the COVID situation, but we are just appealing for whatever way we
can to get the situations back to work’. And again, she does not say this just for her, but she says it for
a lot of those other people she works with.
It is just a real inspiration to see somebody that is living with a disability but that disability does not
stop her in anything that she does. She has been able to more than overcome that; she is an inspiration
to whoever she meets. But her message is very, very clear: when you look at the virus and you talk
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about all of the casualties of the virus—we talk about mental health and wellbeing being a huge
casualty of the virus—just stop for a minute and think about those with a disability, because they are
already dealing with so many different things in their lives. They have so many different challenges,
and there is this other challenge of being home bound—being unable to get on and do their things.
In our situation Abby works with one of my staff that supports her and works with her, so it is not
practical for Abby to be working in our office. As I said, she has not been in our office since March.
And if there is one thing that I want it is to be able to get Abby back in the office, get Abby doing what
she does and get Abby smiling again, and I think that reflects the situation of a lot of people. This is
not by any means a political statement, other than to say just let us be mindful of the kinds of things
that have happened during this pandemic. We talk a lot about mental health, we talk a lot about small
business, we talk a lot about people who have lost loved ones during this, but spare a minute for those
with a disability and think about how it has affected them. I wanted to just raise that. I think that is
really important.
As I said, the idea of a more coherent way of streamlining the process when it comes to working with
children and when it comes to screening of workers working with people with a disability is very, very
important. The last thing we want is people taking advantage of others. I will mention groups like
Flying Fox. Dean Cohen and his team do a fantastic job with Flying Fox. They provide camps for
kids. It is a fantastic thing, these camps for kids. He is really struggling at the moment. He obviously
cannot run his camps. Dean has not been able to do the kind of work that he and all the volunteers do,
and it is all about breaking down barriers with Flying Fox. Flying Fox has young people working with
young people—young volunteers of uni age working with those with a disability. And I have been to
some of these camps, and the smiles on the faces of the young ones—it does not matter whether it is
the client or the volunteer—are unbelievable. In fact in most instances you would not be able to
distinguish who was who. You go into the camp and the volunteer is working with the client hand in
hand. They are reading together, they are playing together, they are doing challenges together and it is
absolutely fantastic.
But do you know what? In Flying Fox’s situation Dean is trying to get some government support. He
only wrote to me the other day, and I believe, Acting Speaker Dimopoulos, you are also aware of Dean
because I think he has written to you as well. But the amount of paperwork that a small organisation
like Flying Fox needs to fill in just to even be considered for some support in terms of taking the
organisation forward is absolutely huge. I am struggling to find the paper that I wanted to refer to, but
look, I think it took him something like 100 hours. He mentioned to me he spent 100 hours filling in
an application for a grant only to be rejected, and then he was back to square one. We have got to look
going forward at these organisations at the grassroots level that are volunteer led and that have young
people changing the lives of other young people, because that is the kind of stuff that breaks down
barriers. That is the kind of stuff that moves the dial.
I know it because I have spent a life in the not-for-profit sector. I know how this works. A dollar
invested in a group like this is $5 returned as a minimum—$5 returned as a minimum. You can stick
it into a government department and hardly see anything back for your money. You can invest in a
not-for-profit and get a return of at least five times on your investment. If that is not a good return, I
do not know what is. If we want to move the dial, we want to ensure that we get more people with a
disability into a job. They do not want welfare, they do not want a handout—they want a job. That is
what they want. I do not think there is one person with a disability that I have spoken to who has said,
‘Just help me. I just want to do something that is not really meaningful at all. I just want some money
to sit in a corner and do nothing’. There is not one person I have met that has done that. They want
meaning, they want value, and the best way to do that is to support organisations like that.
It is the same with Access, as I said before. For 30 years they have been going—30 years working
with kids at the post-school age to develop life skills, happiness programs and social enterprises. They
run social enterprises—biscuits and cooking and baking and employing people through that work and
then selling those products on—and a lot of that has been funding the work that they do. I mean, that
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is terrific. That is really, really good. Again, what it does is gives some basic skills to many of those
people that volunteer initially, then work at Access and then go out and get a job in other places as
well. They have tried a whole lot of programs and are looking for more support to expand it—mobile
coffee carts and a whole range of different things in terms of expanding their social enterprises, which
is great; it is really, really good. As I said, 30 years ago that started, and it has just continued to grow.
Lauren Mandel set up a group doing a fantastic job. She has been trying to break down barriers by
working with employers to ensure that the employers look at providing jobs for people, and Lauren is
doing an amazing job. She has got a group of young people that she works with. Again, it is a start-up.
Lauren started with us. She was doing I think some volunteer work with Maccabi Victoria All Abilities
getting those with a disability into sport. She was studying disability at uni. She has now gone out and
set up her own consultancy, and she has got a team of young people that are supported in that area.
Currently there is a royal commission, which the federal government has in place, looking at the
violence, abuse, neglect and exploitation of people with a disability. On 19 April they announced this
inquiry, this royal commission. It is headed by the Honourable Ronald Sackville; he was appointed
chair of the commission. He is supported by six other commissioners: Roslyn Atkinson; Barbara
Bennett; Professor Rhonda Galbally, who I have worked with and who is a champion in this area;
Andrea Mason; the Honourable John Ryan; and Alastair McEwin. They are working through things
at the moment, and it is very, very important work. I will leave you with this one quote from the royal
commission. It is from Colin Hiscoe, a witness at the homes and living hearing in Melbourne on
5 December 2019:
Why is it so difficult for people with disability to have the same basic human right as anybody else in this
room or in the community? Why is it that we can’t have the same basic things? You’re allowed to get married.
I might not be because I’ve got a disability. You’re allowed to go to the pub. I’m not, I’ve got a disability. I’m
in a group home. Those get locked at 6 o’clock. You’re allowed to have children, I’m not. Why; because I’ve
got a disability. When is it going to end that people with a disability have the same basic human rights as
anybody else in this community!

He was one of the first witnesses from Melbourne that appeared before the royal commission. We
have got to do more. We have got to move the dial. It has got to be volunteer and community led. We
have got to ensure we have the safeguards in place, including the working with children checks and
everything else, and that is why the opposition are supporting this bill—because we have got to support
those with a disability and those most vulnerable.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke—Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Community Sport,
Minister for Youth) (11:35): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
COVID-19 OMNIBUS (EMERGENCY MEASURES) AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2020
Council’s amendments
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos) (11:35): I have received a message from the
Legislative Council agreeing to the COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2020 with amendments.
Ordered that amendments be taken into consideration immediately.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for the Coordination of Justice and
Community Safety: COVID-19) (11:36): I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.
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I will make a short contribution in support of that as well. By way of outset can I thank the many
different members of Parliament and community interest groups that have been so engaged in this
debate. I know that there has been some reflection both in this place and in the other place about the
need for us to be able to robustly debate bills and legislation, and I would only add my voice to some
of the urgings that I heard in the debate in the other place yesterday about the need for us to be able to
not confuse passion, frustration, hope and debate with threats and a degree of incivility that I think
everyone irrespective of their political views would agree crosses the line.
But it is true to say that there has been a great deal of passionate debate about the various provisions
contained in this bill. I do want to acknowledge particularly the crossbenchers in the other place who
have articulated I think an important basis for us to find a compromise for the very important purposes
of getting in place powers that enable government and the justice sector and statutory agencies to be
able to continue to do important work. Some of that important work goes to the ability to keep urgent
court matters under consideration from family violence and very, very critical civil claims to ensuring
that we are able to have WorkSafe enforce occupational health and safety powers and trying to ensure
that if and when we get to the point where in the state of Victoria there is no longer the case to be made
to rely upon state-of-disaster powers, we are not then vacating the space that enables various
enforcement agencies, particularly Victoria Police and WorkSafe, to be able to enforce the chief health
officer’s directions.
We all know that the challenges around managing COVID are going to continue for some time. We
hope that they are not at a serious scale. But of course those right across government working under
the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 have been in a position where they have had to be relying
on a regulatory model that has not been written around a global pandemic, and hence we have had to
see legislative step-in. That has then introduced a whole range of debates and discussions about the
nature of those powers with I think a frustration around the restrictions that people are living with. I
think it has been a fair thing to acknowledge that that has characterised a lot of this debate.
In terms of the amendments, certainly from the government’s perspective we would say that the
amendments reflect the intention of the bill. There were concerns I think from people that there was a
potential for a misuse of powers that essentially sought to prevent people who were positive or who
were a known contact of a positive person from failing to isolate. The intention was that those
provisions would be very, very restricted, and therefore the argument was made that, in light of those
concerns, why would we not put that expressly in the bill—and the government has been very, very
happy to do so.
Similarly, when it comes to the issue of authorised officers and what their powers are, there were four
categories of authorised officers that were not contemplated in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
and therefore from the perspective of the chief health officer their ability to have people enforce the
chief health officer’s directions was somewhat limited. We are able to address those limitations in a
state of disaster, but of course we all hope that we are in a position where the prevalence and the risks
around COVID-19 are minimised at some point in the not-too-distant future. These changes mean we
will no longer have to rely upon a state of disaster enabling a power that would give those authorised
officers the ability to undertake their enforcement roles and responsibilities. I should also place on the
record my gratitude to WorkSafe officers and to Victoria Police, who have got a really difficult and
challenging job in this environment to enforce those powers.
There were also concerns expressed around the authorised officers and which powers under the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act they might be able to exercise. Those matters were canvassed in the secondreading speech, but for the purposes of putting those beyond doubt, the limitations of where and when
they are able to exercise those powers are made very clear in the amendments, and we were very happy
to move those in the other place and have them supported.
There are two other categories that I want to put on the record that I think are really important—and I
am pleased we have been able to obtain the support of a majority in the upper house—and that is to
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give health practitioners and interstate public servants some abilities to be appointed, with all of the
limitations that already exist in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act, those powers. The reason is this:
particularly in rural and remote locations in Victoria, to have the ability to have relevant authorised
officers in those places to be able to assist with compliance and the requirements of the chief health
officer and to be able to use rural and regional health practitioners as people who can assist in making
sure that those that are corona positive or potentially corona positive are being supported and are
abiding by the requirements of the chief health officer’s rules.
The other issue is around interstate public servants. Again, I just want to place on the record the
explanation for that, and that is of course in border communities. They come with all the usual
complexities that those who live in border communities are far more au fait with than me, but being
able to have some mechanism to have some kind of sensible ability for authorised officers to enforce
chief health officer directions was a very sensible proposition. I am very pleased that we have been
able to maintain that.
WorkSafe inspectors only have the powers necessary for workplace enforcement, and they go to things
like social distancing and mask wearing. That is a really important component of occupational health
and safety, but the legal challenge of course was not every occupational health and safety issue is a
public health issue and getting the intersection between those two issues was the reason that those
powers were being given to WorkSafe inspectors. And of course police and PSOs: the only power that
they have under this bill is the power to enforce movement and gathering restrictions, again always
and only under the province of what the chief health officer’s directions are.
I acknowledge that this has been a debate sometimes where I think the passion has got ahead of the
facts. I do not begrudge anyone holding strong views, but I do think it is important that those views
are always based on facts. I am pleased that through greater dialogue and engagement we have been
able to come to an agreed set of views about what these provisions actually mean, a consensus about
why it is important for us to continue to have and to enable the public health community in this state
as well as the enforcement community, health practitioners and WorkSafe and of course the ability to
do things like appoint Aboriginal-controlled community organisation officers as authorised officers to
make sure that we can have culturally specific responses and the ability to do things whereby people
who have different language skills and abilities can be appointed as authorised officers so contact
tracing can be done in language.
All of these issues are things that have been learned along the way, and as I said, I am very pleased
that we have managed to come to an express consensus about what these provisions will do and why
that is important.
I will not go over all of the other really important things that this bill does. I note and acknowledge
that that was not really where the debate or the contest was in this, but again many hours of discussion
and debate have occurred. I am grateful that we have got to this point. I wish the bill speedy passage
through the house.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:46): Well, the most unreasonable
restrictions on freedoms and liberties of Victorians are often delivered in the most reasonable voice,
and that is what we just heard from the Attorney-General. To listen to those honey-coloured tones,
you would not think that this bill is going to allow Canberra parking inspectors to have more control
over the lives of Victorians than Victoria Police officers. Yet that is the effect of these amendments.
That is the effect of the amendments which this government has introduced to this bill.
Now, this government expects some sort of praise. They expect a pat on the back because the most
appalling, draconian, communist or fascist—I do not care what ‘-ist’ you want to call them—aspects
of the bill which this government voted for in this chamber have now been removed. The very essence
of a thought crime—that somebody could be detained arbitrarily, not for anything they have done, but
for what somebody thinks they may do in the future—is something out of a dystopian sci-fi movie.
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That is not the stuff of a democratic state such as Victoria, and it is disgusting that this government
ever put that into this bill. It is a disgrace, and it reflects not just on this Premier and not just on the
minister, it reflects on every single one of the Labor backbenchers who stood up and voted for it.
Because what you have done is demonstrate that there is no thing too low for you to stoop to to suck
up to your boss. It is about all power to Dan and nothing—nothing—about looking after the interests
of the people of Victoria.
Can you really imagine for a second any of these members of Parliament going out into their
community and explaining why that member of the community should be subject to arbitrary
detention? Not brought before a court, not charged with a crime, just simply detained for an indefinite
period. Not because they have ever broken a law, not because they have ever broken a public health
direction, but simply because somebody in this government thinks they may do so in the future. When
you say those words and you think about them, how could you have ever voted for this bill in the first
place? You did it because Dan told you to, and that is all it was. Dan told you to do it, and like the
blind sheep you are, you did it. Well, that is to your eternal shame and your eternal discredit because
this state is not based on the rule of Dan. It is based on the rule of law, and you are appalling for having
given in to what that Premier wanted. So the Premier had his way.
It was only the iron law of arithmetic in the upper house, where even the crossbenchers said that they
cannot cop this—not even the crossbenchers said they would cop this. I am sure your mates in the
Greens would have voted for it. I am sure your great mates in the Greens were very happy to sign up
to it. We know they love government control. They voted for it down here. We got the thumbs up
from the good doctor. They voted for it down here. They love nothing more than a bit of government
control. No such thing as civil liberties. They did not stand up for those housing commission tenants,
did they, when they were arbitrarily locked up in their homes? No, no—you are big fans of government
control in the Greens, aren’t you? We know that. But the fact that this offensive, disgraceful and
disgusting proposal in the bill has been removed is no credit to you, no credit to this Labor Party and
no credit to their lapdogs in the Greens either.
But what remains in the bill is still a massive, massive overreach—a massive overreach. Let me just
explain to anybody who might be watching or reading this in the future what these amendments
provide, because that is all we are debating now—the amendments. What do these amendments
provide? Now, they provide for people to be appointed as authorised officers to exercise public health
risk powers under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. Section 190(1) of that act sets out what
the public health risk powers are. These are extreme powers by any stretch of the imagination, and I
will go through them so that everyone understands what they are voting for:
(a) close any premises for the period of time reasonably necessary to investigate, eliminate or reduce the
risk to public health …

to ‘close premises’
(b) subject to subsection (5), direct a person or group of persons to enter, not to enter, to remain at, or to
leave, any particular premises …

Mr Edbrooke: Yeah, yep.
Mr M O’BRIEN: Well, yes. So people do not seem to think these are extreme powers. And (c):
… without a warrant, enter any premises and search for and seize any thing that is necessary for the purpose
of investigating, eliminating or reducing the risk to public health …

We can go through subsections (d), (e), (f), (g), (h), (i), (j) and (k), and these are extreme powers by
any stretch of the imagination. Extreme powers may be warranted in very limited circumstances.
Extreme powers may occasionally be warranted where only exercised by people who can be trusted
to do so. So the question is: with these government amendments, who does this government trust to
exercise these extreme public health risk powers?
Here we have in the amendments clause 16, which inserts subsection (e):
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an employee in the public sector of a State other than Victoria, or a territory …

So the Tassie dog catcher—a public servant—can exercise the power to enter your home without a
warrant. You have just voted for that. An ACT parking inspector—a public servant—can exercise
their power to close down your business, can exercise the power to close down your home and order
you from it. Do you really think that makes sense? Do you really think Victorians would be happy
with the idea that any public servant from any other jurisdiction could have the ability to close down
your house and order you from it?
Subsection (f):
a health service provider.

Now, what is the definition of a health service provider? If the government had wanted to say, ‘We
want to give this power to doctors’, they could have said that. If they had said, ‘We want to give this
power to doctors and registered nurses’, they could have said that. Do you know what the definition
of ‘health service provider’ is? It is extremely broad. It is exceptionally broad. It includes social
workers. It includes chiropractors. It includes audiologists. It includes masseuses—a masseuse is a
health service provider.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
Mr M O’BRIEN: Well, under commonwealth legislation it is—so, any health service provider.
An audiologist is a health service provider, so the power to enter your home and order you from it
could be given to somebody who is very good at testing your hearing. Why would you do this? Why
would you do this to Victorians? This is a government that cannot be trusted with the powers it has
already exercised—and yet it wants more. When will you stop? When will you stop trying to gain
more power over the people of this state? The trouble is this mob have lost control of the virus and
their only answer is to try and control Victorians instead. You cannot do your jobs. You want to lock
Victorians out of theirs. That is what it is all about. You created a second wave. You have kept us in
the second wave. You have got no plan to get us out of the second wave. And your only plan is to give
yourself more power and keep Victorians locked down. That is why this government is failing
Victorians. New South Wales had 10 cases a day in July and August. They stayed open. They did not
shut their schools down, they did not shut all their small businesses down, they did not shut all their
churches down.
This bill is an appalling overreach. This bill gives absolutely unnecessary powers to people who cannot
be trusted. To say that any public servant of any other state or territory can be given powers that even
Victoria Police do not have is a disgrace, but that is exactly what this bill does. If you are a police officer,
under this bill your public health risk powers are limited. They are limited to those in sections 190(1)(c),
(1)(d), (1)(e) and (1)(f) of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act. But if you are a dog catcher from Tassie
or you are a parking inspector from Canberra, you get the entire gamut of public health risk powers.
They can be given to you. Again, we ask for explanations and we do not get them.
The government says, ‘Trust us. Trust us; we’ll only give them to the right people. Trust us’. No-one
trusts you. Victorians do not trust you. You have proven yourselves to be unworthy of that trust.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos): Order! The Leader of the Opposition has, on
multiple occasions during his contribution, reflected on the Chair. I remind him to not reflect on the
Chair and to talk through the Chair to the government.
Mr M O’BRIEN: I look forward to the Acting Speaker then proving me wrong and not voting for
this bill. Acting Speaker, I am happy to address my comments through you if, Acting Speaker, you do
not support these extreme powers, these outrageous powers. I look forward to you crossing the floor
and showing some conscience and showing some ticker. You can do that, Acting Speaker. You are
welcome to do it. I invite you to do it. Or you can go back to your constituents there in Oakleigh and
tell them that you voted to give powers to public servants from other states to be able to close down
their homes and kick them out of them, because that is what this bill allows.
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You can go and explain to them why an audiologist should have the power to go and close down a
business, something that a police officer would not necessarily have the power to do. You can explain
that. If you can justify it to your constituents in Oakleigh, terrific. And if you cannot and you vote for
this bill, we will be very happy to explain to them what you have done. We will be very happy to
explain to them what you have done, because I do not think that the people of your electorate would
be appreciative of what you would be voting for if you vote for this bill.
This bill goes a bridge not too far but way too far. Nobody with any good conscience could trust this
government to have any more powers than they have already got. They have proven themselves to be
completely incompetent, completely untrustworthy. They have failed Victorians time and time and
time again. They cannot get this virus under control so they control Victorians instead, and all they
come back to this Parliament for is more power. When was the last time this government came to this
Parliament with a bill to actually ease the burden on Victorians, to free up their lives, to give them
more choice and control over their own lives? This is all about giving the government more power
over Victorians.
What sorts of minds actually came up with a proposal to allow you to be detained without having
committed an offence? Have you thought about the sorts of people you have got in your government,
Acting Speaker? The sort of people in your party that would actually say somebody should be detained
without charge, without trial, without a day in court for not having committed any offence, not having
broken any direction but because some bureaucrat thinks they may do in the future. What sorts of
twisted minds are behind that? What sorts of twisted people vote for that? The members of the Labor
Party and the members of the Greens. That is what they do.
This bill is an appalling bill. Let me make this very, very clear: the government expresses these powers
to be temporary powers. I do not believe them. I do not trust them. I think they will come back here
and extend them again, the same way they have extended the state of emergency, the same way they
have extended the state of disaster. This government only gets power; it never gives power. I think
that these powers will be put in place permanently at some stage by this government, and I think
Victorians should be very worried. They should be desperately concerned about that. But I make this
commitment now: if these so-called temporary powers are extended and are still in place at the time
of the next election, if we are in government, we will repeal them. We will repeal them because they
are appalling, they are disgraceful. They are so antithetical to the fundamental democratic values of
this state that any member of the Labor Party or Greens who voted for them should be ashamed of
themselves and brings discredit on their parties. Victoria is better than this. You should be better than
this. This bill is an abomination.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (12:00): The controversial part of this bill contained the much discussed
powers of detention of individuals defined as being at high risk of non-compliance with health
directions and therefore presumably likely to spread the coronavirus. Like many I was both puzzled
and concerned by the inclusion of these provisions in the omnibus legislation—puzzled because the
powers already exist in two parts of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, in the emergency
powers in section 200 of that act and in the public health order powers in section 117, specifically
(5)(k), of that act. So it was puzzling as to why they would be included again in this omnibus bill—
perhaps, and this was the concerning part, to allow more extensive use of these powers, which could
put the vulnerable at risk, in particular people of colour, the homeless and the mentally ill.
We were also very concerned that police and PSOs may have these powers, so we proposed
amendments to prevent this. The government has amended the bill, removing the detention powers
entirely, limiting the powers of police and tightening the definition of who can become an authorised
officer. These amendments are welcomed by the Greens and other crossbenchers and show the
importance of Parliament at this time.
Let us just go back now to what the bill currently does in the amended form. It extends until late April
provisions that already apply under state-of-emergency legislation, allowing workers compensation
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payments to continue, allowing courts and other parts of the justice system to operate safely and allowing
local councils to meet online. There are new provisions which assist with reuniting children with their
families, with assisting domestic violence survivors in court and with allowing WorkSafe inspectors to
issue orders regarding workplaces—and workplaces have proven to be very important in the
transmission of the novel coronavirus in Victoria. When it first appeared in this chamber, we supported
the bill, provided it was amended. We proposed amendments. Different amendments have been made
that resolve our concerns and those of civil liberties advocates, and so we will support the bill.
It is interesting to hear from the Leader of the Opposition concerns about powers of detention. The
Leader of the Opposition has probably read the Public Health and Wellbeing Act, but what is very
concerning is his opposition to these powers, it would appear, in all forms and presumably in the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act. It does not inspire confidence in the opposition that they might seek to
remove these powers entirely. I would sincerely hope that the opposition is not planning to amend the
existing powers in the Public Health and Wellbeing Act.
Like most crossbenchers—I am not sure about members of the Labor and Liberal parties—I have been
on the receiving end of a storm of emails from people, real and possibly fictitious, residing in all parts
of Victoria, conflating this omnibus bill with the public health policy decisions which have shut down
so much of Victoria’s economy and have affected all of us in one way or another, restrictions which are
uncomfortable for most and very painful for many. This bill has very little to do with any of that. The
bill which I have summarised has nothing to do with the making of those public health decisions and
has something to do with helping parts of our government cope under these restrictions. So why would
people—thousands of people—send emails believing that a bill that says one thing actually does
another? What could possibly have generated that? I just hope that this is not a sign of a shift in politics
towards what we identify more with a narcissistic buffoon who runs the United States at the moment—
A member: Are you casting aspersions on the Victorian Premier?
Dr READ: I am casting aspersions on President Trump. But I am particularly interested in how
when words say one thing thousands of people email us claiming they say another. How could that
happen? It is extraordinary in fact that thousands of people could send us emails with very little
variation in the bulk of their text. The main thing that changes is their name, but they all seem to think
even after the amendments removed the powers of detention that somehow people can be locked up.
So it is a curious matter, and it is very concerning, and it is fortunate that enough members of the upper
house were capable of reading the bill in its amended form and passing it.
Mr Wells: Why didn’t you read the bill when it was in the Legislative Assembly and voted for it?
Dr READ: I will take up the interjection from the member for Rowville and just reiterate that we
were concerned about police and PSOs having these powers. We proposed amendments that police
and PSOs be removed from the bill, and we otherwise voted for the bill. It is indeed tricky when you
get an omnibus bill, which is a little bit like a fruit salad containing broccoli. Do you support the fruit
salad or do you vote against it because of the broccoli? We asked to have the broccoli removed.
Ms Staley: Oh, preventative detention—you voted for it.
Dr READ: I am going to take up the interjection from the member for Ripon, which is—
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
Dr READ: Look, I will leave the interjection because the debate has moved on. I am pleased the
Leader of the Opposition did like the fruit salad.
Members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn): Order! Could you allow the member to continue.
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Dr READ: I will take up one more interjection, which is that I completely own voting for the
legislation and proposing an amendment which addressed our concerns. An amendment has been
made which has addressed our concerns, and so we will support the bill.
Moving on, because I think it is time to move on, I think that the organisation or several organisations
which have generated so much misinformation and which have misled a lot of people have served to
mislead people who are suffering under this lockdown. The people who are suffering under this
lockdown will at some point learn that they have been misled, and the concern is that when they realise
that they have been misled by the opposition they too may not have confidence in the opposition. So
on that note I will reiterate that we will support the bill and we will vote for it again.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (12:09): Thanks for the opportunity to contribute today on the
amendments that have come back before us in this bill. Obviously our clear focus now is on doing
everything that we can to contain this virus, to bring the numbers down, so that we can safely reopen.
And I say safely reopen because we want to open when it is safe to do so, when the health advice tells
us it is safe to do so, and when we can do it in a sustained and systemic way. I also note with sadness
the three cases in Shepparton from yesterday. It is a timely reminder of the need to be really
forthcoming in contact tracing and to let those contact tracers know exactly where you have been if
you are infectious, because what we have seen now is a delay of some days in testing and contact
tracing taking place in Shepparton, which has put us back a couple of days. So again the message to
everyone is: one, if you are unwell, please get tested, and two, if you test positive, be forthcoming
when you speak with contact tracers.
I am going to speak only briefly on the amendments that have come back before us. There are two main
parts to these: the first is on authorised officers, and the second is on the power to detain. On authorised
officers, the amendments now specify and clarify exactly who may be appointed to the role of
authorised officer, but can I also say, and this is in response to some of the comments from the Leader
of the Opposition, that the previous proposed changes in the bill actually only mirrored those in
legislation in other jurisdictions. So in New South Wales, for example, or in Queensland, for example,
those departments already had broad powers to appoint authorised officers there to prevent the spread
of COVID-19. And I further note that the broadening of the types of persons who could be appointed
as authorised officers was for a really important purpose, and that was to enable workforces in addition
to the core public service to be appointed. It would give additional flexibility to the appointment of
people from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds, people with language skills and people
with specific location advice and knowledge. And of course the broadening also allowed for the
appointment of police, PSOs and WorkSafe inspectors. But I understand that with the wording in the
bill there were concerns with the potential breadth of those appointments, and in response amendments
have now been put and passed in the other place. Those amendments specify the new classes of
authorised officers as well as the specific and very limited powers of each of those classes.
To this end I do just want to acknowledge one of the submissions that came before the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee. It was from the Law Institute of Victoria, who were actually
commenting on the proposed amendments. I quote from their submission:
We commend the Government’s aim of ensuring transparency in setting out the limits on powers each class
of persons can exercise, for instance flexibility to ensure contact tracing powers are extended to those with
appropriate skills for vulnerable or disadvantaged people, those with mental illness, disability, homelessness,
and for Torres strait Islander or Aboriginal individuals and culturally or linguistically diverse communities.

I will move very briefly to the second amendment, and this relates to the power to ‘detain’. I
acknowledge that the amendments remove new section 200A(1) to be inserted by the bill. This was a
new temporary section that would have allowed authorised officers to give a direction to detain when
they believed it was reasonably necessary to do so to protect public health because they reasonably
believed that a person who tested positive to coronavirus was likely to refuse to comply with a notice
to self-isolate. The proposed power could not apply to anyone else, despite what many have been
saying, despite the scare campaigns that were put out there, despite the fact that there was misleading
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communication and representations about the use of detention. It was not physical restraint, it was not
the use of force. I heard members opposite use that definition when they were describing the powers
in this bill.
Despite all of that, the proposed power was in fact and in law the same detention power that is currently
used to require returned travellers to quarantine in hotels. That is, those returning travellers are issued
with a detention notice that requires them to quarantine in a hotel for a fixed period of time. The powers
in the bill were never meant to go further than that. The change was designed to ensure that action could
be taken to prevent the spread of this highly infectious disease, and it was to prevent it from spreading
from people who are known to have it, who have tested positive to it. These were preventative measures
designed to be implemented in very, very limited circumstances. I acknowledge a very serious scare
campaign that went out across Victoria. Nevertheless, despite this and in response to concerns expressed
about the pre-emptive nature of the power, this section has been removed from the bill.
So now with the amended bill back before us we obviously must continue our focus on driving down
the numbers so that we can safely reopen, and again I ask those opposite to join with the overwhelming
majority of Victorians who are doing the right thing, who are supporting the measures this government
has put in place to keep Victorians safe. It is about putting the health of all Victorians first. Thank you.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (12:16): The member for Carrum in her contribution just now said
that there was a scare campaign around this bill. It was because people were genuinely scared about
the powers that this government wanted to give itself. It is about a government that has gone far too
far. We have a Premier who will not listen to anyone. Anyone who raises any issue he is dismissive
of, saying, ‘I can’t be bothered with that’. If a journalist asks a question he does not like, he dismisses
them. He will not take any advice. He has bypassed all traditional processes of government here in
Victoria, and that has been seen by the COVID Eight subcommittee of cabinet, by the subcommittee
of the secretaries and deputy secretaries in the state, who are running this state without the normal
processes of government, without the checks and balances. This piece of legislation reflected that—
the Andrews government just wanted to give themselves more power over the people of Victoria.
In my view, in the view of a lot of people I talk to, the Premier and the Andrews government are power
drunk at the moment. They want to control people. We have had a hundred-and-something press
conferences now where it is all someone else’s fault. Every day it is a different group that is told they
have done something wrong and that is why the COVID cases are not under control here in Victoria.
There is no acceptance of the fact that there was actually a failure in hotel quarantine. There is no
acceptance of the fact that there was a failure in contact tracing post COVID escaping from hotel
quarantine. It is all someone else’s fault. It is the people that had a barbecue. It is the people that went
to a Bunnings store that should not have gone to a Bunnings store. It is someone that has done
something else. The government will not accept any responsibility for the position we find ourselves
in here in Victoria. With this legislation, like other legislation, it was about an overreach of power and
how we actually control people’s lives. Like the Leader of the Opposition said, we will be surprised if
the government ever give back all this power that has taken over people’s lives, because they are power
drunk on controlling people and telling them what to do.
As to the fines that have been put in place for people, regional Victorian businesses, if they do not ask
someone for their licence when they come in, now face a $10 000 fine. If the Premier’s ring of steel
around Melbourne is so good, is so impermeable that people cannot go out into regional Victoria and
do the wrong thing, why have they put a $10 000 fine on a cafe owner? Why have they put a
$10 000 fine, potentially, on a jewellers shop if someone does not ask for a licence to prove where the
customer comes from? If the ring of steel is worth what it is supposed to be, why is the government
now making everyone else act as the enforcer?
A member: Unless it’s raining.
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Mr WALSH: Unless it is raining, and obviously there are some safety issues around that, but why
is he now putting the onus back on all those businesses to enforce the ring of steel that he has said is
so good?
As I think the Leader of the Opposition also said, it is about trust. When you have a good government
that is governing in the best interests of the people and is there to govern, when it actually explains
things and actually takes people into its confidence and explains the logic as to why things should
happen, you actually have people being willing to do things. I think there was good faith from
Victorians in the first wave of COVID to actually do the right thing and to actually help reduce the
numbers and to flatten the curve, as was talked about at that time. We have not heard that expression
‘flatten the curve’ now for months. It is all about an elimination strategy, not about flattening the curve,
so the language has changed substantially. When there is trust from people in the government, there
are people willing to do things. What we have now is that that trust has been broken, and the
government has to have draconian laws to enforce everything that happens in this state.
This legislation was flawed right from the start. The fact that you could have people being locked
down in anticipation, in someone’s view, that they were potentially going to break the Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008—I think it has gone too far. To actually say that someone walking down the street
may be going to burgle a house so we should lock them up—that is effectively what this legislation
was saying; that if in the authorised officer’s view they were going to break the Health and Wellbeing
Act we should actually lock them down—that is no different to the police saying, ‘Well, I actually
think the member for Mordialloc looks a bit dodgy and he might break into that house. I should arrest
him and take him into custody because he looks dodgy as he is walking down the street’. I do not think
that is the intent of law in a democracy, and that is where this legislation went far too far.
Then you think: who were the people that were going to be those authorised officers that would have
that power? We know that authorised officers in the original legislation had to be trained, had to be fit
and proper and had to be appropriate people to actually be an authorised officer. This legislation
originally gave the chief bureaucrat of health the power to appoint anyone that he thought was
appropriate. If you think about the decision-making of the government with hotel quarantine—to
actually appoint private security officers to run the hotel quarantine, to make sure they were trained in
diversity but not actually trained in infection control—you could have had the chief of the department
appointing authorised officers that he thought were appropriate but that actually had no understanding
of what their role as an authorised officer was meant to be. You could have had all of those private
security staff appointed as authorised officers under this legislation when it was first introduced, and
then what would we have had happen? We would have had those people without the appropriate
training, without the appropriate knowledge of what they were supposed to be doing under the Health
and Wellbeing Act and without the proper training in infection control actually having enormous
power over people’s lives here in Victoria as authorised officers.
If I go back to where I started with the member for Carrum saying it was a scare campaign, that is why
Victorians were so scared of this legislation: because they believed that it was a total overreach and
they had lost trust in the rationale of the government and why the government is here. As I said, if we
have got a Premier who will not listen to anything other than his own view, I think we have actually
lost democracy in this state. That is why Victorians are scared of this government—because there is
no longer democracy. There are no longer the normal checks and balances as to how a Westminster
system should work, and that is why we believe that the government just went too far.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (12:23): I am pleased to contribute to this debate on the
COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020. Can I start by
saying that this bill is one of the most draconian pieces of legislation that has come into this chamber.
I am gravely concerned about the intent of this bill. The fact that we are now debating amendments
and government members are sitting here lauding the amendments when the last time that we sat in
this chamber they were in fact speaking strongly in support of the original bill just shows the tin ear
that this government, members of the Labor Party, have in this house for Victorians. You talk about a
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scare campaign? Let me tell you, I have been inundated for months by residents who are gravely
concerned about the direction of the government, who are gravely concerned about the legislation that
the government previously brought in to extend the state of emergency, and whose concerns have
continued with the omnibus bill.
I appreciate the fact that we are here to talk about the amendments before the house, but I think it is
important as a matter of context to understand that the reason we are here today talking about
amendments to this bill was not because the government themselves identified faults with their own
piece of legislation. They were unable to get this draconian bill—the original bill—through the
Parliament and were forced to make amendments, like we saw with the state-of-emergency extension.
They originally wanted 12 months but accepted six months—not because they wanted six months, but
because that was all they could get through the upper house—and we have seen this with this bill.
This bill is still a bad bill. Can I just firstly come to clause (3)(d), which deals with WorkSafe
inspectors. I think it is critical we look at the powers of WorkSafe inspectors because where were the
WorkSafe inspectors when hotel quarantining was established? Where was WorkSafe inspecting hotel
quarantining to ensure that PPE and appropriate social distancing measures, COVID-safe measures,
were put in place at the start? I appreciate the Attorney-General has just left the chamber. The question
I have for the Attorney-General, the former Minister for Workplace Safety, is: where was she around
the crisis cabinet table ensuring that WorkSafe and that COVID-safe measures were put in place when
hotel quarantining was first established? Where was the minister raising this issue? Where was the
minister ensuring that WorkSafe did their job and were proactively going into the hotels to ensure that
PPE was being utilised properly by the security guards which this government, the crisis cabinet and
the Premier initiated?
In fact if WorkSafe had done their job from the start, we probably would not be here today. If
WorkSafe inspectors had done their job and gone into those hotels, we would not be here today. When
Cedar Meats broke out, where was WorkSafe going into hotel quarantining, given the problems they
saw in another business, to ensure that PPE and other COVID-safe measures were being put in place?
Where was the minister around the crisis cabinet table flagging these issues and highlighting problems
in her portfolio? And when we had the outbreak at Rydges, where was WorkSafe inspecting the other
hotels? Where was the minister sitting around the crisis cabinet table, raising these issues? These issues
were critical to the failure of hotel quarantining. I am very pleased to be speaking to the amendments
which deal with the issue of WorkSafe inspectors because what the government is telling us now is
that they want to empower WorkSafe inspectors to investigate workplaces across Victoria to prevent
the outbreak of COVID. If that was such an important idea to the minister, to the Attorney-General in
her former capacity as Minister for Workplace Safety, if she thought it was so important to put it in
this omnibus bill, why didn’t she think it was important to raise that issue around the cabinet table to
ensure that we did not see the outbreak of COVID in hotel quarantining?
Seven hundred-plus people died because of hotel quarantining. Thousands of people got infected.
Victorians are in a stage 4 lockdown. Families cannot see their loved ones. Children are stuck at home,
not competing in competitive sport. Kids can go to playgrounds but they cannot go to dance schools.
Sole traders, thousands of them, are closed. That is what has happened as a consequence of the failure
of this government. When I come to this bill I just think to myself that if the government is so strong
on the issue of empowering WorkSafe to do its job, to stop COVID breaking out across the state in
businesses, the obvious question that has to be asked is: why didn’t they as an organisation and why
didn’t the minister as a member of the executive who is responsible for that portfolio deal with that
issue at every step along the way where they identified problems with COVID and workplaces?
What has been described as the worst public health failure in this state’s history could have been
prevented if the minister had done her job and if her department and her agency had done their job.
That is why I think it is churlish on the government’s behalf to sit here and lecture businesses across
the state about the measures that they are putting in place when they themselves had the opportunity
to ensure it was prevented in the first place. That is why we are in a stage 4 lockdown, that is why
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700-plus people died, that is why thousands of people got infected and that is why Victoria is the
laughing-stock of the nation. That is the problem that this government created and could have
prevented. If hotel quarantine was a private company, WorkSafe would have had an obligation to
ensure that that business was operating safely. That is what this bill does, that is what this amendment
does. This amendment talks about WorkSafe inspectors ensuring that businesses operate in a safe
manner. So do not lecture businesses and do not lecture Victorians on prevention if you are not
prepared to do it yourself.
A member interjected.
Mr WAKELING: It is unruly to pick up interjections. The government members say, ‘Nobody’s
lecturing’. Let me tell you, every day the Premier of this state is lecturing Victorians. Every day he
lectures Victorians. He tells families it is their fault, he tells businesses it is their fault, he tells young
people it is their fault. He tells young people, ‘You can’t play sport’. He tells young girls they cannot
go to dance schools. I mean, seriously, do not talk to me about lecturing. And to have such a tin ear,
to celebrate on the weekend the Premier’s 100 press conferences—seriously, how do you think
Victorians felt when they saw the government gloating about the number of press conferences the
Premier had faced on COVID? You tell Victorians who cannot see their family members because they
live more than 5 kilometres away that they should be happy about that and you tell the thousands of
small businesses and sole traders that are not open that they should be happy about that. The
government has its priorities wrong.
To finalise on this bill, this is one of the most draconian pieces of legislation. And when we talk about
the failures of this government one only needs to look at the amendment that deals with WorkSafe
inspectors and to remind ourselves that if WorkSafe as an agency and if the Attorney in her former
capacity as a minister did their jobs we would not be in this stage 4 lockdown today that we are all
suffering under here in the state of Victoria.
Following speech incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 13 October:
Mr HODGETT (Croydon)
It is not an overstatement to say that Victorians currently face the greatest societal challenge in a generation,
probably at least two generations.
But it is not the coronavirus that is putting us to the test.
We, as a nation, have proved that we have the capacity to manage this scourge; to protect our most vulnerable
whist retaining as much vital economic activity as possible. We need only look across our closed state borders
to see that.
Our challenge is one of entrenched and pernicious maladministration, abrogation of responsibility and
creeping authoritarianism.
We have, over the last two decades of only briefly interrupted Labor maladministration, seen vital elements
of our once proud public service descend into a dysfunctional, politicised, unqualified morass, so muddied
and discredited that simple organisational tasks escape their abilities—forget frank and fearless advice.
We regularly observe a group of politically aligned, yet often ill-qualified, bureaucrats who tell their political
masters only what they want to hear; who have become a self-serving, politically correct, incurious, endlessly
expanding multiheaded hydra that lashes out at any critical analysis and sinks its fangs into any perceived
opposition.
We have seen the creation of mega-organisations of labyrinthine complexity and of such opacity that
insulation from personal responsibility is almost assured.
Added to that is the proof that our current crop of state cabinet ministers are masters in the field of avoiding
responsibility and accountability. They have either never bothered to understand the fundaments of the
Westminster system or have allowed themselves to be bullied into jettisoning any pretence of owing public
explanations for their actions.
How else can one explain the collective amnesia we have witnessed during the hotel quarantine inquiry? Are
we to believe that when addressing the greatest public health challenge in decades no-one, not one senior
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responsible minister, kept notes, can remember key conversations or even asked pertinent questions? If so,
that lapse alone should mark them as unfit to hold office.
Yet so far only the one scapegoat, thrown to the wolves by an omnipresent Premier, has suffered any
consequence.
Now as the weight of more than 800 deaths, tens of thousands of infections and hundreds of thousands of lost
jobs should be pressing down on their shoulders, the Andrews Labor government seeks to arrogate to itself
such dictatorial powers as have never been seen in the history of the federation—powers that should never
have been considered in a free democratic society.
However, this Premier had hoped to gain such powers, with little or no commentary, by applying the typically
administrative and innocuous-sounding moniker of the Covid-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) and Other
Acts Bill 2020.
But innocuous it was not!
Not only was it corrosive of basic civil liberties, it was a betrayal of democracy itself, an overreach so brazen
and so cowardly that it has stirred normally deeply apolitical community leaders to voice concern and dismay.
So, as our Premier amasses over 200 hours in front of a largely cowed press corps, as he injects further fear
through the release of a daily macabre score, as he berates the public for their latest perceived lax compliance
with his edicts; why, as he claims his blunt instrument of a strategy is working, did he seek more power to be
placed in the hands of the very bureaucrats who have shown themselves to be so incompetent?
Why did he feel it was ‘proportionate’ for so-called ‘designated authorised officers’ to have the power to enter
homes without a warrant and indefinitely detain Victorian men, women and children on suspicion that a health
direction, itself issued by an unelected official, may not be adhered to?
How is it possible that any Premier could have squared such an Orwellian proposal with an acceptance of the
principles of parliamentary democracy?
Such overreach was not required to supress the first wave.
Let us remember it was not, as variously claimed by the Premier, family groups, partying young people, those
refusing tests, those not staying in home isolation or those who protest against his rules who instigated the
devastating second wave. It was his government’s hotel quarantine debacle.
The playing field was level. All other state and territory governments were dealt roughly the same hand. Yes,
there were mistakes in other jurisdictions, but the Andrews government alone confused quarantine with
incubation. The Andrews government alone comprehensively failed in the equally vital task of contact
tracing, and it is the Andrews government alone that has resorted to the sledgehammer unsophistication of
the longest lockdown in the Western world. Given all that, this Premier still sought virtually untrammelled
power over us?
No, no, a thousand times no!
Thankfully, it appears that the democratic process of requiring upper house crossbench support for his
repugnant bill has, on this occasion, thwarted his ambition. Nonetheless, the very fact that the Premier thought
it acceptable to propose and defend such a power grab should forever disqualify him from holding public office.
Victorians have shouldered the burden, they have sacrificed their livelihoods, their education, their hopes and
dreams, all to right the wrongs that Andrews and his acolytes have visited upon them.
The Premier says the ultimate responsibility rests with him. He says he never runs from a challenge. He says
he cares for all Victorians. The time has come for the one person at the heart of this entire mess to do the only
honourable thing and start Victoria on the path of healing.
This Premier must cease seeking more power over Victorians, and resign.

Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19) (12:33): I move:
That the question be now put.

House divided on question:

Ayes, 14
Allan, Ms
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr

Edbrooke, Mr
Fregon, Mr
Hall, Ms
Hennessy, Ms

Read, Dr
Richardson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
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Kilkenny, Ms

Connolly, Ms

Noes, 7
Battin, Mr
O’Brien, Mr M
Smith, Mr R

Staley, Ms
Wakeling, Mr

Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Register of opinion on question
Ayes
Ms Addison, Mr Andrews, Ms Blandthorn, Mr Brayne, Mr Cheeseman, Ms Couzens, Ms Crugnale,
Ms D’Ambrosio, Mr Dimopoulos, Mr Donnellan, Ms Edwards, Mr Eren, Mr Fowles, Ms Green,
Ms Halfpenny, Mr Halse, Mr Hamer, Ms Horne, Ms Hutchins, Ms Kairouz, Mr Kennedy, Mr Maas,
Mr McGhie, Mr McGuire, Mr Merlino, Ms Neville, Mr Pakula, Mr Pallas, Mr Pearson, Ms Richards,
Ms Settle, Ms Spence, Mr Staikos, Mr Tak, Mr Taylor, Ms Theophanous, Ms Thomas, Ms Ward,
Ms Williams, Mr Wynne
Noes
Mr Hodgett, Mr Newbury, Mr Northe, Mr O’Brien, Mr Rowswell
WORKER SCREENING BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (12:40): It feels like quite a long time since I have been up here
speaking in the chamber, not for lack of interest but because of the pandemic. I am rising to speak on
the Worker Screening Bill 2020, and of course I am speaking in support of this very important piece
of legislation. Now, the Worker Screening Bill has followed from the great federal Labor initiative of
the NDIS, the national disability insurance scheme, which some people have said was a major reform
as reformative, important and life-changing as Medicare and the universal right to health care, because
the NDIS, as envisaged by the federal Labor government, was a universal right to support for those
with disabilities. This was something that in the early times was really pooh-poohed and opposed by
the then opposition leader federally, Tony Abbott, but as the scheme and the idea gained incredible
momentum he had to back down in the face of looking too callous and nasty, which of course we all
know he actually was.
The NDIS scheme was about empowering people with disabilities, those that needed support and
carers, in that rather than things being done to them this was an insurance scheme that provided a
package of money for which the person was in a sense in charge of their own destiny. They could use
this money, through this insurance scheme, to determine what provider they wanted, within of course
certain specifications and requirements. It was really a system where the individual person with the
disability, the person that needed the support, was in fact able to have some control over what was
going on and do it in partnership rather than a system where things were done to people and where
they could not have any flexibility about what the individual needs for the individual person were.
So moving to a scheme like this, a universal scheme to provide support for those with disabilities, also
comes with some risks. Those risks are in terms of the ability to select the sorts of services that you
want and the provider you want. There have to be, of course, protections for the individual to ensure
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that the many who may be in very vulnerable positions are not taken advantage of, not abused and not
in fact used where services are not provided in the very best way.
That is why the Worker Screening Bill is here being debated today. Now, there have been some interim
arrangements to protect people within the NDIS scheme to date, but this is a national system and the
idea of the Worker Screening Bill 2020 is to harmonise the system with the rest of the states and
territories of Australia so that we actually have a consistent program of protections for people across
the country.
The Worker Screening Bill, again, is not unlike other legislation from Labor governments, who are
always the ones standing up for and looking to protect those that are most vulnerable. This follows on
from the working with children scheme that was introduced by a former Labor government. So the
system of the Worker Screening Bill works within that sort of a framework, but separate from it. So we
will check workers in the field to make sure that there is not a history of criminal behaviour or certain
things that we would perhaps think providers of services within the disability space should not have.
We know there are so many workers in the area, and providers, that do such an incredible job in
supporting those with disabilities. We know it is often a very difficult job and it is often a very thankless
job, but there are people that have a real commitment to supporting those with disabilities and that
work in this system that we should commend. My hat goes off to the work that they do because it is
not always easy. They care about others, they are selfless and they are trying their very, very best, well
over and above the call of duty in many instances, to support them, to provide them with quality of
life and to ensure that they have equal opportunity to others in our community.
That of course is why most people come into this area of work, because they want to help, they want
to care and support and look after those with disabilities as well as help them to achieve their greatest
potential, but in saying that there is also an opportunity for less scrupulous people to enter the industry.
We want to make sure that we protect people as much as we can and ensure people like that are not
able to enter the industry and then perhaps do things to the disadvantage of those people who they are
supposed to be supporting and assisting in life activities.
In terms of this scheme, as I said before, it is a scheme that will basically provide for the sharing of
information across the country so that if there are particular people that have been ruled ineligible to
be part of the NDIS, for example, that will be known in other states, and the same of course with
providers. The idea is that in these sorts of occupational roles there should be the highest of
responsibilities and there should be the strictest of safeguards to ensure that those that are working in
the industry are doing the right thing and are providing the best of care and the best of support for
those that are eligible to be part of the NDIS.
The worker screening is not just about duplicating the current system under the Working with Children
Act 2005, because this does work very effectively. There have been tweaks and changes to that scheme
as time has gone on and we have seen that there have been, say, things that might be lacking or
something that needs to be adjusted. So the idea is to use this framework but not repeat or duplicate,
but of course it will also introduce a new NDIS worker check as well as providing for the continuation
of the working with children check.
In terms of the actual bill and the key features of the bill, there will not be many changes to the working
with children check requirements, but there will be, through this legislation, a new legislative home,
if you like, to allow for both the worker screening provisions and the working with children provisions
within the same legislative framework even though they will still be different and in some ways
separate as well. There will be common elements between the two, such as the establishment of
identity—a worker in disability is required to establish their identity—and a checking of criminal
history, including both spent convictions and disciplinary findings. There will also be the principle
that the rights of children and people with disabilities will be paramount in any decision that is made
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under this legislation. Clearly it is most important to make sure that the interests of those that are
accessing the NDIS are foremost in any legislation that is designed to protect them.
There are going to be three categories for risk assessment of criminal and misconduct information.
Also the checks will not classify all crimes the same way but they will look at different things
depending on the circumstances. For example, financial crimes will be of great importance in assessing
whether somebody is appropriate to care for someone with a disability, because that may make the
person more susceptible to financial abuse. I commend this bill.
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (12:50): It is a pleasure to rise to make a contribution on the Worker
Screening Bill 2020. As our lead speaker indicated, we will not be opposing this bill. As we know,
this bill gives effect to the establishment of a national disability insurance scheme worker screening
check and a database, as agreed by the various jurisdictions. Those of us on this side—and I do know
the NDIS has had strong bipartisan support—are very proud of the fact that when in government we
established a trial site in the Barwon region, which went a long way to ironing out a lot of the bumps
in the road and problems that a change of such magnitude often brings.
As we discussed earlier this year in this chamber when considering the Disability Services Safeguards
Amendment Bill 2020, the protection of the most vulnerable people in our community is obviously
paramount. We have had various inquiries at different levels in different jurisdictions into abuse in the
disability sector, and some of the matters that came out of that were absolutely abhorrent. But when we
discussed that bill earlier this year, while everyone in this chamber I am sure agrees that very strong
safeguards are required in relation to the protections of those with special needs, there was concern that
there would be I guess a duplication in having a state system and also a federal safeguards system as
well. When this bill comes into effect I know that that will still be a concern of a lot of disability providers.
The bill earlier this year certainly did fill gaps. The reason it filled gaps is that not all disability workers
are NDIS workers. For instance, we have disability workers in the Transport Accident Commission
and in home and community care services. The bill earlier this year certainly covered off on them and
it needed to be in place. Where some providers have raised concerns is that NDIS workers will also
be required to register under the state and federal scheme and Victoria will be the only state that has
that requirement. So in relation to that there is, I guess, some concern about duplication of
administration that is concerning some service providers and some workers.
I touched on before the various inquiries that have been held that have exposed abuse in the disability
sector. Whilst I say that, I know from firsthand accounts that the vast majority of people who work in our
disability sector are incredible people—just incredible people who often go above and beyond. I know
in my family circumstance we have been absolutely blessed to have the aides and support staff that we
have been able to achieve for my son, and families everywhere would generally speak about the benefits
that they have achieved from having people who are just so caring and loving towards improving the
quality of life of those who are important to all of us as parents. But of course we have, like nearly
everything in society, that element that for whatever reasons that I can never understand display the
abhorrent behaviours of taking advantage of those who are the most vulnerable in our community. That
is why we need these sorts of safeguards in place and we need this higher level of oversight.
Whilst we are obviously well into the transition to the NDIS now, one element I would like to see the
government provide a little bit more data on is the numbers of previous government workers who are
transitioning into NDIS providers. But we all know we always have those very, very complex cases,
often severe cases, that will still require state government supports, and it would be good to know what
staffing levels are being maintained within the department to handle those extreme cases that some
service providers are not prepared to take on. I know that packages have recently been offered and a
number of staff members have transitioned to NDIS service providers, but it would be good to know
what staffing levels are being maintained within the Department of Health and Human Services to
deal with those very, very complex issues.
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I want to talk for a few moments on carers. Whilst I spoke before generally about disability support
staff who go above and beyond, we all know about carers within our community. Gee, what a role
they fill in our community. If we did not have people caring for those with special needs, it would
nearly send the state broke having to pick up the slack there. But our carers are absolutely the unsung
heroes of society in some way, and they often form a very, very close bond with those that they are
caring for and those that they are involved with. And whilst this bill I guess provides a level of
oversight for those at risk and for those people who may look to take advantage of our vulnerable
people, it would be remiss to mention that concerning side of the disability sector without paying
appropriate tribute to the people who work in this sector both as workers and as carers, whether they
be family members, close friends or close relations, who just do an outstanding and incredible job in
looking after those with needs.
This bill replaces the Working with Children Act 2005, and what it basically does is takes the
provisions out of that old act and rolls them into this new legislation that will encompass it. But it is
important to note that in relation to working with children checks they will really continue
uninterrupted; they will continue with no change to that system that is well in place. The people who
currently hold a working with children check will not be affected in any way by this legislative change.
They will simply renew their existing working with children check at the appropriate time as required
in the normal process.
Of course, the working with children checks do not necessarily apply to working with children with
special needs. Working with children checks are applicable to all those who are engaged and involved
in the supervision of young people within our community. And it is a great system that we do have in
place. A person who holds an NDIS clearance will not be required to pay for a working with children
check—and this is something that I am very pleased is covered off in this—if they are also partaking
in child-related volunteer work in the community. So if you have got your NDIS registration, that will
cover you off on having your working with children check. I guess that is a small thing that we can do
for those who are giving up their time to work in the disability sector, and it is a process that I very
strongly support.
This bill probably had its origins back in 2016 when the Disability Reform Council published the
NDIS Quality and Safeguarding Framework, and it was really this framework that was released in
2016 that outlined the national approach and the national agreement that this legislation adheres to
today. It was an approach that was supported by all the jurisdictions in this country, and that led to the
Intergovernmental Agreement on Nationally Consistent Worker Screening for the NDIS. That is a bit
of a mouthful, but it means basically that workers in the disability sector will have the same level of
accreditation statewide. So if you move interstate with your job, your accreditation will hold up in
other jurisdictions. It is the way it should be—to have this national approach.
The commonwealth national disability insurance scheme bill was introduced in July 2019 and assented
to on October 2019, and the new worker screening check was to be introduced in each state and
territory by July 2020—
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 13 October.
Members
MINISTER FOR PORTS AND FREIGHT
MINISTER FOR PREVENTION OF FAMILY VIOLENCE
Absence
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:01): I rise to inform the house that today I will answer
questions for the portfolios of ports and freight, consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation, and
fishing and boating; and prevention of family violence, women and Aboriginal affairs.
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Questions without notice and ministers statements
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:01): My question is to the Premier.
Premier, yesterday Labor MPs voted in Parliament to keep the 5-kilometre limit. Leading
epidemiologists, including Professor Catherine Bennett of Deakin University, do not support the
5-kilometre limit, the Liberal and National parties do not support the 5-kilometre limit and most
Victorians do not support the 5-kilometre limit.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition, on his question.
Mr M O’BRIEN: I will start again, Speaker. My question is to the Premier. Yesterday Labor MPs
voted to keep the 5-kilometre limit. Leading epidemiologists, including Professor Catherine Bennett
of Deakin University, do not support the 5-kilometre limit, the Liberal and National parties do not
support the 5-kilometre limit and most Victorians do not support the 5-kilometre limit. Why won’t the
Premier scrap the 5-kilometre limit?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:02): Most Victorians do not support the Liberal Party.
If you want to do lists of people—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Oh! That is apparently not—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has the call.
Mr ANDREWS: No matter the position of the Liberal and National parties, let me confirm for the
Leader of the Opposition that politics and who you vote for has no impact on this virus. That is the
point that I am making. You can characterise that any way you want, but the facts of these matters are
very clear, and the kind of toxic politics and the cheap politics being played by some are not a vaccine
against this virus. They will not pull this virus up, they will not save lives. And when it comes to
making decisions about public health, let me assure the Leader of the Opposition he is furthest from
my mind or the mind of public health experts, namely, the chief health officer, the deputy chief health
officer and many others. Whatever is put forward by the Leader of the Opposition is not a medical
opinion. It is not a public health opinion; it is simply a political opinion that is about serving his
interests instead of the interests of Victorians.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, I think the disrespect the Premier has shown to the
chair of epidemiology at Deakin University, Professor Bennett, is disgraceful. The Premier should
reflect on his words and show a little bit more respect for somebody who has done more to try and
speak up for Victorians than this bloke has.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition does not have a point of order.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:04): The Premier’s harsh lockdown
restrictions have already closed thousands of Victorian small businesses, with many more hanging by
a thread. The Premier has also flagged there will be next to no relief for small business announced this
Sunday. When will the Premier finally allow Melbourne small businesses to open up in a COVID-safe
way and just get back to work?
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:04): As the Leader of the House points out, I am not
sure that there is any connection between the supplementary question and the original question, but in
any event—
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A member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: You do not get to rewrite it. You do not get to rewrite it, I am afraid.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, if the Premier does not understand they both relate
to his lockdown restrictions and the effect on Victorians—
The SPEAKER: Order! That is not a point of order.
Mr M O’Brien: he needs to open his ears a little bit.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister for Child Protection to cease interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: What I do not understand is how anyone could possibly take the Leader of the
Opposition seriously. He has had many, many positions on these issues. They have been at best
evolving; others might say they have been rampantly inconsistent. I will not be following his advice;
I will be following the advice of the chief health officer.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Manager of Opposition Business!
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier is debating the question. His views about
my views are irrelevant to public health. What the question was about was not his views about my
views but will he give small business a fighting chance to survive this Sunday? I ask you to bring him
back to that question because small business deserves an answer.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Premier to come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS: It is the Leader of the Opposition who is irrelevant to public health, because all
he is interested in is playing politics instead of keeping people safe. And I will not take lectures from
the likes of him; I will instead listen to the chief health officer.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier is defying your ruling. He is not
answering the question and is continuing to debate me rather than answering the question about small
business and giving them a lifeline this Sunday. I ask you to bring him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier did come to answering the question. The Premier has
concluded his answer.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (13:06): I am delighted to be able to rise to inform the
house that we have had seven new cases of coronavirus today. There have been five deaths. That is a
tragedy, and we send our condolences to each of those families.
There are seven new cases, four of which are in Melbourne and three in Shepparton, and we send our
best wishes to the Shepparton community and we thank them. Even in the very early hours of this
outbreak, when things were being confirmed late last night, we saw many hundreds of people from
the Shepparton community going to three different test sites. There will be further test sites that will
be stood up throughout the day. Even at these early stages it is very clear to us that the people of
Shepparton are doing the right thing—making those sacrifices, getting tested and doing everything
that is possible and not through any other motivation but public health. They are listening to the
science. They are listening to the experts. They are listening and being part of a strategy that will work
in containing this outbreak in the Goulburn Valley. And I thank them for what they have already done
and in advance of what I know they will do, just like the community in Kilmore did, just like
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communities right across the state but particularly those in regional Victoria in recent times. These
numbers are low and they are staying low because Victorians in regional Victoria particularly are
staying the course.
We will have more to say this Sunday based on not cheap, nasty politics, not low-road politics but
instead the best of advice from public health experts—epidemiologists, not politicians. We will take
that advice. We will make very important announcements on Sunday that are about taking only those
steps that are safe to be taken because we will not—I will not—have a situation where we do what the
loudest voices call for, what might be popular, what might be political or what might be in the interests
of those who are playing politics. We will not be doing that. We will instead listen to the experts and
make sure that all that has been given and all that has been done will be worth something. Open and
stay open—that is what we will get done.
COVID-19
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (13:09): My question is to the Minister for Health. Asymptomatic
customers of Oddfellows Cafe in Kilmore were allowed to be tested for COVID while asymptomatic
customers of the Butcher Club in Chadstone, the original source of the outbreak, were not. Minister,
why weren’t all customers of the Butcher Club allowed to be tested, which could have helped stop the
spread of this cluster?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (13:09): I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his question. I take it that the question is genuinely offered in good
faith given that there has been some media reporting and commentary about this issue which has not
necessarily been 100 per cent accurate. That inaccuracy has found its way into, with the greatest of
respect, the Leader of The Nationals’s question.
The first part of his question statement was perfectly correct. When it came to the Oddfellows Cafe in
Kilmore the testing situation was the identified infectious case and his immediate family, and then
radiating out from that through the excellent support from the operator of the cafe to identify close
contacts. And then, out of an abundance of caution and now having developed the contact-tracing
system and testing system to the point we have, we were able then to extend it to a third ring of close
contacts. In a community the size of Kilmore—and indeed as we are finding out today in Shepparton
and as we found in the past in other areas—that is perfectly available as an option now that we have
developed the system to the point we have.
When it comes to the Butcher Club and the Chadstone outbreak, the circumstances and the
epidemiology and the chain of infection are very different. In regard to what the honourable member
asserts, the difference that was not quite right in his comments is in fact that the equivalent of that third
ring has been offered testing in Chadstone. What has happened is asymptomatic testing has been offered
to all the surrounding facilities to the Butcher Club, including a number of other facilities, shops,
locations and public areas—Chadstone is a fairly big shopping centre—which through that process has
identified further cases which did not have any close or direct contact with the Butcher Club.
So in fact, with the greatest respect to the honourable member, the situation is directly comparable to
be going from contacts—close contacts—and then wider again. And then add to that the extraordinary
number of people who came forward in the testing in Chadstone that was available to the wider
community. The Chadstone outbreak is almost now completely under control, and I am hopeful from
the support that the workers, the businesses and the community around Chadstone have delivered that
they will see the same result of this outbreak having been contained and closed down. I am more than
happy to advise that if any honourable member wants an understanding and a briefing as to how that
system works public health officials have been providing that in recent times to interested members.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (13:12): Minister, the chief health officer, Brett Sutton, said that the
scale of asymptomatic testing required at Chadstone would not represent ‘value for money’—that is a
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quote from the chief health officer. Your government’s failure to fund proper testing at Chadstone has
now allowed the virus to spread to Kilmore and now Shepparton, stopping regional Victoria from
going to the last step. Minister, how was that decision value for money?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (13:13): I think,
again with the greatest respect to the honourable Leader of The Nationals, he might be perhaps
verballing the context of the chief health officer’s contribution. I think that the science of the following
of the chain of infections and the chain of contacts that we had seen at the Butcher Club at Chadstone
does not give support to what the honourable member is asserting. I think that the issues surrounding
how the epidemiology trail at the Butcher Club—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is debating the question. It was a direct quote
from the chief health officer. The minister may like to rewrite history, but the chief health officer
actually said that. I would ask you to bring him back to answering that question as to how that decision
was value for money given that that outbreak has now gone to Kilmore and subsequently Shepparton.
Mr FOLEY: On the point of order, Speaker, I was directly addressing the content of the honourable
member’s supplementary question. I was in no way debating, and in that respect I think my answer
has and will continue to be totally in order.
Mr M O’Brien: Further on the point of order, Speaker, I support the Leader of The Nationals’s
point of order because I believe the minister was debating—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier will come to order. The house will need to come to
order.
Mr M O’Brien: On the point of order, Speaker, the chief health officer, Mr Sutton, is reported to
have said, when asked why asymptomatic people who may have had exposure to the Kilmore outbreak
were asked to get tested but asymptomatic people who visited the Chadstone shopping centre were
not, ‘Different approaches worked in different settings’. So the minister is debating the question. He
is denying what the chief health officer has said.
The SPEAKER: Order! That is not a—
Mr Andrews: On the point of order, Speaker, I was under the impression that you were about to
perhaps rule on a point of order around debating. If that presentation from the Leader of the Opposition
is not simply debate and nothing more, I would invite you to rule that the minister has been in order
and, on form, will continue to be in order.
The SPEAKER: Order! I rule that the minister was being relevant to the question and was not
debating the question.
Mr FOLEY: In the time left, if the honourable member’s question goes to, as I think it does, the
key point that asymptomatic testing beyond immediate close contacts is increasingly the norm—
whether it be in Kilmore, whether it be in Shepparton or whether it be in Chadstone—then that is an
entirely consistent approach. With the greatest respect for the member, I think he has misunderstood
the nature of the issue.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
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) (13:16): I rise to update the
house on elements of the government’s business resilience package. On 13 September the Premier and
I announced $3 billion in cash grants, tax relief and cash flow support to Victorian businesses that we
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know are suffering due to industry restrictions. Over three rounds of the Business Support Fund, we
have supported small and medium businesses with over $2 billion of grants paid out, but we took the
view that we had to do something more customised for the hospitality sector.
Pubs, cafes and restaurants have had a very difficult time of it, and nobody in the government fails to
appreciate that for a moment. Business Support Fund grants have been important but were not
designed specifically with the needs of hospitality businesses in mind. Many of them have a large
casual workforce and are not eligible for JobKeeper, and it is also true that patron limits per venue are
a more appropriate distinction than payroll. That is why we announced the $251 million Licensed
Hospitality Venue Fund specifically designed for the sector and in consultation with the Australian
Hotels Association and the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry. That fund will support our
bars, restaurants, pubs and clubs with cash grants based on patron capacity. For venues with one to
20 patrons, $15 000 in metro Melbourne and $10 000 in regional Victoria; for venues with 21 to
100 patrons, $20 000 in metro Melbourne and $15 000 in regional Victoria; and for venues with 101 or
more patrons, $30 000 in metro Melbourne and $25 000 in regional Victoria.
We know that these grants are not a substitute for the loss of trade, and they are not designed to be.
Regional Victoria is already demonstrating that hospitality venues can recommence trade in a safe and
steady way when we get the numbers under control, and we will do the same in metro Melbourne just
as soon as we can. These grants are helping those businesses to pay the bills and survive until they are
able to open their doors to customers once again.
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:18): My question is to the Minister for
Health. Minister, today Victorians have heard another example of Victoria’s underperforming contacttracing system, with a car dealership in Melbourne’s east being notified about a positive case by the
Department of Health and Human Services 14 days later. Melbourne remains in lockdown in part
because your government cannot fix contact tracing. How are these monumental failures in contact
tracing still able to occur nine months after the start of this pandemic?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (13:19): I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for his question. I think Victoria’s contact-tracing system has made
enormous advances in a very short period of time, and it is not just me that thinks that. It is also the
opinion of the national cabinet-directed review of contact-tracing systems nationally. Australia’s chief
scientist, Alan Finkel, together with the Australian Defence Force’s Commodore Hill, has been
conducting a review of the contact-tracing systems nationally. It is their respected opinion that I would
particularly rely on.
I think their opinion has been reinforced by the fact that we are now looking at more than 2600 people
involved directly in our contact-tracing system, whether it be our public health epidemiologists,
clinicians, logistics operators, phone operators, data entry staff or staff working across the five regional
local public health units and the initial three of five Melbourne metropolitan public health units. All of
that together brings into place a transparent reporting process, which appears on the national cabinet
website, that shows our contact-tracing system is as good as and in some measures even superior to
other states in this area. In that regard I have nothing but confidence and support for the public health—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the House!
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, while the minister may have set the scene in relation
to the question that I asked, he has completely failed to refer to the specific example I raised in my
question of the car dealership in Melbourne’s east that took over 14 days to be notified by the
Department of Health and Human Services—the minister’s department—about a positive case. I
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would ask you to bring the minister back to the question and refer to that specific example of the failure
of contact tracing.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The substantive part of the question was a very broad question. The
minister is being relevant to it.
Mr FOLEY: In concluding my answer, I know that whether it is the digitising of the contacttracing system, whether it is the support that we are getting from the local community intelligence
from the local public health units—work that we have seen be so successful in Kilmore and in other
areas—or whether it is the dedication of such hardworking, community-minded people who are
supporting this arrangement that we know that we are increasingly getting on top of our ability to
identify early, test early and contact and trace early.
In regard to any other particular facts that the Leader of the Opposition asserts, given the history of some
of his claims in this place I would have to check that particular undertaking. But that would not make me
resile for one minute from the substantive position that our contact-tracing system has improved and will
continue to improve, and that is because it is a vital step in making sure that we open carefully, gradually
and open and stay open, of which our contact-tracing system is one important element.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (13:23): I am sure Victorians will be
delighted to hear the minister assure us that our contact tracing has gone from third rate to second rate.
That is fantastic. Given that businesses in Kilmore and Shepparton have been named publicly as part
of the contact-tracing program related to the Butcher Club cluster, will the government provide the
name of the car dealership in Melbourne’s east I referred to in my substantive question to ensure that
any contacts there can be alerted to the fact that this has been the source of an infection?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (13:23): I think
the Leader of the Opposition and all honourable members know that the increasing transparency and
delivery of contact tracing and the identifying of at-risk sites is done through the chief health officer
and the public health unit’s processes and that material is established and publicly made available
every day. I have every confidence that the public health officials and their transparency reflects their
obligations and indeed is in keeping with the standards that we have seen emerge from the national
cabinet in reporting these arrangements.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: WORKING FOR VICTORIA
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (13:24): I rise to update the house on the works underway to improve parks
infrastructure and the condition of our natural environment. Through the global pandemic we have
seen a 300 per cent increase in Victorians visiting local parks compared to this time last year. Since
March more than 500 new environment and land management jobs have been created as part of this
government’s $500 million Working for Victoria program. From planting more than 4000 plants at
Cornish Hill in Daylesford to repairing the rainforest walking track network in Orbost to clearing the
Mount Taylor mountain bike park for mountain biking in East Gippsland, we are supporting people
affected by the economic downturn and improving our environment at the same time. Program
participant Tim, for example, from Ballarat said, ‘This program has given me a confidence boost and
skills that will be with me forever’.
This investment is further to $105 million for the Victoria’s Great Outdoors program that our
government took to the last election, and that goes towards improving camping and park infrastructure,
plus $154 million to create more than 6500 hectares of new and upgraded open spaces. So far we have
upgraded eight iconic campgrounds, including the Mount Hedrick walking track and the Bindaree
horse yard and trails. We are also building an extra 30 camping grounds and upgrading iconic four-
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wheel drive tracks and walking tracks right across Victoria. In Melbourne Wattle Park is also set for
an upgrade, along with creating 17 kilometres of new walking and cycling trails at Plenty River park.
This government has not lost a single day in supporting people affected by this pandemic. Along with
creating jobs, we are making sure that Victoria’s national parks and forests are ready to welcome back
visitors and local communities as restrictions ease.
The SPEAKER: Order! The next question will be from the member for Shepparton remotely.
COVID-19
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (13:26): My question is for the Minister for Health. Minister, as I speak,
up to 2000 people in Shepparton are queueing to be COVID-tested at two separate clinics. I am told
that about 10 to 12 days have passed since the spreader of the virus disclosed that he had come to
Shepparton and that there are likely to be many contacts throughout the community. People will be
anxious and will want to be tested as soon as possible. Minister, will you send more assistance from
Melbourne and other regional clinics that you have already established to Goulbourn Valley Health to
get this testing done and ensure that the test results are made available as quickly as possible to each
and every person who is submitting themselves for those tests?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (13:27): I thank
the member for Shepparton for her question and for her commitment to her community. The short
answer is yes, and the extended answer is, as the honourable member has pointed out, that there have
been three coronavirus cases diagnosed overnight. All are related to an incident whereby a nondeclared visit, but a permitted visit, to the Shepparton community was not declared by a person who
subsequently tested positive and also was the index source for the Kilmore outbreak. I can confirm for
the record that a number of high-risk sites have been identified—Central Tyre Service, Mooroopna
Golf Club members bar, Bombshell hairdressing, Thai Orchid restaurant and the Shepparton
Marketplace Medical Centre—and the dates and times at which those sites were made high risk are
widely available in the Shepparton and surrounding communities.
If you are in these high-risk areas, then the instructions are that you should seek urgently to get to one
of the so far three established sites in the Shepparton community, those being the Goulburn Valley
Health acute respiratory clinic, a site that has been set up in the showgrounds at Shepparton, and the
Shepparton respiratory clinic. There will be further resources put into setting up further testing
facilities. In addition to those high-risk locations, the public health teams have also identified Bunnings
Warehouse in Shepparton, McDonald’s in Shepparton, the Lemon Tree Cafe and the Mooroopna Golf
Club pro shop as locations of concern. Instructions for anyone who has visited these sites are to come
forward, get tested and stay at home and await your results. For the rest of the community in
Shepparton, anyone who has even the mildest symptoms should get tested and should isolate at home
whilst awaiting their results.
Indeed I can, through you, Speaker, give the member for Shepparton and the wider community of
Shepparton every assurance that all the efforts for testing, for community contact tracing and
particularly the efforts of the regional local public health units, together with any support they need
from the central public health units, will be provided to ensure that the strong civic spirit of the
Shepparton community and the strong commitments that the Shepparton community have to one
another’s collective wellbeing be supported by all the necessary resources to make sure that we
identify this virus and respond to it in the most timely and effective manner.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (13:30): Minister, I am concerned that the third clinic, the
commonwealth clinic, is actually not having people coming in on a regular basis—there is a recording
there. A member of my staff was not able to make an appointment until tomorrow, so something ought
to be done to address the level of that service. But more particularly, Minister, can you guarantee that
my community will be extended everything possible to ensure that best-practice contact tracing is
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employed for Shepparton and that the government will provide all the resources that are needed to put
that in place?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (13:31): I thank
the member for her supplementary question. Once again I can give the member that undertaking. In
regard to whether they are commonwealth-supported facilities or state-supported facilities, we will
ensure that all the necessary resources are there to enable the most timely and effective response for
testing and contact tracing and the necessary supports for those people who need to isolate as a result
of those.
In particular I want to give a shout-out to the Goulburn Valley Health local public health unit and the
support that they have received from the other four regional public health units to make sure that all
the resources are being brought to bear where they need to be and indeed to extend the same principle
that we saw work so effectively in Kilmore—that we deal not only with the people so far identified as
infected and not only their close contacts but that third ring of the close contacts of the close contacts,
who will also be pursued in this manner.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr PEARSON (Essendon—Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Regulatory Reform, Minister for
Government Services, Minister for Creative Industries) (13:32): I rise to update the house on our
government’s support for our creative industries to recover from the damage wrought by the
coronavirus pandemic. Creativity is part of our identity. It is proudly in our Victorian DNA and central
to our way of life, reputation, livability and economy. This sector in ordinary times contributes
$34 billion a year to the state economy and employs more than 290 000 Victorians. During lockdown,
music, film, literature and comedy have given comfort to many. Our creative practitioners moved to
bring innovative world-class digital experiences to our homes. These industries are key to Victoria’s
economic, social and cultural recovery, and we will support them to thrive and prosper in a COVIDsafe way going forward. I am grateful to the former Minister for Creative Industries, who worked
tirelessly to deliver $90 million to support the creative sector through this crisis. This includes
$48 million to ensure the viability of arts and cultural icons such as the NGV, Arts Centre Melbourne
and the Geelong Arts Centre; $19 million to the music industry; and $13 million to support almost
100 non-government organisations such as La Mama Theatre and the Melbourne International
Comedy Festival.
We have made the country’s largest and most targeted investment in a sector which have helped keep
our community together during this pandemic, unlike the federal government, who have repeatedly
ignored their calls for support. We cannot afford to wake up at the end of this pandemic with no arts.
The federal government needs to step up to save our creative industries and the thousands of jobs that
exist within them.
For the Victorian economy to recover, our creative economy must recover too. Last week I met people
who live and breathe creativity with the hardworking member for Macedon and in my own community
of Essendon. At these meetings I felt the passion, spirit and ingenuity of local artists to drive a recovery
for Victoria—positivity we have not witnessed in the negative contributions of those opposite or their
colleagues in Canberra. We can and we will rebuild our creative state. I am so proud and honoured to
be given the opportunity to work with the sector in recovery.
COVID-19
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:34): My question is to the Treasurer. Given the devastating financial
impact of COVID-19 and the government’s lockdowns in response to it, will the Treasurer guarantee
that, unlike each of his previous budgets, this budget will have no new or increased taxes or charges?
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Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (13:35): I thank the
member for Ripon for her question. It appears that the script from the opposition has changed. At one
stage I was being called upon to deliver a surplus, not so long ago—and we know exactly what
destitution that would reap upon the Victorian economy. If you wanted a more stinging indictment of
why those opposite should never occupy the Treasury benches, that is the clearest demonstration of it.
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Speaker, as the Treasurer knows, question time is not an opportunity
to attack the opposition, and I would ask you to ask him to stop doing so.
The SPEAKER: The Treasurer will come back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS: I will make this point: we will see what is in the budget when I deliver the budget.
Lest those opposite seek to make mischief, as is their wont, I want to be very clear that this government
will make sure that those who are suffering most as a consequence of this economic event will not
have burden imposed upon them by this government. We will be making it our duty and we will be
definitely making sure to support those who need support and assistance from the state, despite the
fact that we are seeing something like a $4 billion fallout of receipts from the state, despite the fact
that we have given something like $13 billion worth of assistance to business—assistance of course to
industry, assistance to workers in need. We have done all of that, but those opposite fail to recognise
having a fair dinkum, red-hot go at looking after the wellbeing of this community. So to sum up, this
government will deliver its budget on budget day, and we will be very clear that the changes that we
will be making will enhance the wellbeing of all Victorians and will assure this community of a great
economic recovery, which we are just on the cusp of.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:37): Instead of deferring payroll tax for 2020–21, creating a liability that
will still have to be paid, will the Treasury commit to waiving it instead so that thousands of businesses
can recover?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (13:38): The first
question was whether I was going to guarantee that there would be no new taxes and now I am being
asked to waive taxes entirely. You have got to try and get your head around the enormity of the
accounting somersaults that must be going on on that side of the chamber. But let me be clear: what
we choose to do in terms of support for the Victorian community will be entirely consistent with the
support that we have demonstrated every step of the way through this event, and we will continue to
provide support and assistance. Beyond that, the member for Ripon will have to wait for the budget to
find out what is in the budget.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety)
(13:39): I rise to update the house on the steps the Andrews Labor government is taking to deliver a
COVID-safe public transport system that Victorians can have confidence in returning to. COVID-19
has fundamentally shifted transport demand across Victoria and indeed across the world. Public
transport usage has dropped by up to 90 per cent. More people are getting around by car, which has
implications for congestion, road safety and our environment. To effectively manage this we have
focused on responding to community needs, modal shifts, improving services, and also drawn on
information and technology in our response. So while Victorians have been doing the right thing and
staying at home, we have been implementing new measures that will give commuters the tools they
need to travel safely again as restrictions ease.
I recently launched the new Public Transport Victoria app, which has been redesigned to be fully
accessible and deliver a better experience for the more than half a million Victorians that use the app
every week. Passengers will be able to search their frequent journeys, stops and stations and save home
and work locations. Improved journey-planning capabilities will provide more predictable journeys.
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People with a disability are 20 per cent of our population and many rely on public transport. I am very
pleased and thankful that consultation has occurred with Vision Australia, who were engaged in the
design process. The app has been tailored to respond to blind and low-vision impaired passengers.
Other initiatives we are doing to support the return to public transport include nearly 100 extra
metropolitan train services to broaden the peaks and add extra services outside the peak areas. We
have also implemented an unprecedented cleaning regime, including all the high-touch points and
deep cleans overnight. Reliability is also a key component, with over 61 000 sleepers laid on our
regional network, 10 kilometres of new tram tracks across Melbourne, platform upgrades and level
crossing upgrades. When it comes time to welcome passengers back they can be confident it will be a
safer and a better public transport system.
Constituency questions
RIPON ELECTORATE
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:41): (4580) My constituency question is to the Premier. Will the Premier
on Sunday consider including opening up dance schools in my electorate of Ripon—and in fact across
Victoria, but particularly I am thinking of the Ararat Dance Centre—so that those students can return
to an activity that they love and that they can in some cases do at school but cannot also do on the
weekend. This has been a point of contention, particularly in country Victoria, where schools are back
open and yet the dance schools—predominantly for little girls but also some little boys doing ballet,
doing tap, doing jazz; things that they love—are still unable to do so despite the fact that dance is noncontact and there is contact sport being played outside. There is no reason that they cannot open, and
I ask for that to happen.
NORTHCOTE ELECTORATE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (13:42): (4581) My question is to the Minister for Industry
Support and Recovery, and I ask the minister: what steps are being taken to support our much-loved
brewpubs across the state? The Victorian government has recently announced a critical $251 million
package of supports under the Licensed Hospitality Venue Fund, which will go a long way to helping
countless pubs, restaurants, bars and cafes in my electorate of Northcote get back on their feet once
restrictions ease. Over the last couple of days, however, I have been in contact with a number of local
businesses, including Tallboy & Moose and Moon Dog World, who have reached out to me concerned
that they may be ineligible for this funding due to the kind of licence they hold. These are much-loved
brewpubs, meaning they hold a producer’s licence rather than the standard liquor licence, because they
both make their products on site and sell direct to the public through hospitality services. I know you
share my view, Minister, that these venues are doing their absolute best to persevere through
challenging circumstances. Eligibility in this funding stream would go a long way to assisting with this.
GIPPSLAND SOUTH ELECTORATE
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (13:43): (4582) My question is to the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, and I ask: does Regional Roads Victoria have long-term plans for the eventual
duplication of the South Gippsland Highway beyond Lang Lang? The South Gippsland Highway is
fully duplicated from Melbourne to the turn-off between Lang Lang and Nyora, but from there on it
can best be described in some sections as a goat track. I acknowledge some work has been done in
recent years to improve the surface, but this tends not to last very long and in any event the road needs
further work. Given the increasing volume of traffic, whether it is new residents in the area, tourists
heading to the Prom or elsewhere in beautiful South Gippsland or the increasing number of trucks on
our roads generally, the road does need improving. I am not seeking an immediate plan to duplicate
from the government, but I seek advice on whether or what planning, including route alignment and
land purchases, has been undertaken for a longer term duplication at the very least to Leongatha. Now,
I notice that the section near Korumburra was the scene of a very bad double fatality on the weekend.
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I seek to make no particular mileage out of that. Nonetheless, as the government is looking around for
economic stimulus projects, an upgraded South Gippsland Highway would be a good outcome.
RINGWOOD ELECTORATE
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (13:44): (4583) My constituency question is to the Assistant Treasurer
and Minister for Regulatory Reform. Minister, what work is currently underway to support small
business in the area of regulatory reform? Many businesses in my electorate have expressed a strong
desire to ease the pre-existing regulatory burden as they look towards and prepare to work within a
new COVID-safe operating environment. Even the smallest of measures, including allowing outdoor
dining and trading, can lead to significant benefits for local businesses. I look forward to hearing from
the minister.
SOUTH-WEST COAST ELECTORATE
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (13:44): (4584) My question is to the Minister for Planning,
and I seek information about the community consultation that took place prior to his approval of a
housing development in Warrnambool. I have been contacted this week by a number of residents
concerned their objections to a 68-unit development in Warrnambool have been ignored and the usual
process bypassed after the minister approved the development under Building Victoria’s Recovery
Taskforce. My constituents feel their concerns about this development, which is in an area that is
predominantly single dwellings, have been ignored and their ability to raise those concerns directly
with those making decisions was non-existent. Minister, can you provide information about what the
community consultation was that took place before you signed off on this development?
FRANKSTON ELECTORATE
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (13:45): (4585) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Public Transport, and the question I ask on behalf of my community is: in 2018 the Andrews state
government committed to building a new commuter car park at Frankston station, which was warmly
welcomed. We have recently had geotech works take place. Can the minister please provide some
information on the next steps on this project and whether the federal government has provided the
funding they promised toward this state project, including toward the Kananook train station car park,
the Seaford car park and the extra 100 car parks for long-term use?
PRAHRAN ELECTORATE
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (13:46): (4586) My question is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and I ask: will any of the recently announced $13 million for pop-up bike lanes be spent in the
Prahran electorate? People who ride their bikes in the Prahran electorate are frustrated with the lack of
safe bike infrastructure. A recent survey undertaken showed that two-thirds of people who ride their
bikes in Prahran feel unsafe and 70 per cent more would ride their bikes if there were separated bike
lanes. Respondents called for the St Kilda Road separated bike lanes to be fast-tracked, as well as
improvements to Chapel Street, where, ‘There needs to be serious work done to make Chapel Street
safe’. Since the pandemic more and more people are choosing to ride. Around the world governments
are investing more to create space for cyclists, so we welcome that funding and urge that some of it is
spent in the Prahran electorate. I also want to welcome the government’s adoption of the A Metre
Matters minimum passing distance, something advocates, the Amy Gillett Foundation and the Greens
have been pushing for for a long time.
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Following questions incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 13 October:
WENDOUREE ELECTORATE
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (4587)
My question is directed to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers about the provision of emergency
food relief to people facing food insecurity in my community of Ballarat during the COVID pandemic and
into the future.
Some individuals and families in my community are experiencing significant hardship as a result of
circumstances beyond their control as a result of the economic downturn and loss of employment. This
hardship is impacting on their ability to access healthy food for themselves and their families.
My question to the minister is how has the Victorian government supported food relief organisations and
individuals facing food insecurity in the Wendouree electorate throughout the pandemic, and what else is
being done to address issues of food insecurity across Ballarat into the future?

HASTINGS ELECTORATE
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (4588)
My question is directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the information I seek on behalf of
the Baxter community is about assistance to improve road safety conditions for its residents.
On 28 May I was contacted by BRATPAC Inc. (Baxter Residents and Traders Progress Action Committee)
seeking an urgent upgrade to road safety in the Baxter village area. This badly needed safety upgrade consists
of speed reduction from 80 km/h to 60 km/h limits on Frankston-Flinders Road from Deborah Drive down to
the Frankston-Flinders and Baxter-Tooradin roundabout and addition of pedestrian crossings.
The speed of local traffic, combined with a lack of ways to safely cross village roads, presents a significant
threat to the safety of local residents.
Currently Deborah Drive residents must traverse four lanes of dangerous traffic to get to the Baxter retail area.
Residents of the Frankston-Flinders Road Service Road prior to the small retail area also face similar
difficulties when merging onto Frankston-Flinders Road.
Motorists exiting Deborah Drive must contend with traffic exiting from the Peninsula Link Freeway onto
Frankston-Flinders Road.
The speed of local traffic and lack of pedestrian crossings near the Sages Road precinct and nearby bus stops
combine to create a very dangerous area for local residents.
There is currently no safe place for residents of the Sages Road precinct or for bus passengers departing the
two Frankston-Flinders bus stops located directly beyond the Frankston-Flinders and Baxter-Tooradin
roundabout to safely cross Frankston-Flinders Road on foot to access the local shops, supermarket, post office,
railway station or their homes.
Pedestrian crossings that can safely connect families to the retail area in Baxter West as well as the centre of
the township are urgently needed.
I have not yet received the minister’s reply to my letter dated 29 May 2020 regarding this seriously unsafe
situation and I now ask for the minister’s urgent assistance.

SOUTH BARWON ELECTORATE
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (4589)
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for Education. In 2018 the Andrews government
committed to a massive redevelopment of Bellbrae Primary School in my electorate, and I was proud to
deliver funding for that in the following year’s state budget. Bellbrae Primary School is a very old school with
a long history in our region, but with growing student numbers and outdated facilities, this redevelopment is
essential. My question is this: what is the latest update on the timeline and progress of this project that the
minister can provide?
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Bills
WORKER SCREENING BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
The SPEAKER: We now move back to debate on the Worker Screening Bill 2020 and the member
for Gippsland East has the better part of a minute I think remaining.
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (13:47): Thank you, Speaker. I think you might have knocked me
off for a minute there prior to question time, but that is all good.
Just in summarising, we do support this national approach to disability safeguards. It is one of the most
important areas in our community, from a social perspective, that we need to have confidence in. We
support the very strong safeguards that have been put in place in all jurisdictions across the length and
breadth of the country. We support this bill, and we look forward to its implementation in line with
the national disability insurance scheme agreements.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:48): I am very pleased to contribute to the Worker Screening
Bill 2020, and in particular I want to draw the house’s attention to a couple of matters in relation to
the national disability insurance scheme worker screening—that relates, as I will explain further, to
my role as Parliamentary Secretary for Carers—that particularly affect the NDIS scheme but also those
workers and of course the key people that they care for.
I will just draw you to I suppose the best explanation, which is that the Worker Screening Bill
implements Victoria’s agreement to the intergovernmental agreement and demonstrates that Victoria
remains committed to a nationally consistent NDIS worker check. In the second-reading speech the
minister said that the bill provides for a Victorian screening regime through which an applicant for an
NDIS check will be subject to a check of their criminal and disciplinary history and will be given a
clearance or an exclusion based on an assessment of the offending or misconduct.
That comes back of course to a further point in that second-reading speech that I just want to outline
before going to some broader comments. Registered NDIS providers are required to meet worker
screening requirements, including ensuring that certain workers are subject to an NDIS check, as a
condition of registration. This check is intended to guarantee the key workers in roles delivering NDIS
supports or specified NDIS services do not pose an unacceptable risk to the safety of NDIS
participants. While that in broader terms speaks to those who are employed and engaged in providing
support for people in our community, I think you can draw some broader parallels to the fact that it is
National Carers Week this week and that very significant work. While this bill talks about worker
screening and in particular how that will apply in a national context and some of the work to try to
eliminate some inconsistencies nationwide, it also gives a bit of reflection to many of those in our
community, some 736 000 Victorians, who identify as carers for others in our community.
And these safeguards that are outlined here for NDIS worker screening also I suppose draw some
parallels to the huge volunteer effort and the personal commitment that many make for their entire
lives volunteering, giving a lifetime commitment to care for others. This is that week where we seek
to draw attention to that, advocate and advance their interests, encourage them in their work and
acknowledge the commitments that they make. This legislation deals with the more professionally
employed people in those roles, but it is a chance to acknowledge, I think, those who go above and
beyond the call throughout their own lives to make great sacrifices in the care of others.
I wanted to also just draw attention again back to working with children checks and the Working with
Children Act 2005 from the Bracks government. That of course has parallels here, and people should
understand that the sword is not being put to it. We are about picking up on some national consistencies
to provide the opportunity, through the Worker Screening Bill, to maintain and advance many of the
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very significant elements that were part of the Working with Children Act 2005. In particular, as the
minister said in the second-reading speech, although the bill that we are debating today replaces the
Working with Children Act 2005, it provides for the continued and uninterrupted operation of the
working with children check. People who currently hold a working with children check will not be
affected in any way and will simply renew their existing check as required in the normal course. New
applicants for the working with children check will also apply in the same way as current applicants do.
And we have seen really a boom in working with children checks—the public expectations and
acceptance of many organisations. In my role as the Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers
I have very significant engagement with volunteer organisations, and the significance of those working
with children checks is a broad part of what sustains and gives integrity and protections to volunteer
organisations. And I suppose part of the work that we are doing with our volunteer strategy and the
consultations, which have taken on a different form through the latter part of this year, is to try to
reduce duplication and allow people’s qualifications as volunteers and how they present those to
different organisations to have a level of portability so that we lessen the paperwork and give people
greater opportunities to continue their engagement and involvement at the nub—at the pointy end and
at the coalface—of the volunteering effort without perhaps having to reinvent the wheel in terms of
their applications and outlining their qualifications and the standards that they are meeting, whether
that is RSA certificates or what have you. And I give a shout-out to the member for Williamstown, the
minister, who has brought Victoria in line with the rest of the country with online RSA certificate
applications. We were the only state that could not do that online, which was really hard to fathom.
But again, this goes back to the different qualifications people have as volunteers, and we are working
through our strategy and making sure through the volunteer portal, our online arrangements, that people
have portability with their qualifications when they join and volunteer in and engage in other groups.
This all comes back I think to the work here in this bill, which has some national implications—some
tidying up to have some commonality across the country. But of course that all comes out of significant
work done some 15 years ago with the Working with Children Act 2005, and certainly I know that
many people and MPs would be aware of those obligations and the opportunity that that has provided
to give confidence and support to so many organisations. It is important to reaffirm in the debate here
today that those working with children checks are taking on a different name and taking on some
consistencies that will apply across the country. That is particularly important.
As was also outlined in the second-reading speech by the minister, there are no significant changes to the
working with children check. There will be some changes in terminology to ensure that the status of all
worker screening is easily understood, such as adopting clearances and exclusions to distinguish between
those who pass or fail the working with children check. There are other minor and technical changes
throughout the bill to modernise and improve the clarity of the working with children check provisions.
Going back again briefly just to recap, I suppose, in particular some of the broader work the government
is doing in developing our volunteer strategy across the state, a lot of that is about harnessing the great
work and engagement of so many people in their volunteering efforts and how people can take their
working with children checks and other qualifications that they develop to different organisations that
they want to be part of, and trying to lessen the barriers for engagement and involvement. The
volunteering strategy that we are working through in our consultations is also about how to support
volunteers and how to engage more people from different backgrounds in the volunteering effort and
working out how volunteering can lead to employment opportunities for those who seek them—not
just a personal fulfilment, rather a reward in terms of your giving back to communities. That is certainly
a guiding principle for me in this place. Given the opportunities that many of us have had in our lives,
it is really about what opportunity you have to give of yourself to others.
As we have successfully done with the Victorian Carer Strategy, which was largely developed on the
ground with our stakeholders in the first term of the Andrews government and which we were then
able to fund with $49.5 million—particularly around additional respite care, other support and
programs that have been very significant in not only developing the strategy but also then resourcing
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it—at the moment it would be fair to say, through this term of government, we are now applying the
same principles to the volunteering strategy through our consultation. I would also hope with the
Treasurer’s support that in time we will then arm, resource and implement that strategy with our
stakeholders. Those component parts of both the carers strategy, which in the first instance we have
already resourced financially and very significantly to the tune of almost $50 million, and our
volunteer strategy have I suppose parallels with this bill, because it brings back some of the
consistencies around worker screening and around giving people confidence that there are no direct
changes to the Working with Children Act 2005 and how that works. It is more about bringing us into
line with some jurisdictional parallels interstate so that we have got greater consistency in the way in
which these matters are applied. But I think it gives greater certainty for our NDIS workers, and we
commend their commitment. I take the opportunity to thank those carers who commit themselves to
others in our community in National Carers Week.
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (13:58): I rise with great pleasure to contribute to the debate on the
Worker Screening Bill 2020 and again pay credit to the Attorney-General for the work she has done—
once again the detailed policy work that means bringing the sorts of reforms that reflect care and
security for people who are vulnerable to this place. Again, as always, I thank the people who are
doing the work in the public service. I know that this type of reform may seem detailed, but it is
actually a really important part of the work of the public service, and I think that we need to
acknowledge that that work, the work of her office, is also important in bringing this before us.
Of course this is an important and historic piece of legislation, and it is from a government that
continues to work hard to make sure that abuse and exploitation is in fact stamped out wherever we
see it. How terrific to be part of a government that works with the sort of legislation that the Bracks
Labor government had previously introduced and to be part of a reformist government that does reflect
that history, like that history from the 2005 legislation that established the Working with Children
Act 2005. That legislation of course introduced the safeguard for children by establishing a process to
screen the criminal history information of people who work or seek to work with them. I remember
when working with children checks came in that people bemoaned the additional administrative load,
but of course we now know that that was such an important part of the steps that needed to be taken—
The SPEAKER: I interrupt the member now. It is time to break for lunch. The member will have
the call when the bill comes back for debate. The chamber will be cleaned over the lunchbreak so I
again remind members to take their belongings with them out of the chamber.
Sitting suspended 2.00 pm until 3.02 pm.
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 13 October.
Matters of public importance
COVID-19
The SPEAKER (15:02): I have accepted a statement from the member for Carrum proposing the
following matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house notes the significant impact of the global coronavirus pandemic on Victorians, and notes the
actions taken by the government to help Victorians reach COVID normal, including:
(1) a full return to face-to-face learning for all Victorian school children in term 4, and the biggest ever
investment in individual learning support to catch up students in 2021;
(2) incorporating technology into a number of government services to assist with physical distancing,
including public transport and licence testing;
(3) unprecedented levels of financial and non-financial support for businesses impacted by coronavirus
and the creation of new jobs; and
(4) targeted support and funding for mental health and a commitment to implement all the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System.
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Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (15:03): It gives me great pleasure to rise today to contribute and to
speak on this matter of public importance. I would like to start first off by acknowledging and thanking
the vast majority of Victorians who have supported and been part of the single largest collective effort
in Victoria’s history to save the lives of our fellow Victorians. It truly is a humbling moment. The
sheer scale of selflessness by so many Victorians that has been on display has been extraordinary.
There have been countless acts of kindness, of selflessness, that have been shown and extraordinary
sacrifices by so many Victorians, many of whom themselves are often enduring immense hardship
and distress. So I want to first of all acknowledge and thank each and every one of them, to let them
know that their actions have saved lives and to let them know that what they have been doing has been
helping us drive down the numbers of coronavirus cases and ultimately saving lives.
There is no question that the pandemic has had a significant and profound impact on the lives of so
many Victorians. I think it is fair to say that in our lifetimes none of us have ever lived through or
experienced anything like this before, not one of us, which is why at a time like this the responsible
thing to do, the only thing to do, is to follow the health experts and to learn from and to shape our
responses based on experiences in other jurisdictions and based on the health evidence before us.
Earlier this year we watched as the first wave swept across Europe and the United States. We saw
countries across Europe put restrictions in place. We watched schools close, we saw hospitals fill, we
saw doctors having to make those unimaginable choices about who would live and ultimately who
would die, we saw mass burial sites across the world. We knew we had to act, and we did under the
leadership of our Premier and of course on the advice of his chief health officer. The subsequent
restrictions put in place and the responses to the pandemic have been based on the best available health
and medical advice and health data, and they are working. That is because every Victorian has been
following those rules and doing the right thing, and again I commend them and I acknowledge them
for the work that they have done.
Of course the restrictions that were put in place have not been put in place to hurt Victorians; they have
been put in place to protect Victorians. They have been put in place not to force businesses to shut or to
close; they have been put in place to ensure that when businesses can open, when it is safe to open, they
can do so safely and they can stay open. The restrictions have been put in place not to destroy or
decimate our economy, as some would have us believe; they have been put in place to try to minimise
the impacts on our economy for a sustained recovery and long-term growth. The restrictions have been
put in place not to divide our communities but to unite them and to offer protection to every member of
our community, including the most vulnerable. These restrictions have been put in place to save lives.
That is their very purpose. That is their singular purpose—to save lives in the face of the worst health
crisis any of us have ever faced. In fact it is the worst health crisis that the World Health Organization
has ever seen and has ever dealt with in its more than 70 years of operation.
Unfortunately we know that there are those who will try to divide communities during this time by
inciting them, by stirring them up, by having them believe that somehow restrictions are not necessary
at this time, by spreading mistruths, by spreading misinformation. They want to play popular politics
and they want us just to open up. But this ignores the health advice, it ignores this virus, it ignores how
contagious this virus is and it ignores how deadly this virus can be. And of course they are not the ones
who would have to shoulder the burden if ever a third wave was to hit Victoria.
Right now we are watching with just sadness what is playing out in the Northern Hemisphere. It is
re-entering significant lockdowns following a massive surge in coronavirus cases. Just yesterday the
United Kingdom moved to new restrictions—closing pubs, gyms, leisure centres—and that follows
nearly 14 000 new cases on Monday alone and tens of deaths. Just today I read that New South Wales
has now delayed its own easing of restrictions. Yet despite all of this, despite the very clear health
evidence, despite the overwhelming evidence from countries in the Northern Hemisphere that the
coronavirus is on the rise there precisely because those restrictions were lifted too quickly and too
liberally—despite all of that—those opposite are calling for Victoria to lift our restrictions. That is not
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leadership. That is not care and compassion. That is reckless, it is irresponsible and it is pure political
ideology gone mad.
Central to this pandemic is one inescapable undeniable truth, and that is it is our health—our public
health—that is the very core of our social, our political and our economic way of life that we all enjoy
and that we so often take for granted here in Victoria. So to those opposite, this is what they should be
doing: they should be working with and supporting this government to bring down case numbers; they
should be working with and supporting this government in introducing responses, in introducing
support, to lessen the impact of these restrictions and to ultimately build better, more sustainable, more
resilient and more inclusive communities going forward, because we know we are going to be living
under this real threat of coronavirus for some time.
So today’s matter of public importance notes just some of the significant actions taken, some of the
billions of dollars of funding and support provided by this government, to help Victorians with these
impacts, to help Victorians reach and live with COVID normal and to help and support our
communities, our people, to be more resilient, more inclusive and more equal now, next year and in
the year after that.
If I can turn just to our students, our youngest Victorians. We are supporting some of our youngest
Victorians, our students, by getting them back to the classrooms and back to face-to-face learning in
term 4. We know remote learning has not been easy. It has not been easy for teachers, it has not been
easy for carers and parents, it has not been easy for families and it certainly has not been easy for
students, but we have watched incredible goodwill. We have seen dedication and the resilience of so
many and that has ensured that for the most part students have been able to continue their learning,
their education.
But of course, despite the very best efforts, we know that many students are likely to have learned less
than others during remote learning. So while classrooms reopen across Victoria this term and whilst
most students will transition, most will recover quickly and be able to catch up on any missed
learnings, we know that for some, especially disadvantaged students, the learning losses have been
bigger and will be harder to overcome. To address this and to support some of our most vulnerable
students, we know that the Andrews Labor government announced this week a historic funding
package of $250 million for individual learning support. Any student who may have fallen behind or
become disengaged will get the help they need and deserve. It really is a historic package. It is going
to provide jobs for more than 4000 tutors, who will be called up next year for the full calendar year to
provide extra support for students who need it, and that is going to be in every single government
school across Victoria. There is also going to be support at non-government schools, and we see that
there will be additional support for Koori engagement support officers and of course multilingual and
bicultural workers.
Schools are obviously best placed to know how to implement this program and which students are
going to need the additional support, so the schools will be funded to provide these tutors and to close
that gap in learning for any students who might need it. It will focus on literacy and numeracy. What
is really important is that this is backed up by evidence as well. It was the Grattan Institute that earlier
this year put forward this idea of this kind of tutoring blitz and said that if it is done correctly and
intensively, it can be highly successful for disadvantaged students, directly lifting the educational
outcomes of thousands and thousands of young students. And of course it is going to create thousands
of jobs as well. Not only will this important reform package help stimulate the economy during 2021
with thousands of new jobs but really importantly it is going to create longer term significant advantage
for students, also economic benefits as well and help to build better communities and obviously help
those young Victorians reach their full potential.
There is also a significant funding package that has been put forward to support small business. We
know this is a really tough time. Every single member in this place would have received
correspondence and would have spoken to people in small businesses who are struggling, who are
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doing the best they can to keep their staff employed, because those staff have families as well. This
$3 million business support package that has been put forward by the government is helping
businesses get through these tough times so they can survive and ultimately thrive when we come out
the other end. Already we have seen three rounds of cash grants for small and medium-sized
businesses. Many businesses in my electorate benefited from those first two rounds, which were grants
of up to $10 000, with a third round of $20 000. There are also grants of $30 000 for licensed pubs,
hotels, restaurants and cafes under the Licensed Hospitality Venue Fund. And we have got mental
health and mentor packages available for businesses as well.
There are programs and initiatives aimed at helping Victorian exporters get their products to market
and to establish new trade channels overseas. We have got retail tenancy relief packages for
commercial tenants and landlords. There are sole trader grants for traders who are renting commercial
premises. And we have got a Click for Vic campaign as well to encourage more Victorians, where
they can, to support our local businesses. I would really encourage anyone who has not already had a
look to jump onto that website to check out what is there—you will actually be surprised at how much
is produced here, how many wonderful local products are here—and where they can support those
small businesses.
Of course there is significant tax and fee relief totalling $1.8 billion, including payroll tax deferrals,
stamp duty discounts and the waiver of liquor licences. And the most recent is something which I think
is going to be quite transformative, and that is the massive outdoor eating and entertainment package,
which is going to support businesses now to adapt to a new COVID normal which is going to see a
greater reliance on outdoor hospitality.
On community sport, an enormous amount of work has been done here, and I acknowledge the work
of our minister, the Minister for Community Sport, who is here at the table. We know that community
sport is going to play a really vital and crucial role in COVID recovery for communities, particularly
for young people, and the Victorian government is continuing its work with the sport and recreation
sector to help clubs get ready to return to play when it is safe to do so. It is really important that we
support players and volunteers and keep them engaged during this time.
I do also want to touch on one really important aspect of all of this too, and that is of course mental
health, because we know that our coronavirus restrictions are having a really significant impact on the
mental health of many Victorians. Any curtailment of freedoms, no matter how necessary, no matter
how warranted, is going to have an impact; there is no question about that. As part of our response to
this the government is delivering significant mental health support for our students, for our small
businesses and all the way through to people with acute mental health issues. This year we have
already seen an additional support of $220 million to make sure that Victorians can get the care they
need. We have expanded mental health in primary schools and in secondary schools, making sure
there are more mental health practitioners available to support our youngest Victorians in schools. We
have also expanded the Navigator program to target disengaged students and to connect them with
caseworkers. I think significantly behind all of this of course is our commitment to implement every
single recommendation of the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System. That is a
game changer. It will be profound. It will put in place new measures, new processes, acknowledging
that our system is broken and that we need to fix it.
The whole-of-government actions taken and responses put in place to address COVID, to support
Victorians, are significant. They dwarf measures that have been put in place in many other
jurisdictions. They are deliberate, they are targeted and they are designed to address immediate
impacts, but they are also helping us to live with the virus, to live a COVID-normal life and to create
more resilient, sustainable and inclusive communities for the long term. This is what good government
is all about, and I commend this matter to the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (15:18): I rise today to speak on the matter of public
importance submitted by the member for Carrum, who we have just been listening to, and to be honest
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I am absolutely flabbergasted. I am flabbergasted because I cannot believe the four points that you have
highlighted. I actually thought it was a bit of a joke. So I am going to start off with my shadow portfolio
responsibilities around the highlighting that the member has done of the good work the government is
claiming to have done incorporating technology into a number of government services to assist with
licence testing. I cannot believe she has highlighted licence testing. In March licence testing was shut
down as a result of the pandemic. So here we have tests that were already on computers that were unable
to be done—you currently have to walk into a VicRoads office to do this test.
My daughter is in year 11 doing year 12 subjects and she has been doing her assessments online for
her Victorian state level. I can transfer money to her right now on my phone into her bank account—
she will have it in seconds. It is safe and it is able to be done online. So why did the government take
six months and an enormous amount of pressure from the Liberals and Nationals, my colleagues and
me, to actually react to the fact that in the country particularly we have got kids who cannot get to
work? It is not a rite of passage because they want to go and have fun driving; they actually need to
get to work. There is no public transport available to them, as is more than likely the case. There are
parents getting up in the middle of the night taking kids to jobs and coming back, getting into bed,
getting up themselves and going to work—extraordinary circumstances. The government ignored
those pleas from us and did nothing until recently, and now they have come out and are saying, ‘Oh,
we think we’ll do something about this, and by next year we might have online testing available’. This
is the most ridiculous example of a government not being able to be nimble. Businesses have pivoted.
Businesses have offered services online. Businesses have been innovative. This is an example of a
typical Labor government who cannot manage a department and get something done quickly. I will
leave it at that and go back to the other matters of public importance because I find them all as
extraordinary as that one.
The first point celebrates getting kids back to face-to-face learning in term 4—term 4! We here in
Victoria are wanting to talk today in the Parliament about how this government has handled the
pandemic. Well, you know, this is a nation, and we were all very impressed when we saw our leaders
come together at national cabinet, put politics aside and in a time of crisis show our communities that we
can work together. But unfortunately for Victoria, the Premier did something different each time he came
away from that table, just tweaked things his way, and how did that work out? How did that work out?
One of those examples is refusing to take on the Australian Defence Force to manage the hotel
quarantine. How smart were we as a nation—thank you, Prime Minister Scott Morrison—for saying,
‘We’ve got borders, let’s close them. Let’s put people into hotels and we’ll stop the virus there’. Guess
what—the other states managed it. They had outbreaks in hotel quarantine but they had processes in
place and they managed it because the Australian Defence Force, a very respectable and respected
organisation, has processes in place and knows how to follow procedures. Oh, no, our government
brings in the bouncers—the bouncers with no training in infection control. Now, I have nursed for
30-odd years—I have said that many times in this place—and you are trained in infection control. It is
not natural. It is not natural to think about whether a surface is contaminated. It is not natural and you
need to be trained. You can put training in place, but these guys did not have training. Sorry, no, I am
wrong, they were trained—they were trained in diversity. They were not trained in infection control.
Now, people make mistakes. I will give it to the Premier that he has made a mistake. But when you
make a mistake you admit it and you say you are sorry. This is a man who instead of saying sorry said,
‘We’ll have an inquiry’. That inquiry was an embarrassment to every Victorian. It was worse than an
embarrassment. It was an insult actually to every Victorian because we had minister after minister,
public servant after public servant actually—
A member interjected.
Ms BRITNELL: I am not allowed to say the word ‘lie’ in this place, so I cannot say that the
Premier lied and ministers lied. I can say, though, that they told nothing but untruths—
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The SPEAKER: I do warn the member.
Ms BRITNELL: Untruths because that is not saying ‘lie’. I think that is how I do it.
The SPEAKER: I think you are using a device, member for South-West Coast, when you choose
that word, and I warn the member.
Ms BRITNELL: Not allowed to use that word? Okay, thank you for the clarification, Speaker.
The Victorian people were insulted. We all know people make mistakes, but the arrogance of just
ignoring that and not doing something. We have seen our health minister being thrown under a bus.
We have seen the head of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, the Premier’s adviser, being thrown
under a bus, and rightfully so, but the reality is the Premier stopped democracy. He shut down the
Parliament, he got rid of his own cabinet, he got a gang of eight around him and he changed things.
How did it work out for him? Look at the rest of the country. The kids were back in school long ago.
Years 8, 9 and 10 in Victoria and Melbourne are not even back yet. Most of our kids missed most of
the year, and they want to be congratulated for getting them back in term 4? I am sorry, but the kids in
South-West Coast that actually go to school in South Australia on the border, they could not even do
that. It was just bizarre what was happening, so no, I am not celebrating that, and I do not think any of
the kids at school are very happy that they are not back until now. Parents are ringing me and kids are
even telling me that they cannot do their graduation ceremonies. I sat on Zoom on Saturday night
watching from afar my own daughter’s school doing a graduation ceremony virtually. It was shocking
to sit there as a mum. I was texting all the other parents going, ‘Can’t believe this. What are we doing
sitting at home watching this online? This is bizarre. It’s not okay’.
And it is not because I do not respect the fact that we have a virus. Unlike what the member for Carrum
tried to claim, I know this is a pandemic, and I also understand what a virus does and looks like. I also
understand bacteria and protozoa infections and fungal infections and the like. Yes, this is a novel
virus, which means it is new and emerging. It does not mean it is changing wildly. It means we have
just got to put some things in place, and we have done that. We need to continue to do that. We did
that really well in Australia but we did it badly in Victoria. The Premier is terrified of the fact that he
has caused these deaths and he has got to make it stop. That is why he is after an elimination process,
not a flatten the curve.
Now let us stop there for a sec: ‘flatten the curve’. As I say, I respect the fact that we have got a virus,
and I never wanted to be as a nurse in this environment having to choose a ventilator for Danny or for
James, both healthy young men. I never wanted to be as a nurse the one that has to make that decision
between the two of them.
The SPEAKER: I just want to remind the member—I know that the member is trying to make a
point—to refer to all members on each side of the house by their correct titles.
Ms BRITNELL: Oh, sorry. The member for—where are you from?
Mr D O’Brien: Gippsland South.
Ms BRITNELL: Gippsland South, and the member for Brighton, yes. I never wanted to be in a
position to do that. Both young, healthy men, that is right.
Mr Riordan: What about me?
Ms BRITNELL: Richard, you are closer to my age.
Members interjecting.
Ms BRITNELL: Hang on. Seriously, I want to talk about the fact that we had to as a state and as
a nation get enough ventilators in place, because we did know this was a respiratory condition that
compromised the respiratory state pretty quickly. So in Warrnambool we had four ventilators, pretty
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much. You could take them out of theatre and you could do a few things, but we basically had four
ventilators. We have now got 18. Now, in the whole of Victoria I do not think even today—yesterday
certainly—we have a person on a ventilator. We have upped our capacity to 7000 ventilators, and we
are ready because the curve is flattened. We are not using that capacity. We can work with this virus.
The fact that we are not opening up is because they stuffed up hotel quarantine, but the best is yet to
come because—as I keep saying, mistakes get made, say you are sorry, move on—of contact tracing.
You know what? We have actually been contact tracing for a long time. Tuberculosis was a disease
that we always recorded and traced and made sure remained contained; we have been doing that for a
very long time. With sexually transmitted diseases—or STIs as they are now called, not STDs
anymore—we have been reporting them, and we have been making sure they do not get wildly out of
control. We had a syphilis outbreak in Darwin about two or three years ago. These things happen, so
this is not new. So how come Victoria could not manage contact tracing?
I cannot understand how a minister—even if they do not have much health knowledge—can not know
what her department was doing. Seven months into this disease we are still hearing about people who
have had the disease and had not been contacted for 10 and 12 and 14 days. Well, you know what? In
South-West Coast we have had four outbreaks, and we contact traced. We got the local health service,
and the local businesses and local communities just naturally came together and dealt with it. Colac
have done the same, and I will be very surprised if Shepparton do not do it as well. If they have the
department working with them, not coming down with a top-down approach but actually working
with the community, you will see a good result—and that is what we need to do. We cannot keep this
place locked down, because we have proven we can work with the virus now. We have flattened the
curve, we have got the ventilator capacity and we can socially distance.
Businesses are screaming. This government has in this matter of public importance spoken about
unprecedented help for business. Well, open up your computers, guys. Read your emails. Go visit your
constituents. The business community, who employ people who you say you care about—the workers,
the families, the young people—are on their knees. Businesses are being victimised, they are being
crucified and they are saying, ‘Look, we have been working in a litigation environment for a very long
time. We care about our customers, we care about our workers, we care about our clients.’ You know,
back in the day maybe workers were not treated as well as they should have been, and industrial laws
have changed and come in. But nowadays we have a symbiotic relationship with our workers. That is
certainly how our business is focused. Without our staff we could not do the business, and I have never
spoken to a business in my five years in this role that does not think like that.
So here we have businesses being victimised because they are being shut down. Well, hello—that
40 per cent of our community is actually bringing in the taxes that pay the public servants’ wages, pay
the nurses, pay the doctors and pay the teachers. Is it just something that you are missing—you cannot
see the equation here—that if you keep them locked down and they go broke, there is no income for
the state? Can you not see that? I just struggle, I really struggle, to understand how there is not an
understanding that business is not the enemy, business is the saviour. They care about people and they
want their workers back working. They have COVID plans. They have been doing it for years. You
talk to anyone from the meat industry, for example. They are not harvesting the disease in there—they
actually know how to manage disease. They have been working with bacteria and the like forever.
Actually many of them employ microbiologists. Pseudomonas, E. coli—lots of different types of
bacteria and viruses—they actually work with every day, so they know how to do this. And we have
all learned. But it is not right to keep them locked down. It is not right.
What we need to do is open up business and test, test, test. Support families to stay home if they are
sick. Support workers to stay home if they are sick. Shut down. Put rings around areas—like
Shepparton. You need to contact trace. You need to watch your own individual area’s capability and
your health infrastructure—how many ventilators you have got, what your staff capability is—and
then put rings around things. You might have to shut a hairdresser down just like we saw in Port Fairy.
You know, we had a guy test positive in the quarry and his wife shut the business down, she contact
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traced everyone and we only had a few people. We did not have a cluster. I had better not say that
world. We did not have an outbreak, we had a very managed cluster. That is what we had. We had a
managed cluster, and we had that four times in Colac. You have done the same thing, member for
Polwarth. So we know we can do this.
One more thing: the World Health Organization recognises what I am saying. They are saying you only
use lockdown to get control. We are back in control, guys. Open up business. Open up, lock down when
you need to in little areas and control it—contact trace well. But the World Health Organization says
you are making people poorer by doing what you are doing. Listen to them if you listen to nobody else.
The last thing that I want to finish on is the mental health challenge we have got in front of us. Now,
mental health is a term that gets thrown around too much. What it means is we are breaking people’s
spirit. It is really hard for people to get out of bed. If you run a business—which I have, and I think
our overdraft was something like $250 000; it is big money sometimes—it does not mean you are
rolling in it; quite the opposite. I remember reading an article about a gentleman who said he had an
income of $15 000 per week and now he is on JobKeeper. Well, I guarantee his $15 000 would have
had $14 500 worth of costs coming out of it. So these people are under enormous pressure. They have
not got a disease where they are going to crumble; they have got responsibilities—the people who
work for them, the kids.
I used to think, ‘Gosh, if I lost a worker, I would lose a teacher at the school’, because we would not
have enough kids to be able to have the teacher ratio we needed. That is the level of support you give
your community when you are in business. So, I am sorry, I am really disappointed in the Labor
government. Open up safely, responsibly. We are there now, and do not accuse us of saying ‘No
restrictions’, because that is not what we have said.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (15:33): I am pleased to join debate on the matter of public importance
(MPI), and perhaps I will pick up where the previous speaker left off in relation to mental health in
broad terms, particularly as point (4) of the matter of public importance from the member for Carrum
is:
targeted support and funding for mental health and a commitment to implement all the recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System.

We should note that those opposite have been very clear on the interim recommendations in relation
to the royal commission into mental health. The government has said of course that it will fully support,
implement, fund and resource those interim recommendations. Those opposite have made it very clear
that they are not prepared to resource the interim recommendations of the inquiry as it stands. They
also made that very clear in the no-confidence motion yesterday from the Leader of the Opposition,
who is happy to make comments in relation to mental health stresses and strains and demand through
the COVID-19 pandemic but is not prepared to outline at all any resourcing commitments when we
were dealing with these issues around the interim recommendations from the royal commission into
mental health. They made it very clear, those opposite, that they are not going to resource those interim
recommendations. So how possibly can we take them at their word in relation to concern on some of
these matters when, despite the significant work and the submissions that Victorians have made to
develop those interim recommendations, they will oppose the government’s efforts to resource and
ensure those recommendations are delivered on? They have made it very clear that they will not
support resourcing of the interim recommendations on the mental health royal commission.
Can I say also that in relation to the first point of the matter of public importance that goes to schooling
and the return to face-to-face learning, like many members in this place I have had direct experience
in those matters at Rosanna Golf Links Primary School where our daughter has returned to school this
week. I think part of the empathy and the understanding that we all have with people who have had to
manage perhaps—Seesaw has been the IT application that we have used—are the opportunities not
only to work from home but then for some people to also then manage their schooling arrangements.
While I might have passed on some of the maths tasks to others in the house—piano lessons online,
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we have been able to manage that—we have worked our way through other significant challenges.
But I certainly understand that for many people who have far more children than we have in our
household that are also trying to manage their commitments to their employer at home there is stress
and there is strain in that. How do you manage those commitments while also supporting and
engaging, particularly younger, children who want that affirmation and involvement and engagement
from their parents as much as they do from their teacher? And while we have been able to move at
Rosanna Golf Links to online learning for several days of the week in the recent terms, there has then
been, I suppose, learning that has been more independent, but it naturally engages and involves
families in that work.
I want to commend not only the parents but the teachers who have found amazing ways to support,
nurture, engage and educate our children. I think it has probably given some parents and some families
a greater understanding of the commitment of our teachers and the work that they do. I think it has been
very important of course for the return to school, not only because it is about engaging our students
back in the classroom but it is also about the other benefits that that provides to release some of the
stress and some of the demands on families who perhaps are able to do a little bit more applied work
from home and who are able to reconnect in dropping the children off at school in ways with other
families. It just starts to broaden out the capacities and the opportunities in our state. A lot of that comes
of course from the work that Victorians have done, the discipline that they have shown and the sacrifices
that they have made that have allowed us to be able to bring back those opportunities in the classroom.
Can I say it has also provided opportunities for us to conclude a range of projects in the Ivanhoe
electorate as well. We have concluded the Viewbank Primary School’s new classrooms. We were able
to get that done in record time—a very significant project in my electorate that is going to benefit so
many families. The Ivanhoe Primary School project is also now into a further stage—that is close to
being concluded by the end of this term. So we have had some very significant projects that have been
able to conclude. Also the Olympic Village Primary School, a brand-new build, concluded this year.
Actually getting the students back in there to make use of those facilities with face-to-face learning,
particularly over there at Olympic Village, is so important, and to do that in new facilities has been
very significant. I must say the support from the Catholic Education Office and the work that we have
been able to do with some schools in my electorate to provide greater IT support for families that need
it in my electorate has been significant, and I want to commend them for their work.
Can I say also that it is National Carers Week, and I want to take the opportunity in relation to those
education matters in the MPI to note that there are some 71 600 younger carers under the age of 25
here in Victoria. You could imagine that under the age of 25 means that very many of those people
are returning to school themselves, and for the past six-or-so months they have had to do their
schooling from home or their studies from home while also picking up more significant and onerous
responsibilities in the caring commitments that they make to others. I say that because of course respite
programs have been affected in many ways—or they have been provided online, but in a different
way—and so many people have also, as young carers returning to school, perhaps disrupted a routine
that has been in place now these past six months. I want to commend them and thank them for the
significant sacrifices that they make, not just through COVID-19 but in what they do on a daily basis.
This is the week in particular to acknowledge them, to thank them, to walk in their shoes for a moment
and to understand that in the midst of a worldwide pandemic, they have continued to carry a very
significant role. In some ways it is a burden of course, but in some ways our broader carer strategy and
some $49.5 million over this term of government, off the back of that strategy last term, is about greater
support for our carers.
The carers education round table is further work in supporting young carers and work that we are
doing to make sure that we are picking up on their priorities and their concerns. I certainly want to
acknowledge Little Dreamers as one of the advocacy groups, the stakeholders, that is providing great
opportunities for young carers. That also goes to some of the work that the Deputy Premier announced
around the banning of mobile phones in schools, but there has also been an acknowledgement that that
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needs to be tempered with arrangements for carers, who need to be able to be contacted, given the role
that they play in their families, and in a way that perhaps does not always necessarily identify them as
such but provides opportunities to acknowledge their contribution and their needs in the school
grounds and also at university and those of others who are young carers in our community.
I want to acknowledge Banyule City Council and the work that they have been doing with the trader
associations. When you have an electorate with six train stations and six effectively community
villages, those trader organisations really do rely on and count on their involvement with local
government and the work that we have been able to do in Banyule with those trader associations to
understand their key priorities and demands and to deliver on those. I think Banyule, working in
partnership with the government, has been able to show the way and hold up to other councils the
work that can be done with local trader associations. I have been really pleased with the work that they
are doing and some of the programs that we have been able to do together.
I did want to press on that and to acknowledge and understand the great strain that many businesses in
my local community are under and the efforts in many ways—just as when we removed the level
crossing at Rosanna—the capacity and the innovation of businesses to adapt and to continue to provide
services to the community and employment to the community. I wanted to thank them for their
endurance and their work and the success that we have been able to have together in what we have
been able to achieve.
Mr Newbury: On a point of order, Speaker, is it orderly for the member for Hawthorn to be asleep
in the chamber?
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr CARBINES: Lastly, I just wanted to again commend everybody not just across the state but
also in my Ivanhoe electorate for the work that we are doing together. I know there is weariness but
there is also strong resolve to continue to support one another to defeat the virus and work for each
other in the community.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (15:43): What a great endorsement of the member for
Ivanhoe’s contribution we just had there brought to our attention. I am pleased to have this matter of
public importance debate, because it actually outlines this week at least for the first time what the
government thinks it has done well. I was perplexed yesterday when we had the debate on the
no-confidence motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition, and what we actually heard from
members of the government was just constant attacks on the opposition. There was very little
defending of what the government had actually done, and that in itself was interesting. Of course it
went hand in glove with dozens of calls on that side that we have to stop being partisan and we have
to work together—‘And by the way, the opposition this, this, this and this’. So it was quite amusing to
hear that debate, and I have heard it in previous sitting weeks as well—that the opposition has got
nothing, it just wants to play party politics, and ‘By the way, the federal Liberal government has failed
dramatically’. You know, this is the sort of hypocrisy we hear from those opposite. So I am pleased
that they are at least making an attempt to highlight how they have handled this well.
The other thing that I picked up in the debate on the no-confidence motion yesterday, which is reflected
in this as well, was a view from the Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts and Regions:
COVID-19—the member for Shepparton said it as well and many others, and many people are saying
it to me on social media in particular—‘Now is not the time for finding blame. Now is not the time to
be playing politics and running this hotel quarantine inquiry and trying to find out who did this and
who said what’. I say in response: when is? People say to me, ‘Oh, well, you wait till the crisis is over’.
Well, this crisis has been going for nine months nearly so far.
The fact is 800 people have died. Our economy has been smashed. Melbourne has been locked down
for longer than just about any other city in the world. It is a self-serving argument to say that we should
wait until the right time, because of course when that right time comes and everything has moved on,
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people will have moved on and then the government will say, ‘Well, that is in the past. We don’t want
to discuss that issue now. We don’t want to deal with that’.
And I say to those who say, you know, this is not the right time to play politics or to try and find blame
or fault for anything, imagine if 800 people had died through some other issue caused by government.
If 800 people had died because a planned burn run by government agencies had got away and caused
a bushfire that killed that many people or if a building built by the government had collapsed and killed
800 people, we would have a royal commission within about 5 minutes and we would be working
through it straightaway to try and find the solutions and the fault and to learn from the fault.
I might say on that issue that I respond to those who say, ‘Why do you have to find fault? Why do you
have to point the finger?’, that there is a very good reason for that, and it is actually very well
enunciated by Shaun Carney in the Age today. He talks about how there is a solid core of supporters
for the Premier and there are others who see him as being very arrogant, and he says of those latter:
The latter will want to know how, given that the government has long been seen as the Daniel Andrews show,
the man who presided over the mistakes and then didn’t know how they came about can be relied upon to fix
them.

That is exactly the point. How can we have confidence in the government, whether it is led by the
Premier or someone else, to fix the mistakes and ensure they do not happen again unless we have these
inquiries? That is why the Premier established the hotel quarantine inquiry. It is why he established
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry. So to those who say it is not time to look at
these things now, that is silly.
I will pick up a comment made by others opposite, particularly the member for Oakleigh yesterday, and
again I have had this on social media: ‘Well you are critical, what have you done to help?’, and gee that
annoys me. As a local MP that annoys me a lot, and I am sure most of my colleagues are the same,
because I have been working to help my community through this and to help them deal with the myriad
of rules and instructions and advice that they are given. For me personally, emails directly to me from
constituents that required a response spiked by 130 per cent in March and April. They went up by
another 40 per cent in August and September on top of that. I have written 9000 letters to the elderly,
because they do not necessarily have access to the internet or mobile phones to keep up to date.
With respect to border closures, I have helped two men with cancer and disabilities to relocate after they
had sold their house in Victoria and could not get to New South Wales. I helped a year 11 boy from
Fish Creek get back to agricultural college in New South Wales. I helped a family from Korumburra
get to New South Wales to save dying cattle. I helped a Sale man get to Queensland for his father’s
funeral because of the border closures there, and I helped save a company from losing $300 000 worth
of cattle embryos which were locked up in a Tullamarine warehouse due to a COVID outbreak.
I advocated to change the rule that allowed Melburnians to visit their holiday homes—which
thankfully, for the second wave, the Premier did change—and a dozen other silly or inconsistent rules
that have since been overturned, and I continue to advocate on those. I have posted on Facebook and
other social media numerous times with just the facts on the restrictions, and I have sent some
25 000 emails as email blasts to my constituents on the ever-changing rules—again, straight-out facts,
no politics; just ‘Here’s what is happening’—and then I have had to defend them. I have had to defend
those rules from people who say they are silly and inconsistent when I have had nothing to do with
their establishment.
And for all this, where was the bipartisan help? We get told, ‘You’ve got to be bipartisan’. Did I get
any bipartisan help? By definition, bipartisan means it goes both ways. We had the government
making announcements, the Premier making announcements, and within half an hour I was getting
emails from people saying, ‘What does this mean for my business? Can I do this? Can I do that?’.
Sometimes it was days later before the clarifying information was available online, so we get nothing
from the government to help. I suspect the government backbenchers are probably in the same
situation, to be fair to them, because of the way the Premier runs this government. We all get the
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COVID-19 update from the Premier’s office. All it is is the press release of the day. It is the media
release of the day. It does not tell us anything that is not already public, and it is all just spin.
And on the spin, there has been so much of it. We heard the spin yesterday and earlier from the member
for Carrum and others comparing Victoria to other countries like we should be grateful that we are not
the US or the UK. The only valid comparison with us is the other states of Australia, and when you
look at how we are going compared to how New South Wales is going with a similar population, it
stands in stark contrast. And that spin and the lies and the half-truths—I heard the Premier say today
in respect to responding to people with COVID doing the wrong thing, quote:
You don’t get in trouble if you tell the full story … You potentially do get into trouble if you don’t.

And I say to the Premier: well, maybe you should take some of your own advice. So it is frustrating. I
want to say with this debate and with the whole coronavirus pandemic that we have had a lot of
absolutism, and unfortunately our community is very divided. Irrespective of the politics—the politics
will be there—the community is very divided. I just want to say a few things about that—about
coronavirus and about people’s views. You can vote Labor and accept that the Premier has messed
up. You can vote Liberal and Nationals and accept that some things have been done well. You can
critique some of the restrictions; it does not mean you are undermining them. You can call for easing
of absurd rules, like golf and fishing being banned in stage 3, which were not in stage 3 the second
time around; that does not mean you oppose lockdowns full stop—it means you are trying to improve
them, and that is a good thing. It does not mean if you are calling for some of those rules to be eased
that you wear a tinfoil hat or you do not accept that there is a pandemic, which is again a message we
get from over there from time to time.
You can critique the government; that does not mean you are not supporting the fight—indeed you
are trying to help the fight. You can critique the government; that does not mean you have to do the
impossible by proving somehow you could have done better. It is the nature of these things. If you
think based on evidence that regional hospitality can safely serve more than 10 people at a time, it
does not mean you do not care about other people’s grandmas. It does not mean you are arguing to let
it rip. It means that you are trying to help. And being interested in saving lives does not mean an
exclusive focus on COVID, because we all know and should understand that the actions that we take
to save lives from COVID have consequences, and some of them are dire and they are continuing to
come to light.
And that brings me to the way forward. The government’s matter of public importance talks about
what it has done. We do not see anything of a plan for the future. We actually need the government to
be now starting to outline how we are going to live with this virus. Yes, we need the lockdown to get
this second wave under control, but we are getting to that point. Where is the plan for the future? I
helped to draft a motion in this place a few weeks ago that would have established an inquiry to get
the expert advice on how we can live with coronavirus going forward. The government knocked it
back. I want to see from the government: what is its plan to help us get back to a COVID normal, to
life in a COVID-safe way?
Ms WARD (Eltham) (15:53): Speaker, you are probably familiar with this band. I know that the
member for Mount Waverley is, I reckon the member for Narre Warren South is and I reckon the
member for Frankston is too. I think there are a few of us in this place who love the Weddos and think
the Weddos have some pretty good lyrics. It is a good band to listen to.
Monday’s experts
Always know what’s best
Always tell you what you should’ve done
Monday’s experts
Always know what’s cooking
How the game was lost and how it could’ve been won
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But the issue is that those opposite have no idea how to live with, combat and beat this deadly virus.
The member for South-West Coast is prepared for 7000 Victorians to be on ventilators. A study from
Germany found that one in five patients hospitalised in Germany succumbed to the disease, with the
fatality rate rising to 53 per cent for those who received ventilation. That is a lot of people. The whole
purpose of our response and indeed Australia’s response to COVID has been to limit the spread, has
been to stop people from contracting the virus so that our hospital system is not overloaded, so that
our health teams are not overloaded.
Speaker, like you, I had one of my kids go back to school this week, go back to VCE, for the final
weeks of her years of schooling—of her 13 years of schooling—and it has been challenging. It has
been absolutely challenging. I do not think that there would be anybody in this state, including the
Premier—who has said this constantly—who would disagree. This is challenging. That is what a
global pandemic is; it is a challenge. It is a challenge that people have not confronted before.
If we go back to January and February, we were confronted with a virus that no-one had seen before.
No-one understood how it was transmitted and no-one was quite clear where it came from or how to
manage it. We have been learning and understanding how to manage this virus, how to get our
numbers down and what are the most effective ways of getting numbers down. It is difficult. The
restrictions that we are experiencing are absolutely difficult. They are absolutely difficult.
Members interjecting.
Ms WARD: I have to tell you, Speaker, that with something as important as this for those opposite
to continually try and shout people down who are putting forward their view and speaking about this
matter of public importance and the things that they consider to be important just shows you how
shallow they can often be. This attempt to continually dehumanise the government, to say that the
government does not care, to embrace that ‘Dictator Dan’ tag which so many of them do, just shows
how empty they are. They are empty vessels because they actually prefer to drum up panic and to
drum up fear rather than to actually talk about the ways that we can help our communities get through
this, how we can support our communities to get through this. Like the member for Gippsland South,
we have been helping our communities. Fourteen thousand seniors in my communities have received
letters from me.
A member interjected.
Ms WARD: It might be of interest to the member opposite to know that in trying to help members
of my community relocate to New South Wales where they had bought a business or to go to
Queensland where they had a dying family member, it was actually the Queensland health system that
was far easier to deal with than that in New South Wales. But I will say that the Liberal members of
Parliament that I dealt with, and I dealt with four or five in New South Wales, have been terrific. Those
Liberal members, including the Minister for Police and Emergency Services’ office in New South
Wales, have been terrific to work with. They have been cooperative and they have wanted to work
through what is in the best interests of the people that we are trying to help.
Now, going back to school this week has been a joy for many. While the member for—
Ms Britnell: South-West Coast.
Ms WARD: Thank you. The member for South-West Coast—who has also forgotten her own
colleagues’ seats; it does happen—may not agree, it should not be underestimated how important it is
and how much joy those kids have got and to a degree their parents as well. I spoke to one of the
principals at one of my local secondary colleges today who was talking about the fact that 100 per cent
of year 7s have turned up to school this week. One hundred per cent of year 7s are, possibly to the
surprise of some of them, absolutely thrilled to be back at school. She of course is thrilled to have
them. She took her dog Moby and went around and visited every class to check in with her kids. This
is a fantastic example of how proactive our schools have been. The school communities, our principals
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and their support staff have been working incredibly hard to make sure that our kids are doing the best
that they can do during a global pandemic. I know this firsthand because I know my own partner has
been working incredibly hard late into the night to support his students.
My year 9 student is still at home. I think you have still got one at home too, Speaker. But she is
looking forward to being one of the many year 8s to year 10s that will go back in the next few weeks—
in Melbourne from 26 October in the final steps of a staggered return of students and teachers to
classrooms across the state. We know why we are staggering this. We know that by limiting people’s
interactions with each other, limiting people’s contacts with each other, we limit the ability of this
virus to spread. We have seen in the last two weeks how important limiting that movement is. As
frustrating as it is, as difficult as it is, it is important. We have seen how someone from Frankston has
taken it to Chadstone, Chadstone has taken it to Kilmore, and Kilmore sadly has taken it to Shepparton.
This is what happens when movement is not limited—when people do not always put forward
everything that they should too.
We need to restrict movement. It is frustrating, but we need to do what we can to support our
community through this incredibly difficult period. It takes time to see how the changes that we put in
place affect the virus and where the virus travels to. We have to take a very gradual, considered, calm
and careful step to reopening, to re-engaging, to being again with each other. We need to tread
cautiously. We need to be careful.
I will go back to the bush for an analogy that was used by one of the honourable members earlier, and
the member for Frankston I suspect will agree with this. If you are combating a bushfire, you do not
go running into the smouldering embers. You go in cautiously, you go in prepared, you go in with
your kit and you go in with everything you need to keep yourself and those around you safe. You do
not rush into a smoking fire field. You contain it. You go out there. This is what we are doing with
this disease, and the problem with this virus is that it has spot fires. It has spot fires that you cannot
always easily spot straightaway. You jump on them as quickly as you can, and you do your best at
helping that spot fire not spread.
I know the kids are going back to school, and actually I do need to give a shout-out to Help 3095 and
Surrounds, who have done an amazing job decorating schools this week and dropping off care packs
to year 12 students so that they know that they are loved, they know that we care about them and that
those of us in the community know that this has been a really hard year. Every kid got a letter from a
member of the community telling them that we care about them and we know how hard they have
been doing it.
A member: That’s amazing. Really?
Ms WARD: Really. Now schools have got the task of checking in with students, checking on their
mental health and where they may need help in catching up, and we have recently announced a
$28.5 million package of initiatives to ensure more students can receive better support, including
through the Navigator program, Lookout, mental health practitioners and the mental health in primary
schools pilot. We will be rolling out 4100 tutors in 2021. The $250 million package will support more
than 200 000 students across the state. We are calling upon preservice teachers, teachers on leave,
retired teachers and casual relief teachers to sign up to be tutors, to get back into the classroom. I know
that this will also help those hundreds and hundreds of tutors in our higher education institutions who
have lost work because of federal government cuts.
Working in small groups, the tutors will be available to every single Victorian government school,
providing extra help for students who need it no matter their circumstances or background. There is
$209.6 million for every government school to attract and employ 3500 tutors across the 2021 school
year to deliver small group learning to students who need it—80 per cent of those tutor roles will be
filled by women.
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Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (16:03): If you ever needed any confirmation that the spin machine of
this Labor government has gone into overdrive, then look no further than this matter of public
importance. This government has no shame. It is seeking with this MPI adulation and applause for the
lockdown measures that it has imposed on all Victorians, many without medical evidence, some of
the harshest and longest running restrictions in the world, because it catastrophically failed and
mismanaged its response to the COVID-19 pandemic.
These measures are now required because this Labor government botched hotel quarantine by putting
untrained security guards in charge of infection control. I mean, so much for caring about the worker,
and on government worksites no less. They did not even give them proper infection control training
or access to PPE. I mean, where are the worker unions now? Hotel quarantine has not only led to
99 per cent of all cases in the second wave but tragically has resulted in 800 Victorians losing their
lives. Eight hundred Victorians have lost their lives because of the devastating failures of this
government’s policies and its broken health system.
The lives lost and the livelihoods of every Victorian impacted are what we should be discussing in
today’s matter of public importance. This government stands condemned for the carnage that it has
done not only to our economy but to the health and wellbeing of Victorian people. Now, COVID is
infectious and demanded a swift response, but public health is more than just COVID, and I think the
government needs reminding of that. There are countless other conditions, treatments and surgeries
that have just been completely ignored by this government, from cancers to colonoscopies to mental
health diagnoses. They have completely ignored so many Victorians too worried to go out and get
health care for things other than COVID.
The first measure outlined in this MPI is so misleading. It trumpets the return to face-to-face education,
and as the mum of two kids who have just returned on Monday, I know how challenging it has been
for them missing out on physical education, impacting their mental wellbeing and not seeing their
friends. I am not sure if this government is aware in writing this MPI that there are still children sitting
at home trying to educate themselves, looking at a computer screen. Years 8, 9 and 10 have been left
home to educate themselves. They are struggling. These are the forgotten children of this government.
I ask: where is the medical advice that says that these kids present such a danger, such a health risk,
that they are not allowed to go back to school? I mean, the Premier and this government are not
providing that medical advice. There is no medical advice to say why years 8, 9 and 10 children should
still be staying at home. I am sure these kids are just simply thrilled that this government is keeping
them at home for that bit longer with nothing to back it up.
Mr Edbrooke: On a point of order, Speaker, I think the debate has been wideranging, but we need
to stick to the facts. It is not this government that is keeping people at home. It is advice from the chief
health officer that is guiding that.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Frankston, that is not a point of order.
Ms VALLENCE: What this government has done because of its botched mismanagement of the
hotel quarantine is that it has forced kids to stay home from school. Even the unions are saying that
this year is a write-off for our kids. That is something. After forcing kids to learn by themselves at
home and with only a few weeks to go in the school year, this Labor government is seeking
congratulations for letting them back into the classroom. It really says how warped this government’s
opinion of itself is and how much it has lost touch with all reality.
This MPI then goes on to say they will make the biggest ever investment in individual learning to
support catch-up for students in 2021. There are two critical words in that part of the MPI: catch up.
Yes, the government wants to be congratulated because it wants to repair the untold damage it has
done to every Victorian schoolkid because of the second wave that it has caused. It is absolutely
extraordinary that you are all so obsessed with your own self-image, PR and political spin that you
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cannot even realise that you have caused our kids to be in such a hopeless situation, to be so behind
that you now have to pay more than $250 million of taxpayers money to try and catch them up. But if
it was not for allowing the second wave to occur, none of these kids would actually have needed this.
It is the Labor Party’s fault that these kids are so far behind. When the Deputy Premier was asked
yesterday at the announcement what actual additional tutoring these poor kids would receive, he said,
and I quote:
We’re looking at probably two to three sessions of around 45 minutes …

Can you believe that, that they are admitting that these kids are so far behind in their education but
they will only give them three 45-minute sessions? I mean, that is not even 3 hours for them to catch
up. If this government thinks that almost an entire year without the benefits of the classroom can be
fixed in 3 hours, then that is just saying something. They do not care about people; they do not care
about education.
The next issue that the government wants to be congratulated for is finally deciding to embrace
something new called information technology. What is missing from this MPI, but probably most
importantly, is that this Labor government in the last few weeks has realised that it needs to incorporate
technology into its broken contact-tracing system. Our once-great state is an absolute embarrassment
to the nation. Labor pretends it cares about public health, and Victorians are realising that this is a
complete and utter joke. Not only was resourcing for infection control and contact tracing so poor
before we even came into this pandemic and before we had our first COVID case back in January—
you would think they would do something then—but it is some nine months later that they realise that
a pen and paper and post-it notes just simply were not going to cut it. The new health minister is now
saying they are digitising the contact-tracing system. They have not even rolled out the new system.
They want a pat on the back when they are still in user-acceptance testing after nine months and
800 deaths.
The Labor government then wants praise for its mental health services and support. It is because of
the botched program and because of the failed quarantining of people with COVID that we are seeing
a mental health epidemic in Victoria. Does the Labor government have any idea that the mental health
issues it has caused so many Victorians are because of the actions, poor policies and failed public
health system that it is overseeing? In Victoria sadly we saw statistics today that mental health
treatments had spiked by over 30 per cent. The use of Beyond Blue’s support line was 77 per cent
higher in Victoria than in the rest of the country, while Victorians’ use of Lifeline was 16 per cent
higher and of Kids Helpline 24 per cent higher than the rest of the country. These are statistics that
were released today. And there is a 33 per cent increase in child and youth contacts in community
mental health services for eating disorders. That is just in a few months. This data is a significant
concern, and it is the fault of this Labor government. It is warped that this government is seeking
congratulations in this mental health epidemic that it is responsible for causing.
The next matter in the matter of public importance that this government thinks it deserves credit for
is, and I quote:
Unprecedented levels of financial and non-financial support for businesses …

It seems that these days everything this government does is ‘unprecedented’ or ‘the biggest in history’.
Well, it is certainly unprecedented in terms of the lies and cover-ups it is engaging, whilst it is not
actually supporting businesses at all. It is no surprise that this MPI fails to mention sole traders, the
nearly 400 000 Victorians that this government has excluded from any meaningful financial package
just because they do not have a direct tax-paying relationship with the state. That is an absolute shame,
and this government should be ashamed of itself, because these Victorians—almost 400 000 of
them—work hard, they give to their families and they contribute to tax in other ways, and it should
not just be about that. This government says that it wants to care for all Victorians—well, why is it
missing out on sole traders? This government is a shame and clearly Victorians deserve better.
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Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (16:13): We need a plan, unity and hope, and this is what the
Victorian government is working around the clock to deliver. The plan has been established. We were
here for an emergency sitting in April where we passed legislation to allow the government to
potentially borrow $24.5 billion to save lives and livelihoods. I just want to reflect. When the influenza
pandemic in 1919 killed more people than the so-called war to end all wars, the Victorian Parliament
was sitting nearby at the Exhibition Building, ominously converted into a makeshift hospital to
accommodate the growing number of patients.
We have to be realists; the virus sets the agenda. It is new, it is fatal and it is virulent. We have seen this
from around the world. You have to treat it with the caution that it needs. The opposition was saying,
‘What is the plan for the future?’. Well, we should have a centre for disease control and prevention in
Australia. I have been advocating this for a long time, and I was glad to hear the federal leader of the
Labor Party, Anthony Albanese, call for this as well in his response to the budget last week. And where
should it be? It should be centred on the Doherty Institute right here in Melbourne, the beating heart
of Australia’s medical research. It would be wonderful to have it right there with Peter Doherty, who
of course won a Nobel Prize, and Professor Sharon Lewin, the director, who is one of the most
outstanding medical researchers in the world. You have got the University of Melbourne, you have
got the Royal Melbourne Hospital, you have got the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of Medical
Research and you have got CSL all in that cluster, and that is the precinct that should be the centre for
this. And if we do have a vaccine, it will be CSL that will manufacture it for Australia, and they will
actually be doing that in Broadmeadows, so it goes to how we should set this up.
The next part of it should be at Commercial Road where you have got the Alfred hospital and you
have got the Burnet Institute there—that should be connected up as well. Then you reach across to
what I call the great southern hub. You have Monash University right next door to CSIRO, separated
only by Innovation Walk, and that says it all. That is where we have rich ideas coming. And then the
connection should be down to Geelong where we have the only centre in the Southern Hemisphere
that analyses how viruses go from animals to humans—that is the background to the coronavirus, and
SARS and MERS before it. It would be, I think, an elegant legacy for that to occur.
I would like to see the Australian government look at the Medical Research Future Fund having a
mission specifically on this for infectious diseases—that fund is rising to up to $20 billion—and make
that commitment, and we hope that the Australian government comes on board this unity ticket and
actually makes a financial commitment to have an Australian version of a centre for disease control
and prevention right here in Melbourne. This is what you build on from the generations of support that
we have had for medical research that makes Victoria a leader. That is one of the key plans.
Then we have got the economic recovery plan that the government has been working on. These
announcements are unprecedented almost at every level. That is money for business, for families, for
households and for education—a whole-of-government response. When we are looking at this issue,
remember we are trying to create opportunity from adversity. Technology has become a faster change
agent than politics or the law, and there is real emphasis on how we harness technology. Health of
course, through digital health, will be one of the key players, and there have been more advances made
in the recent past than in years to actually look at how we harness that.
If you look at business support, the government has already provided nearly $13 billion to help the
Victorian economy survive this pandemic, including about $6.5 billion to support businesses. And we
know that businesses are doing it hard. No-one wants to be in this predicament. It is absolutely difficult
for everybody, and if there was a better option, this is what the government would be trying to pursue.
The $3 billion business support package announced last month was the biggest package of its kind in
Victorian history. For our state to recover we need our businesses to recover too. As we take steady
steps towards a COVID normal, the new reality, this support will help make sure we get through this,
and we need to get through it together. That is why am calling for unity. We need this approach.
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I want to acknowledge the Australian government’s commitment in its budget of $1.5 billion for
manufacturing. This is for advanced manufacturing, and this is critical. This is really looking at how do
we go back to scale because we need to have independent supply chains for national sovereignty. You
need to be able to manufacture here. And why did we lose scale? We lost scale because of the demise
of our once-proud auto industry. Now I am not saying it to make a political point. It is just a fact of
history, and Alan Kohler has echoed this point on the ABC as well. So that is the reality. Why am I
acutely aware of this? Because Broadmeadows was hardest hit. But we are fighting back, too. We have
got CSL, we have attracted new investors into the area, into the old Ford site and others as well, for the
circular economy—a whole host of businesses. So this is the plan the Victorian government is working
on. This is what we are looking to do. How do we create opportunity from adversity, how do we bring
the economy back and go back into these areas that were the economic engine rooms and again go to
advanced manufacturing so that we can make things and sell them to the world and have independence
in our supply chains and make sure that protects what we want to do?
Now, we are still awaiting the Victorian budget. The opposition said, ‘What’s the plan?’. Well, that is
the plan that will soon be revealed. The Premier has made a point of saying publicly it will be
unprecedented in the investment level. And that is what is required. We have interest rates at a record
low, so now is the time to invest, now is the time to put in these major infrastructure propositions. We
already had the Big Build underway, so that was what the Victorian government was already doing.
So here is a chance to coordinate three tiers of government, business and civil society, bring them
together and say, ‘This is now the time to stop the arguing at the margin’, and actually say, ‘Here’s the
opportunity where we must come together’. That is the point, and we are trying to do that in so many
different ways.
I do want to end my contribution bringing it back to the area closest to my heart and where Australia
turns to in times of existential threat, and that is Broadmeadows. We are looking at the Broadmeadows
Revitalisation Board 4.0. I specifically put the 4.0 because it has got to be about industry now, 4.0: how
do we use technology, how do we harness this and how do we fast-track through deindustrialisation to
advanced manufacturing? So this is what we are trying to do for the comeback strategy. The purpose
of the board is to enable the strategy to maximise this unique opportunity. Before this recession we
entered an era distinguished by the rise of brain belts and the decline of low-cost labour advantage,
where the drivers are sharing brainpower, smart manufacturing and a simultaneous interaction between
thinking and making. That had already happened, so we need to harness this. Australia must become
smarter about what we are going to make and sell to the world and about how to turn the tide from
cheap outsourced production to making smarter goods at home for the domestic market and export
markets. This is what I have long advocated. We are moving there. We need to stay united. We need to
see this virus off as best we can, but it is unpredictable, and we need to bring back hope. If we do that,
we will advance. That is where we are now. I look forward to the announcement on Sunday.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (16:23): It is my pleasure to rise to speak to this matter of public importance
today. If you had listened to the debate here and no doubt very much a lot of the public debate and the
debate on social media, which I am sure we all spend far too much time on, you would know there are
only two answers to have in terms of how the government’s response has been to this pandemic: we are
either living under the tyrannical yet incompetent rule of Dictator Dan or it is ‘I stand with Dan. He can
do no wrong, and how could you possibly criticise him or ask difficult questions of him in this
moment?’. Well, of course, neither is right. For my mind, at the heart of this issue—
Ms Britnell: Tell us more, Sam.
Mr HIBBINS: Well, I am more than happy to. From our perspective we have supported the healthled response to this pandemic. You cannot compare what is happening in Australia and even in
Victoria with the second wave to what is occurring overseas, where governments have not listened to
the experts and have not put in place appropriate restrictions, and we are just seeing how the virus is
now rampaging again, a second wave, through Europe, through America and through other countries.
So certainly we have supported the health-led response. On the debate over restrictions by so many
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people—I know we are all frustrated—the reality is this debate over restrictions has been going since
the very beginning. If we had not listened to the experts, the situation would have been a lot worse.
Quite frankly the name-calling, the hysteria, the Trumpian language, the bat-killing response have not
actually been helping to hold the government to account for their failings—and there have been
failings—they have actually been making it harder. The public debate over this, where you can be
either totally on one side or totally on the other, has just been completely counterproductive.
So whilst we have supported the health-led response, the reality is that there have been holes in the
government’s response that you could drive an absolute truck through. And the key issue here has
been the underfunding and the under-resourcing and the inadequate structure of our public health and
human services.
If the only change being debated publicly or the only outcome that we can possibly see for the future is
whether the Premier stays in his seat or the health minister stays in their seat, if that is the only change
we are looking for, there will be a political outcome—there will be a political winner and a political
loser. But if we do not actually change and get a properly funded public health system and a properly
resourced public health and human services department, all Victorians will be losers out of this. That is
where we need to focus our efforts. In saying that I do not want to blame the workers at DHHS, the
people who are working hard. The responsibility to properly fund the Department of Health and Human
Services sits squarely with the Premier and the government of the day. It is their job to make sure that
our public health system and our human services, who look after us, are properly funded.
We heard the proposer, the member for Carrum, wax lyrical, and I will note she was genuine in saying
just how important the public health of Victorians is to our being. Well, if that is the case, then we
need to have a properly funded public health system. When you look at the failings that we have had
in the government’s response to this pandemic—from hotel quarantine to contact tracing to the lack
of PPE for healthcare workers and the outbreaks amongst them, the failure to properly engage with
multicultural communities, the failed management of the public housing lockdown and the failure to
get the hardship payments into people’s hands just as the second wave was starting—this all points to
a health and human services system that was, quite frankly, stretched at the beginning of this pandemic
and was then not able to meet the needs of our community and respond effectively to this pandemic.
It is not just me saying this, not just the Greens—the experts, the health experts and the doctors, are
all telling us this.
The reality is DHHS has been facing cuts for the best part of a decade. We had the sustainable
government measures and the cuts of the Baillieu government, but then of course under this
government they have faced millions of dollars of efficiency dividends in literally every single budget,
except of course the election year budget, and that was due to be ramped up before this pandemic.
There has been some information coming out about the extent of the effects of these cuts, but who
knows what has been going on over these years as this department has been essentially cut to the bone.
These departments are essential for the public health and wellbeing of our population but also for
dealing with meeting the needs of the most disadvantaged in our community. Personally, as someone
who comes from a social services background, I cannot think of a more important department when it
comes to the health and wellbeing of our population and the absolute importance of it being properly
funded and properly resourced.
When we look at the issues around hotel quarantine, it is good to see that there is an acknowledgement
now across all sides of politics that outsourcing, using a private for-profit company with a casualised
workforce, to undertake a major public health initiative like hotel quarantine is not appropriate and
that the use of well-trained public servants, like police, like health workers, is. It is similar with contact
tracing. It is clear that our contract-tracing system has been underfunded and under-resourced and is
now having to rely on outsourcing, which is not the case in other states. And it is not just the number
of the contact tracers you have, it is the quality. It is the ability to scale up and it is the technology.
Now we have got a patchwork system of some in house, some outsourced and some other providers,
and it is just suffering from years of not being properly funded. We know that even before this
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pandemic, within the health department they were calling on the government to bring this up to scratch,
and it has been a failure that it has not happened.
We can look at the PPE for healthcare workers and the massive outbreak amongst healthcare workers.
It was worse than what the government said at the time. The member for Brunswick rightly raised in
question time yesterday that hospitals in some parts of the world have actually achieved low to zero
rates of healthcare worker infections. This has been because of the lack of PPE. It still beggars belief
that we are not getting N95 fit-tested masks made available to all those that need them. We have had
a constant stream of healthcare workers telling us that they are not getting the PPE that they need
because there simply has not been enough. It has been a supply issue. There have been breakdowns in
the supply chain and inconsistency across health settings, and that also comes from the very devolved
nature of Victoria’s health system.
There was a failure of outreach to ethnic communities. When we look at where the major outbreaks
have been in that second wave, in those communities it is about engaging with the multicultural
communities and making sure that they can work directly with their communities to get the
information into people’s hands. This has been really critical.
The Premier has talked about the casualised workforce, but it was also very important that we actually
reached out to those people in those jobs. Again, as I mentioned before, there was a failure to get
hardship payments into people’s hands in those first few weeks when it was announced. The public
housing lockdown was so poorly managed—again, failing to engage properly with the community
groups on the ground. People did not get the care they needed, medical needs were not met, and it was
avoidable. The government did not engage with community groups. There was no pandemic plan in
place, and the Premier was wrong to suggest that no-one would be left behind and to tell everyone that
everything was okay when it was not okay.
So to conclude: clearly there are gaps in the government’s response. We have overwhelmingly
supported the health-led response and the restrictions that have been put in place. We have got to get
on top of this virus. That is the number one priority. That is what we need to do. But in terms of the
gaps in the government’s response and what the changes are that we need now and in the future, the
outcome of these failings is that we need a better funded, better resourced, restructured health and
human services department that can look after the health of the public and the needs of our most
vulnerable people both in normal times and during the public health emergency. That needs to be the
outcome. The cutbacks and the devolved structure have not worked and need to change.
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (16:33): It is my absolute pleasure to rise on this matter of public
importance, and it is of course that this house notes the significant impact of the global coronavirus
pandemic on Victorians and notes the actions taken by the government to help Victorians reach
COVID normal. I think one of the very important aspects of this is the unprecedented levels of the
financial support and non-financial support as well that have been provided to small business. It is
often the case that we speak in this place in terms of the aggregate, in terms of the announcements, the
programs, the things that operate at the aggregate level—the Victorian level or the city level. I wanted
to just take the house today through an example at a very granular level of how one business—as an
example business in my electorate—has been supported throughout the course of this pandemic.
We have implemented $6.5 billion in supports to business. The $3 billion in supports announced last
month was the biggest package of its kind in Victorian history. That is the headline, of course, but I
think it is important to understand that these measures have real impacts on real businesses at a very
granular level and at a very local level. Prohibition Food & Wine is a great hospitality venue right in
the heart of my electorate. Their name, interestingly, recognises the location of that venue being in a
part of Melbourne that was traditionally a dry zone. Whilst I might be in a personal dry zone, I can
assure the house that it is a great place to eat and it has got an extensive range of alcoholic and nonalcoholic beverage options. It is a terrific venue. It is well patronised by—
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Mr Newbury: Which one did you have?
Mr FOWLES: Well, I made the joke ahead of you. If the member for Brighton was paying any
attention, I have made the joke in advance of his interjection so he cannot really do it. You are actually
plagiarising my joke. He is plagiarising my joke.
A member interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): Order! The member is entitled to be heard in silence.
This is the Victorian Parliament, not the West Wing.
Mr FOWLES: As I was saying, though I have entered a personal dry zone I can assure the house
that Prohibition Food & Wine is a terrific place to eat and drink. But like all Victorian hospitality
venues, this year has been their most challenging year, and the reasons for that are well understood.
But the supports both direct and indirect from the Victorian government to that business have been
substantial. Firstly, there was the national cabinet decision implemented by the Victorian government
to support rent relief in proportion to the reduction in turnover that businesses were encountering, and
that saved this particular business many thousands of dollars. And that support was made possible in
part by the land tax relief available to that business’s landlord.
We then announced the Business Support Fund, and that fund provided $10 000 directly to the
business to support them in the time of their having to come to terms with the first wave of this virus.
Then we had the Business Support Fund—Expansion or Business Support Fund 2, and that provided
to the business a further $10 000. I am told that there was no need to apply, that within 48 hours of the
announcement being made that money had arrived. That is allowing that small business to focus on
the job at hand, to continue to do the things they needed to do to look after their people and to not be
bogged down in form filling out or application making.
The next component of support for this business is the Licensed Hospitality Venue Fund. Now, that is
a $251 million fund, but to this business that will be $30 000 based on their size of venue—they are
licensed for a capacity of 124 people. That is $30 000 in additional support, on top of the first $10 000,
on top of the second $10 000, on top of the rent relief, and of course they can access payroll tax deferral
and they have had their liquor licensing fees refunded and waived.
It just goes to show that, while these programs roll up in big aggregate numbers and we talk in this
place of course about thousands and millions of constituent units and millions and billions of dollars,
these supports have a very real effect at the very, very granular level, and that is just one example of
the depth of support that has been given to this business. That business of course can also access our
business mentoring program. It can access mental health support, and they are all really important
things when it comes to supporting those businesses. But grants are no substitute of course for a loss
of trade. What they are is a critical lifeline from government to businesses that can survive and that
will survive. Businesses like Prohibition can survive this crisis with the broad and deep support that
has been offered by the Victorian government. I would like to thank Minister Pakula in his role as the
Minister for Industry Support and Recovery for the work he and his office have done in supporting all
of the businesses in my electorate and assisting them in making and following up their applications.
Ms Vallence: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I think that the member for Burwood might be
misleading the house because he has just referred to the government’s business support grants as
providing a lifeline to business. The $10 000 grants are one of the examples he used. Yet the next day
these businesses received their tax bill for WorkCover payments. It is not a lifeline; it just went straight
back into state government coffers, and I think that the member for Burwood is actually misleading
the house. It was not a critical lifeline—
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): Order! I will make the ruling. There is no point of
order.
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Mr FOWLES: Onto the matter of mental health, which is an absolute matter of public importance.
It is a matter of great importance to our government, and it is one that we have worked on tenaciously
both in this term and in the previous term of government. Clearly if ever there was a year to shine a
light on mental health services in our community, it has been this year, and we have acted, we have
responded and we have targeted support and funding for mental health.
But well before the current pandemic arrived on our shores and wreaked the damage that it did, the
Andrews Labor government recognised that Victoria’s mental health system was broken. That is why
funding for mental health and alcohol and other drugs services was increased by 181 per cent in our
first term of government. There was a total spend of some $1.7 billion over the first four budgets of
the Andrews Labor government compared to just $600 million by those opposite in their term of
government that preceded it. So the Andrews Labor government launched the mental health royal
commission and has committed to implementing—
Oh, here we go.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, simply, the member for Burwood is pointing
out that the mental health system is broken. It broke under the watch of the Minister for Mental Health,
who has had that portfolio for five years.
Ms Hutchins interjected.
Mr R Smith: That is actually not for you to say. The fact that the government has put a royal
commission on its own minister, its own portfolio, because it is broken is an indictment on the minister.
And for goodness sake, we have now made that guy in charge of the pandemic.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): The member for Warrandyte knows that is a point of
debate, not a point of order.
Mr FOWLES: It is interesting that much has been made by some, like the member for Kew, of
what were alleged frivolous points of order. The opposition today are absolutely ripping into the
frivolous points of order, no doubt about that.
The mental health commitment of this government is a serious commitment—a serious commitment
to a serious issue—and whilst it might be politically convenient to have suddenly discovered mental
health as an issue in recent times, to have suddenly embraced this as an issue because of the present
circumstances we find ourselves in, we absolutely know that those opposite have had no historical
interest in improving the mental health outcomes of Victorians. They have refused to make the
investment. They have refused to take on the very hard task of reforming a system that is so, so
important for the one in five Victorians who at some point in their lives will suffer mental ill health.
That is a damning statistic. It is a statistic that this government is determined to do something about,
and despite the carry-on from those opposite we know that this is a serious matter that ought always
be treated properly and seriously.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (16:43): I rise to speak on this matter of public importance today, and
I am absolutely fascinated that a caucus of people could be so delusional as to put this matter of public
importance up in light of what has been happening in this great state of Victoria over this week and in
recent weeks. We have seen unprecedented concern, heartache, misery and despair flooding this state,
and this government get up and raise every proposition in this matter of public importance that they
are proud of. They talk about how wonderful it is they are spending $250 million trying to repair the
massive hole they have sunk into children’s education this year. That is nothing to be proud of. That
is a necessity. That is a necessity, and here you are trumpeting it as if it is something good. That is
$250 million that could have been spent on our schools to improve them, not to patch up holes. It is
like recycling some old rubber tyre and putting patches on it. That is what you have done. You have
just recycled instead of investing in what could have been new equipment and new buildings. For
heaven’s sake, in my electorate I have got schools with windows and spouts falling off—they are in a
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terrible state of repair. They will no doubt have to wait as this government crawls its way back into
trying to repair the mess it has made.
Then we talk about technology. It is going to implement technology. Heavens above, you signed up
back in February for this technology. You have left it on the shelf. You are like kids that get a Christmas
present and leave it wrapped up for the year and decide to open it next year. That is what you have done.
And here we are almost at the end of October, almost at the end of the Coate inquiry, halfway through
the parliamentary inquiry, and you are only just deciding to fire the computer up. What, did you run out
of thermal rolls for the fax machine? It is the fax machine that you have been using. Meanwhile the
computer has been left in the cupboard. It is insane, and this is what we have had to put up with.
And we wonder why today hundreds of people in Shepparton are being turned away because after
nine months you still cannot get the testing sorted out. I mean, talk about disparity between country
and city. Those poor people in Shepparton. Fourteen days ago that guy had coronavirus. He goes for
a wander through the country and 14 days later you finally figure it out. You did not think to check his
phone, you did not think to talk to his employer and find out where he had been roaming around the
countryside. He ends up in Shepparton. You scare the hell out of everyone in Shepparton saying, ‘Go
and get tested’. The poor buggers line up to get tested. What happens? You say, ‘Go home. Come
back tomorrow. We haven’t got enough tests’. I mean, the poor member for Shepparton is scared
senseless. She has been too scared to come into Parliament because of the fear you are spreading in
Shepparton. And why? Because after nine months you could not end up there with the army. They
have offered to help. You told them to go back to Puckapunyal.
You have not got the tests, and I know how bad the testing is because when the same thing happened
in my own town of Colac, guess who was there? It was the local member, his wife and his kids sitting
there packing the test kits up. Why? Because this government has not even got its act together to get
the tests sorted out. How many more months do you need? The people of Victoria wonder why this
state is a shambles. They wonder why Bourke Street is empty. Imagine the Myer shop windows in
October empty—nothing. Nothing to sell, no shops open. It is a disaster. You have had months and
months to do something.
That Premier, that leader, that person that is running the state, what is he doing? He turns up and you
guys, you people, you do not celebrate the fact he has mucked it up, you celebrate the fact that he has
turned up for 100 days straight in his North Face jacket and pontificated about what he is doing to save
Victoria. He has not saved us. The people that you have convinced with Stockholm syndrome that he
is saving them—it is just an outrage. History will prove this. We do not need to look at the statistics
he rattles off about the ‘wicked virus’, his ‘appropriate actions’, all these clichés. I mean, heavens
above, even my 11-year-old is sick of listening to them. We are all at home, everyone. It is becoming
a joke. There are social media memes going around about the ridiculous use of language that he goes
on with, and yet what does the Labor Party do? What does the ALP do? They come up with a meme
and they put it out on social media celebrating 100 days in a row that that man has stood up there, still
without the resources in the right places, still without solutions.
The numbers that people in Victoria are worried about are the 800 deaths, the tens of thousands of
businesses that may never open again, the hundreds of thousands of school students that have missed
out on their education. These are the things, these are the numbers that Victorians are worried about.
They are not worried about the Premier rocking up for the 103rd time. I mean, Geelong supporters—
we missed out on the numbers of a great win against the Pies. They are the sort of numbers Victorians
are worried about. And why can’t we see a Geelong and Collingwood game at the MCG? Because it
has gone to Brisbane. Everything is going to Queensland and everything is going to New South Wales
because Victoria is a basket case. And this government wants us to celebrate today in an matter of
public importance about the effects of that. It is outrageous.
We talk about the unprecedented levels of financial support. Well, heavens above, that is item
number 3 on this. They want us to talk about the unprecedented levels of financial support for
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businesses. Can I read to you just a couple of examples of small businesses in my electorate? The
member for Burwood got up and rattled about an industry he knows well, hospitality. He came up
with one business and he cited that they did not have to pay land tax and they got a $30 000 kicker
back from the government. It is a pub. I cannot imagine what they would have normally turned over
over a seven-month period, but as a former businessman I hope the member for Burwood appreciates
that $30 000 would not be a drop in the ocean without the federal government support of JobKeeper.
But let me tell you, I have got this business here, a wonderful little boutique business in the township
of Lorne, an accommodation venue. This is what they wrote to me about the most recent unprecedented
level of support from this government:
Just an update on where we currently sit.
…
The $3000 soletraders support recently announced excludes partnerships and trusts.

It excludes everything. It’s a shame.
And the business grants now require a work safe number—

well, we know what that means for most small businesses—
which we are also exempt from because we are a partnership.

‘We work seven days a week. We work hard. We generate enough for ourselves plus our community.
We spend money at the local supermarket. We employ a local gardener. We employ people to come
in. We share what we generate in our country community’. And they are not getting a thing. They
have not had an income since March, and this government talks about its unprecedented support. This
is just one of many, many businesses that I have had to deal with in recent months who get nothing.
There are the dance schools in my electorate. Do you know how silly the rules are that you have now
got going on with those? A dance school cannot run its classes. So the business, the instructors—all
those people—have been without a job now for months and months. The community cricket club can
start. The dance school instructor can go and put all the students in footy jumpers, run around on the
oval, do dance and calisthenics out on the oval—that is legal in Victoria. But oh, heavens above, if
they go down to the local park in their little leotards and do whatever they do at dance classes—I
should remember, I have been to enough concerts—they are all going to get a $10 000 fine.
And if that is not persecution enough for small business, what about in regional Victoria now if you
have got a busy little cafe and you finally get a bit of sunshine and a few visitors around next Saturday
and your 16-year-old cafe assistant, who is flat out—this is probably the first bit of work she has had
for seven months—goes and takes a booking or serves somebody who has illegally gotten through the
Premier’s ‘ring of steel’? What happens to that business? It is $10 000. That will take the member for
Burwood’s little kick-starters that he was so proud to trumpet before. In one fell swoop a simple error
from a 16-year-old in a hard, slogged-out business that has suffered for months and months and—
bang!—$10 000.
Guess what? That Premier will stand up there in his 104th press conference and proudly trumpet the
wicked, wicked ways of business. He does not care. He has not cared from day one. He has spent
seven months boring us senseless for up to 2 hours in a press conference not giving us information
that we need, not being relevant, and worst of all, he simply does not care. This is a game for him. It
is a game that he is playing badly, it is a game that he is hurting people in and it is a game that Victorians
will suffer the consequences of for years to come.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I wish to move by leave an extension of time
for the member for Polwarth.
Leave refused.
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Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (16:53): I take great pleasure in joining the debate on this matter of public
importance (MPI). The member for Carrum is an incredibly humble and hardworking member of
Parliament, and she did not bring this matter of public importance in here to toot her horn or to toot the
government’s horn. It is actually about acknowledging what the opposition will not: that this pandemic
is a worldwide pandemic and that there have had to be responses to that in every country across this
world. I am reminded constantly by the state that my electorate is in and the many people that I deal
with through my portfolios—the regional Victoria portfolio and the sport portfolio—that it is very much
like the recovery period after Black Saturday, except it does not just cover the four or five or six
electorates that were impacted on that day; it covers the whole state. It impacts on all of us across the
board. I do not think any of us ever envisaged a disaster. I mean, we would make jokes. I think 20 years
ago we would go, ‘Oh, well, when a pandemic comes’. It was like, ‘That’ll never happen. It’s up there
with an alien invasion’. Well, the pandemic has happened—it has happened.
I know from having dealt with Australia’s worst natural disaster that the best way that you can respond
to it is in a cooperative way. I think that we have seen politics done at its best having the national
cabinet, where governments have cooperated. We have had little breakouts here and there, and we
have not always had the federal and state governments and all the other state governments agreeing
with each other. But by and large, they have left their weapons at the door to do the right thing for the
community. I really wish that this opposition in Victoria would have learned the lessons of Black
Saturday and not politicised the response to this, because they must take some responsibility for the
confusion that exists in people’s minds and the fear. They have contributed to it.
The member for South-West Coast led off the coalition’s contribution—the opposition to this MPI.
The leadership sent her out to lead the opposition on this, and what she actually showed was she has a
very good knowledge of health and of how one should respond to things like this. I think what she
showed was that she has a great deal of compassion as well. I think what she did show was that there
is no fairness in the way portfolios are allocated in terms of skill and ability on the front bench of the
coalition. I think that she would be much better suited to health than Georgie Crozier, whose claim to
fame is that she had been a strikebreaking nurse.
The member for South-West Coast said in her contribution that there had been no contradiction and
that there was support for the chief health officer’s directions. Well, that is not the truth, because in the
city media markets Georgie Crozier has definitely been doing her darnedest to undermine public health
messages and to confuse. That was the member for South-West Coast, and I really hope that her
colleagues do actually back in her talent. She should be doing something more senior than some of the
other lesser lights on the front bench.
The member for Gippsland South—yes, he did acknowledge that all members of Parliament are
receiving the chief health officer’s directions, that we are all getting those, that he was distributing
those, that he was getting lots of questions and that he thought that the government was not providing
enough support for him to answer these questions. Well, I think for some of these coalition members
it is the first time that they have ever had the experience of actually having to respond to constituents
in an individual way. For many of them this has been a revelation.
And then we had the member for Evelyn, the doyen of the Institute of Public Affairs. She bagged
unions along the way, as she always does in every one of her contributions. You know, she is always
talking about the black hand of government reaching into people’s pockets, and then her thesis was
‘They aren’t doing enough’. It was, ‘Stay out of the way of business’, but then she said, ‘You aren’t
doing enough for business’. She did not really know whether she was up or she was down. The
member for Prahran—you know, the usual way of the Greens, commentating on how they would have
done everything better. And then the member for Polwarth—goodness me! I have heard him a lot on
media pre the pandemic and afterwards, and well, I think he does not need to do any work on that Ken
Bruce impersonation. He could go into advertising and take on that.
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Mr Riordan: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I just wish to know if the member for Yan Yean
would like a critique of her performance today, and I would be more than happy to share that with her
if you so allowed the indulgence.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): There is no point of order.
Ms GREEN: I am very supportive of this MPI that the member for Carrum has put forward. I have
been constantly interrupted and shouted down, but I want to congratulate all the educators and the
education professionals, the students and the parents that have done their absolute darnedest in doing
what they can with distance learning. I have been very disappointed in the Shadow Minister for
Education in that she has not put the health of students first. In the other place the opposition backed—
this is a couple of weeks ago in the Parliament—‘let us return to school immediately’, seemingly
unaware that the term holidays were about to start. So that just shows how out of touch she is.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I refer you to standing order 118 with regard to
imputations on members of the Council. The member for Yan Yean has on repeated occasions
impugned the member for Southern Metropolitan Region Ms Georgie Crozier, and I ask you to ask
the member for Yan Yean to desist immediately.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): I just remind all members that imputations should not
be made, and I give the member for Yan Yean the call.
Ms GREEN: Thank you. We have got an opposition that opposes funding the recommendations
of the royal commission into mental health—
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, it is the government’s MPI. The royal commission into
mental health and the opposition’s position on the royal commission into mental health has zero to do
with this MPI. So maybe if the member read the MPI and had an understanding of the MPI, these
issues would not be canvassed.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): There is no point of order, member for Warrandyte.
That is a point of debate, as you well know.
Ms GREEN: We made a big investment in mental health to support our kids in their return to
school and in support of small business. It has been across the board and in our public health system,
and we will do it in the pandemic context and we will do it in the royal commission’s implementation.
Bills
WORKER SCREENING BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (17:03): I am very pleased to follow on from the impassioned
contribution from the member for Yan Yean. I can certainly feel the energy that comes when people
are speaking from the heart about something that is of great interest, as is worker screening.
Before lunch I was reflecting on how proud I am to be a part of a government that builds on the work
of previous governments, because we know that this is building on the work of the previous Bracks
Labor government. I also take the opportunity to pay credit to people who have taken me on a journey
of understanding of the need to turn around our approach to people who are living and working with
disability and the importance of being able to make sure that people have access to employment
prospects.
I would like to take a moment just to acknowledge longstanding wise counsel from Robert Pask, Alan
Blackwood, Sharon Strugnell from BrainLink and Dr Bronwyn Morkham, who is always working
hard as part of organisations like Young People in Nursing Homes and who has been for many years
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very generous in her explanations and always reinforcing the importance of the dignity of work and
the importance of adapting our workplaces so that people have access to full workforce participation.
In my own community I am grateful to the Cranbourne Stroke Support Group and the lessons I have
learned in my time as a representative who is very proud to serve the community of Cranbourne. I am
grateful to John and Sandy Harris, the president and secretary respectively of the Cranbourne Stroke
Support Group.
They are just two members of a hardworking committee who work side by side with the Cranbourne
community to make sure that people have access to the best stroke support, because we know that that
can have an extraordinarily onerous impact on people. To have those volunteers and community
leaders working with us is always something that is a source of great pride.
I cannot be here and discuss anything to do with the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) and
disability without paying tribute to the heavy lifting of one of the greatest public policy outcomes in
the federal Parliament. That was brought about by both the Honourable Jenny Macklin and the
Honourable Bill Shorten, who did the detailed analysis that brought to life the national disability
insurance scheme. Again, it takes a Labor government, whether federal or state, to bring about these
types of reforms. I also acknowledge in this place the important work that the union that represents
disability workers undertakes. I met with Paul Healey, the state secretary of the Hospital and
Community Services Union, just last week. His commitment to the health and community services
sector is without question something that is a great inspiration for all, but just having that opportunity
to hear directly from the front line is important.
It is important to also recognise, as the member for Ivanhoe reminded us, that this is National Carers
Week. Between 11 and 17 October is a time to recognise the 2.65 million Australians who provide
care and support to a family member or a friend with a disability, a mental health condition, a chronic
condition, a terminal illness or an alcohol or other drug issue or who are frail. This bill before us also
recognises the importance of people who care in this community by making sure that people with
disabilities are given the protection that they deserve. This bill recognises that the introduction of the
working with children check has meant that thousands of unfit people have been denied the ability to
work with children, and it has undoubtedly kept our children safe.
I am pleased to hear that the opposition are not opposing this bill, but I would always acknowledge
that it is the sort of reform that a Labor government does introduce—this work to make sure that people
have their rights recognised—because it is Labor that recognises abuse has no place in our society and
that anyone who works in a job with responsibility for caring for people who are vulnerable needs to
make sure that they meet strict criteria to ensure that they are of course fit to do so.
This bill will place the NDIS worker screen and the working with children check under one
framework. We bear in mind that both checks have common objectives, whether working with
children or working with people with disabilities. By structuring the bill this way we are able to find
consistency in both programs over time. It also means that the bill will be able to expand screenings
to other industries if needed.
This government has worked together with other governments nationwide to reach a consensus on this
bill and in doing so we are able to establish a national screening program for workers in the NDIS.
The Council of Australian Governments has endorsed this agreement under five key parameters that
consider who has to get an NDIS worker screen, how to work with self-managed NDIS participants,
how to apply for a screen, determining the offences for working without a screen and the type of
information to be checked in determining who should be cleared and excluded from working within
the NDIS. This cooperation has meant the clearance or exclusion from work will apply across roles,
employers and state and territory lines. We know that this is absolutely imperative for this type of
legislation to be effective.
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In order to streamline the functionality of the NDIS worker screen, the existing working with children
infrastructure will be adapted to streamline the process for obtaining clearance to work with both
children and NDIS participants. While workers will still need to obtain clearance for both separately,
they will not have to pay fees for both. That is so that rather than just providing for an exemption from
the working with children check all workers are appropriately screened for their particular roles. It also
ensures there is not an unfair financial burden placed on applicants.
With just a very short amount of time left, I will also make reference to the great burden that has fallen
on this state as a result of the horrendous abuse of children—and I know that others have spoken about
that in the context of these absolutely imperative screening processes. To say that, you know, we
cannot have the black hand of government in our households does not acknowledge the great pain that
happens when we do not have processes in place. And here today it would be unfair of me to not
recognise the victims of sexual abuse that have borne the extraordinary brunt of pain and, as somebody
who was raised a Catholic, something that has been a part of so many of our lives as we have watched
the extraordinary toll that ongoing abuse has had on so many families. It is programs like the working
with children check, it is legislation that has lifted the veil on confessionals, it is legislation that makes
sure that people are held to account and also it is a government that believes in victims. That is the
difference. That is what a Labor government does. It is not always easy. Sometimes it means staring
down critics, and sometimes it means getting government involved where people do not want
government. I commend bill to the house.
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (17:11): I am delighted to join the member for Cranbourne to speak on the
Worker Screening Bill 2020. This is a very important bill, one that is all about protecting vulnerable
Victorians. This government and Labor governments more generally have a proud history of standing
up for vulnerable members of the community, so I join with other members in acknowledging that it
was the former federal Labor government that introduced the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS), which completely reorganised the way we fund disability services for the better. I believe that
it was in June 2019 that I rose to speak on the Disability (National Disability Insurance Scheme
Transition) Amendment Bill 2019 here in this place. I was proud to speak in support of that bill, and I
am proud to speak here today once again.
I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge that the pandemic has been particularly difficult
for many of my constituents living with disability, and I would like to acknowledge the courage and
the resilience of many of my constituents living with disability—and their families—during this
pandemic. I encourage you to please continue to reach out to me and to my office, in terms of my
constituents, as we are here to support in any way that we can. We will get through this together.
This is an important bill that has three major objectives, which are as follows. The first is to establish
NDIS worker screening for people working in a risk-assessed role with a registered provider and to
continue the working with children check through the introduction of a single legislative screening
framework for people who work or seek to work with NDIS clients or children. Secondly, the bill will
implement Victoria’s agreement to the Intergovernmental Agreement on Nationally Consistent
Worker Screening for the National Disability Insurance Scheme by establishing a robust worker
screening mechanism to exclude people who pose an unacceptable risk of harm to people with
disability from working in a risk-assessed role with clients of a registered NDIS provider. Thirdly, the
bill will ensure there are enough safeguards during the transition to the NDIS by enabling findings
made under the disability worker exclusion scheme administered by the Department of Health and
Human Services to be considered in the assessment of applications for the NDIS check. These
objectives are to be commended. All of these objectives go towards protecting some of the most
potentially vulnerable members of our community and making sure that people living with disability
should never have to worry about abuse of any kind from the people who work for them.
The people who work in this industry are truly amazing. I have some close friends doing some fantastic
work with some of the members of our CALD community living with disability. I would like to say
thank you to all of our disability support workers who work tirelessly to support their clients and ensure
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that they can live their lives as freely as possible. It is truly amazing work that comes with a great sense
of pride and also a great sense of responsibility. There is also the need for the highest safeguards in the
industry, and that is what we are doing here today with this bill.
The bill establishes a single screening framework, founded on the existing working with children
check scheme. The bill also provides a harmonised structure for worker screens in two areas: the
working with children check and the new NDIS check. Placing the NDIS worker screen and the
working with children check in a single framework recognises that the risk assessment considerations
of both checks have a common objective of safeguarding children and people with disability by
screening people who work with these groups of people.
The bill provides for a Victorian screening regime through which an applicant for an NDIS check will
be subject to a check of their criminal and disciplinary history and will be given a ‘clearance’ or an
‘exclusion’ based on an assessment of their offending or misconduct. So it is a fairly wide scope.
Regarding exclusions, a person who is identified as an unacceptable risk to a person with disability will
be given an NDIS exclusion. More importantly, where a relevant criminal history or other relevant
conduct is identified in relation to an application for an NDIS check, a risk assessment will be undertaken.
In terms of consultation Victoria continues to participate in the NDIS Worker Screening Steering
Committee, chaired by the commonwealth and consisting of officials from the commonwealth and
state and territory governments. This group was established to support and monitor the implementation
of nationally consistent NDIS worker screening. In other states we have seen some similar approaches
to the approach we are taking, with the Tasmanian government and the ACT government having
amended their working with vulnerable people legislation to include NDIS worker screening in the
same way that we are rolling our existing Working with Children Act 2005 into this new framework.
As the bill gives effect to Victoria’s agreement to implement NDIS worker screening in accordance
with the intergovernmental agreement, consultation has been confined to Victorian government
agencies with an interest in the impacts of the new NDIS check and the consequential changes required
by the replacement of the Working with Children Act 2005. These agencies include Industrial
Relations Victoria, the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner, Victoria Police and VCAT.
So again I am very happy to speak in support of yet another bill that protects and supports Victorians
with disability. This is a comprehensive bill that better ensures the safety of all our community
members. I am proud to be part of a government that is committed to building a more inclusive Victoria
and to increasing opportunities for people with disability. I thank the minister and her office for
bringing this important bill before us here today, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (17:19): I too rise to speak on the Worker Screening Bill 2020. This is an
important bill because it builds on the promise of a national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) for
all Australians, including the development of a national approach to the screening of workers in this
space. It was a proud moment, particularly for all on the Labor side and all of those who had fought
for many years for a system such as this, when then Prime Minister Julia Gillard introduced what was
called disability care in the commonwealth Parliament. Like the member for Cranbourne, I too want
to pay tribute to the Honourable Bill Shorten and the Honourable Jenny Macklin for their enormous
efforts in getting this through. The bipartisan support that it earned at the time showed the fundamental
decency of our shared values that we have as Australians. The idea that we look out for each other,
especially the vulnerable, is shared across political lines. The day-to-day politics and our
disagreements over taxation, spending and other policy that sometimes we see in this chamber are
secondary to our own inherent decency and willingness to help those in need. We may disagree on the
particulars, but in the end our shared commitment to helping those in need rises above the fray.
The impact of the NDIS on young Australians—I just wanted to touch on that. There was a recent
report put out by the NDIS, and it just shows how much of an impact this is having. Among the key
findings in their recent report was that 75 per cent of zero- to-six-year-olds who have accessed the
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system have never before received disability supports. For participants aged between zero and starting
school, in their second year with the NDIS 96 per cent of parents and carers said that the NDIS had
improved their child’s development, 87 per cent said the NDIS had helped increase their child’s ability
to communicate what they want and 97 per cent of parents and carers said specialist services had
helped their children gain skills for everyday life. I know from experiences with my own cohort of
friends and people who have experienced the NDIS system how important it has been, particularly in
those early childhood years.
This bill is obviously not just about the NDIS but about the particulars of making sure that the
workforce in the NDIS is suitable for the critical and vital role that these workers are doing. The bill
gives people who access the NDIS extra protection by introducing a new worker screening scheme.
The process will be similar to the current blue card system, which checks that people are safe to work
with children. This is really critical because people who experience a disability can be especially
vulnerable, and that is especially the case for children who have a disability.
The people who provide the NDIS services are incredible and do tireless work in every community
across the state. I know there are a number of providers in my community of Box Hill, and particularly
I am thinking of Access Health and Community and Alkira. Access Health have a particular focus on
children with a disability, and Alkira have a focus more on adults with a disability, but both of them
provide enormous services to the community and the people in the community who need them most.
The workers at those locations are some of our best and most incredible workers in our community.
But as we have seen with the royal commission that is currently going on and previously in the royal
commission into institutionalised sexual abuse, there are some instances where these vulnerable
cohorts are taken advantage of, and the design of this bill is to address some of those issues. It is needed
not only to protect people accessing NDIS services but to give those recipients and the broader
community confidence in the safety of the services that are provided. The NDIS, like Medicare, is a
fundamental part of our safety net, and we must do everything in our power to instil a high degree of
confidence in the services.
This bill will adopt a single framework that will include a risk assessment with a common objective
of safeguarding children and people with a disability. Because the NDIS is a national program, this is
Victoria’s response to an agreement made at the Council of Australian Governments meeting. And I
note that legislation has already been passed in New South Wales and South Australia for NDIS
worker screening and that Queensland has introduced similar legislation. As other states and territories
work on their own schemes, this will become a national scheme for a national program, exactly as it
should be.
The workers scheme will be broadly similar to the working with children check, but it will run
alongside the existing scheme with slightly different checks: for example, the principle that the rights
of children and people with a disability will be paramount in decisions made under the scheme. Prior
offending will be assessed based on the classification of offences, generally known as categories A, B
and C. However, the checks will not classify all offences, to recognise the key principles of protecting
children and people with a disability. Financial crimes might not necessarily be relevant to the
protection of children, for instance, but they are of great importance in working with people who have
a disability, many of whom do not have the ability to manage their own finances. We have seen many
examples of this form of disability abuse, where people have been taken advantage of on a financial
level. A distinct approach is required, and that is what this bill delivers.
The decision-maker will also have the power to seek and share information on an applicant as required,
and applicants will have procedural fairness with a right to review, except in limited circumstances.
The government has acknowledged that this new scheme will require some people to get the NDIS
clearance as well as a working with children check, and that is why this bill provides for a waiver of
the fee if a person who has an NDIS clearance then applies for a working with children check.
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The regulatory framework provided for in this bill strengthens the NDIS. It is a program worth
protecting and building on. As I said earlier, no-one could argue that this system is not needed when
you review all the benefits that it has provided. It is a wonder it took so long to get to this position.
Those who experience a disability deserve our support; they deserve to lead their lives with dignity
and respect. I am proud to live in a country where we do everything we can to provide a safety net to
those in need. This bill will make sure those who need those services can have the confidence that the
hardworking service providers are suitable to provide the care that they deserve.
In closing, this bill makes an enormous contribution to keeping all of our disability service recipients
safe and makes sure that the parents and the carers and the loved ones of those people have the
confidence that the service providers, who are doing so much for our community, have all the checks
and balances needed and that we have the confidence they will be able to deliver those services. So
for these reasons, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:29): I want to begin by acknowledging the significance of
the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) and the role played by the Gillard government and
particularly the minister of the day, Bill Shorten, in how the architecture was set up and how this was
established. It is good to see that it has had bipartisanship as it has unfolded, and in the recent federal
budget there was a multibillion-dollar commitment to the program. This is a critical issue: to make
defining change for people whose voices are rarely heard. And this is where politics actually rises
above the tumult and the arguments and where it makes critical differences to people’s lives. It is really
what most people want us to do: projects like this.
I also see that there is a real opportunity to have accelerated manufacturing around what we are doing
now in this area. This can be for bespoke pieces of equipment, and we are looking at this in
Melbourne’s north. I think this is a real opportunity. We have shown international leadership, we have
delivered these results and now is the time when we can actually really look at what is the equipment
that is needed as well. Where do we manufacture it? How do you make it tailor-made? This would
work for not just the disability sector but also for aged care and other things. This is a real opportunity
for us to come together and stand above the politics looking and sounding too much like two dogs
barking and actually get to a unity ticket on defining propositions for people. That is an issue that we
are looking at in Melbourne’s north, and on the Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board 4.0 we are
looking at that as a potential for the future for that area.
This bill itself is about protecting Victorians who access services under the NDIS by introducing a
new worker screening scheme applying to those who work in or provide services akin to the current
working with children scheme. Of course these issues have been investigated by a number of
parliamentary inquiries and again it was in a bipartisan way that we came to the analysis of making
sure that we had scrutiny, accountability and compliance and that children were safe. There has been
a lot of what I think is the Parliament working at its best when we tackle these incredibly difficult and
challenging issues and come up with those sorts of results.
This scheme in Victoria will establish one framework for screening people working within the NDIS
and with children. The legislative and operational structures of the new screening framework are built
on the foundations of that Working with Children Act 2005, which has been refined and improved
since it commenced the following year. Labor governments have a proud record of safeguarding
children and vulnerable people. Just to hark back, it was the Bracks government that introduced the
Working with Children Act 2005. That legislation has played a vital role in safeguarding children
through establishing a process to screen the criminal history information of people who work or seek
to work with them. This is a really important understanding—that you have people who can be
incredibly manipulative, and how they groom people. That is what I know the Victorian parliamentary
inquiry has done on a number of occasions with the Betrayal of Trust report and with other ones as
well. It can be unbelievably chilling when you actually realise how this can work. This is the safeguard
around it, it has got bipartisan support and that is what this bill represents. And it is actually extending
these protections.
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Children have every right to be safe wherever they are, and it is our responsibility to do all we can to
ensure that that is the case and that is a reality. That is why the scrutiny and accountability side of it is
really important, because you need that over time because there can be controversy, there can be the
spotlight, there can be the investigation, but if cultures do not change, this is how these people, who are
highly manipulative, can get back in under people’s guard and back into the system. It is a profound trust
that we place in people who work with or volunteer around children. Programs like the working with
children check work to make sure that this trust is not blind. I think that is a lovely phrase. Do not have
blind trust, because what we exposed previously was even worse than that—there was wilful blindness,
and that is the even more chilling part of what can happen. Then you have codes of silence and then you
have people just deciding that they will not actually address the issue and they put the reputation of their
institutions above justice to individuals, and that then is defined as noble cause corruption.
They are the key foundations that you have to keep an eye on. We have to have legislation to set the
framing on how this works, and then you have to make the cultural change as well, and you have to
have the vigilance to make sure that it does not, as I say, change when the media spotlight or the
political pressure has moved on and the children again are left vulnerable. Since the introduction of
the working with children check we have seen thousands of people denied the ability to work with
children, and this means that an untold number of kids have been kept safe. It is a strict program, and
that is necessary.
Now, we as a society have moved on to recognise that people with a disability are deserving of these
same protections. They always were, but, as I say, it has taken controversies and exposures—and the
media have played a significant role in this as well—to actually reveal what has gone on behind closed
doors. We have the opportunity here today to continue that program of reform with this bipartisan
national initiative to make sure that the people who work in the disability industry can be trusted by
the people they serve. And that is the critical point. This is one of the most incredibly trust-based
relationships.
But nobody doubts that a job with the highest of responsibilities should come with the strictest of
safeguards, and that is exactly what this bill does. Placing the NDIS worker screen and the working
with children check in a single framework recognises that the risk assessment considerations of both
checks have a common objective of safeguarding children and people with disability by screening
people who work with these groups. The single screening framework adopts the systems and processes
established and refined under the Working with Children Act 2005—so again we are evolving and we
are building on what the key foundation was under the Bracks government to continue that function—
and then uses that to meet the requirements we need for the NDIS worker screen. The new single
framework of the combined screening programs will promote consistency in both programs over time.
We are getting away with overlap, with duplication. It is a single system, a spotlight focus, to make sure
that the checks and balances are there, the scrutiny is maintained and the compliance is implemented.
At the same time the bill has been structured to reflect the needs of both individual screens, ensuring
that the standards for the individual programs are readily identifiable. In the long-term this new
framework for worker screening programs means that we can add extra worker screening programs
for different industries if it becomes necessary in future. So we can make them fit for purpose. That is
the key point there.
This bill is the result of considerable work between the commonwealth and the state and territory
governments to establish a nationally consistent screening check for workers under the NDIS. That is
when the system works best: when you can get the various tiers of government to coordinate, to
collaborate and to act in the national interest, and particularly in the interests of the most vulnerable,
to make sure that we are protecting them. I want to acknowledge everybody who has been involved
in setting this up at the national level and the Victorian government for the collaboration across the
aisle. With that contribution I recommend the bill to the house.
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Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (17:39): It is a pleasure to speak on this clearly very important
bill. As the minister, the Attorney-General and others have said in their contributions, the bill will
establish one framework for screening people working within the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) and with children. Labor governments have been proud safeguarders of the rights of children
and the vulnerable, and I might speak a little bit about that later. Indeed it was the Bracks Labor
government that, as others have commented on, introduced the Working with Children Act 2005. It is
not controversial. In order to protect children we must set some strict criteria for work that relates to
kids. This is an important and critical function of the working with children check—in fact an
important and critical function of any state or any government.
Equally it was a former Labor federal government that introduced the NDIS, as other colleagues have
said, with Julia Gillard as the Prime Minister, Bill Shorten as parliamentary secretary and Jenny
Macklin as well. At the heart of the NDIS is that participants are able to maintain choice and control
over their lives. When you do that there is also a bit of a risk that you are exposed to in the choices you
make for the offerings in the marketplace and the labour market for this area, so government needs to
step in and provide confidence in the system. That is why this bill is so important. It provides that
confidence in the processes and procedures that will make and keep people safe, particularly those that
are vulnerable. People living with a disability should never have to worry about abuse of any kind
from the people who work for them. Nobody doubts that a job with the highest of responsibilities
should come with the strictest of safeguards, and there is probably no higher responsibility than
working with vulnerable Victorians. That is what this bill is about.
The bill places the NDIS worker screen and the working with children check in a single framework.
It recognises that the risk assessments of both checks have the common objective of safeguarding
children and people with a disability by screening the people who work with or for them. While the
two worker checks will remain separate, the NDIS worker screen will be similar in many ways to the
working with children check. Others have said that this will include common elements such as the
establishment of identity; checking of criminal history, including spent convictions and relevant
disciplinary findings; and the principal that the rights of children and people with disability will be
paramount in decisions made under the act. There are three categories for risk assessment of criminal
and misconduct information based on the classification of relevant offences.
The bill, interestingly enough, has an eye to the future as well. As a new framework for worker
screening programs it means that we can add extra worker screening programs for different sectors or
industries as it becomes necessary in the future—for example, areas such as aged care and mental
health. We know this government is committed to both those areas, and we have a royal commission
on mental health that will land next year.
But what a woeful story aged care has been in this country. I know aged-care providers. I can think of
at least three that I know very well who run outstanding facilities. There are many outstanding private
or NGO-based aged-care facilities. But what a woeful story the last seven months have been in private
aged care. In fact the story has been worse than that. It has been one of negligence and disregard by
the commonwealth government of this country when it comes to aged care. A very, very last minute
royal commission was established by them far too late. We are all waiting with bated breath for the
recommendations of that very, very important royal commission.
I probably do not need to remind colleagues of the tragedy that has been the second wave in the state
of Victoria, and of the close to 200 facilities that the state of Victoria—the taxpayers of Victoria—
own and effectively run through their government, there have been zero deaths. In fact, even more
heartening than that, there have only been 15 positive COVID cases in Victorian government-run
aged-care facilities, the close to 200 of them—15. Twelve have been staff and only three have been
residents. The tragedy is the 649 deaths in Victoria in private aged care—649 and zero. What a tragedy
that is. What a tragedy that the federal government, Scott Morrison’s government, that annually
regulates and audits these private facilities, has effectively established a system which has contributed
to 649 deaths.
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I am reminded of when the Prime Minister a few months ago said, ‘When it rains everybody gets
wet’—his reference to the second wave. We have admitted our faults and our mistakes in the second
wave. The federal government has not admitted theirs. It was clear and evident from the stats I have
just read out that when it rained in terms of the second wave in aged care not everybody got wet. Staterun aged care was protected because of the regard and due diligence, the resourcing and the funding—
not because of the staff, but the resourcing and the funding we give it. There are excellent staff across
private aged care, but they are not supported and the funding model does not work. What a woeful
story of the Liberal and National parties of this country. What a woeful, tragic story.
We saw them yesterday and today on both the no-confidence motion and the COVID-19 Omnibus
(Emergency Measures) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2020 talking about us, whereas their
contribution has been found wanting.
Ms Vallence: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I think that the member for Oakleigh is straying
very far from the bill. He is seeking to blame the very tragic deaths of Victorians in aged care on the
federal Morrison government. The point of order—there are two—is there are imputations on other
governments that he is making here. This situation did not occur anywhere else in Australia. And also
he is straying from the bill. I would ask you to bring him back to speaking on the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Edbrooke): Just on the first point of order, I do not believe it is
disorderly to be speaking about other governments. On the second point of order, it has been a
wideranging debate, but I will just remind the member for Oakleigh to remain speaking about the bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS: The Worker Screening Bill 2020, if you think about it in the context of the
values and the heritage of this great Australian Labor Party—a 130-year-old party—is a nationbuilding reform. We are effectively trying to protect an entire cohort of vulnerable Victorians, and that
is not inconsistent with our values. We are the party, we are the governments of Medicare, of
superannuation, of the national disability insurance scheme, of universal three-year-old kinder, of
environmental protection. We were the first party in government to introduce environmental
protection, equal opportunity laws, accessible higher education, child safe standards, workers
compensation legislation—only under Labor governments.
Ms Vallence: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I think the member for Oakleigh is misleading
the house because of course it was the Hamer Liberal government that introduced environmental
protections in Victoria, not a Labor government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Edbrooke): There is no point of order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS: Glass jaws. But it is extraordinary, isn’t it, that we are here just adding to
the nation-building reforms through this Worker Screening Bill. Why we are even discussing a worker
screening bill as a Labor government is because a previous Labor government introduced the NDIS.
We introduce the reforms that others talk about. For the member for Evelyn, the only contrast I was
drawing in terms of this week in Parliament was nation builders like us compared to the exact opposite,
those who tear down people. When it comes to good reforms like this or our response to COVID, there
are those who tear down governments and good ideas, and the member for Shepparton said it best: she
said, ‘What is their plan on this side of the house?’. No plan. At least the government has a plan.
Acting Speaker, I am conscious of your reminder to stay on the bill. This bill is extraordinarily
consistent with our values. It is a fundamentally important bill, and I look forward to it being
implemented, not just in this sector but in the aged-care sector, which has suffered an enormous blow.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (17:49): It is a pleasure to rise and speak on the Worker
Screening Bill 2020, a really important piece of legislation for our state and some of the most
vulnerable members in our community. It was good that the member for Evelyn showed a bit of
passion there. I was wondering how many times the member for Oakleigh could talk about systemic
failures and royal commissions and not get checked. I thought it was coming soon, coming soon, and
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then finally it came out of nowhere. Hopefully the member for Evelyn will keep me on a tight rein,
because I have got a bit of a history lesson. I have got a bit to work through on what the national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS) means for our state and indeed our nation. I remember fondly
former Prime Minister Julia Gillard announcing this landmark reform, this one-in-100-year policy that
would change the outcomes and lives of people with disabilities for decades to come. For
105 000 Victorians it is everything. It is that hope. It is that vision for the future that they will get
something better than they have—systemic second-class outcomes for many years.
That is with the NDIS looks to deliver: services, opportunity, hope, equality, fairness and equity. That
is what it is all about. At its heart the NDIS is about those principles and those values. And it is right
that it is indeed a Labor-values-type reform, because when you contrast our approach to the NDIS,
committing to fully fund it, to not cut corners and not undermine its legitimacy, it was the state
government in this Parliament during this term that has had to backfill some of the underspend by the
federal government.
In preparation for this bill I went to look at some of those numbers. I remember before the coronavirus
pandemic we had a significant budget impact federally. Two-thirds, of course, of the debt of the federal
government was achieved before the coronavirus pandemic, but I remember the federal government
talking about surpluses into the future, and the great tragedy of the accounts that were updated in
September 2019 was the underfunding of the national disability insurance scheme. The underfunding,
the tearing down of funding for people that need it most, the most vulnerable Australians, was how
they got to a budget surplus. That is the biggest fear and concern in communities across Australia and
across Victoria. Luckily we have a Labor government in this state that funded the NDIS
appropriately—that backfilled that underspend and made sure that those people were not left behind.
It was the Treasurer at the time, Treasurer Frydenberg, who celebrated a surplus, celebrated the
accounts being even, on the back of people with disabilities being frustrated with their applications
and not able to get that critical care and support that they so desperately needed Those are not
community values. Those are not human values. Those are families, those are individuals, who need
as much support and care as we can possibly give.
There are a number of children who access the national disability insurance scheme, and as the
Parliamentary Secretary for Schools I have had the privilege of working in the inclusive education
space. When you think about meeting these families and meeting these amazing kids, you hope that
the struggles, the disadvantage and the second-class nature of our systems and our bureaucracies will
be better in the future, that they will strive for more equality, that they will get better outcomes and
that they will be able to fulfil their potential and realise their opportunity.
When you think about that underspend and the undermining of the NDIS it cuts you to pieces, because
you know that those kids deserve the very best into the future. They are looking forward to a system
that gives their families so much more support, so much more tailored care that they can choose for
themselves based on their circumstances and outcomes. That is what is so very important for these
families—that choice and that opportunity.
That goes to the heart of what this bill is about as well. Yes, this is intergovernmental. Yes, there has
been a lot of work that has been done federally as well, but it is the least they can do. The least they
can do is front up to make sure that we are supporting people substantially with the national disability
insurance scheme and these model rules that will be implemented indeed across Australia. That is the
least they can do. The other thing they could do would be properly fund the national disability
insurance scheme where the budget position is at the moment.
Acknowledging that we have a royal commission now into disabilities and all the terrible abuse,
violence, neglect and exploitation of people has gone on—the stories that so many people are telling
that are so very critical to changing the generational outcomes for these people into the future, people
living with difficulties—is so very important. When you see that the first dollar saved is not tax
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revenue from corporates, it is from going after the most vulnerable in our communities, that is when
we on this side—Labor governments, Labor people and the union movement—get the most worried
and get the most scared that these people will be left behind and they will get a poorer outcome. That
goes against everything. This should be ring-fenced, the funding should be indexed and it should
always be into perpetuity for more people to come into the system who need that support into the
future. At the same time, when we go to the heart of the royal commission into disability services,
disabilities more generally and the abuse and exploitation that we have seen, it is important that every
single jurisdiction makes sure that the most vulnerable people in our community are supported and
protected, and that is at heart of the Worker Screening Bill 2020.
As others have reflected, it was a Labor government that brought in the working with children check
that is now an absolute pillar and institution in our community to keep our kids safe. There are
members in this Parliament that did extraordinary work on the inquiry into institutional child abuse. A
number of those members have talked passionately over a number of terms about the work that they
did. This goes to the heart of making sure that at all times we are supporting and protecting people in
vulnerable circumstances and vulnerable positions, and that goes to the heart of what this government
is all about. It is making sure that people are not left behind and that those that need support, care and
comfort are protected into the future, and that is the most critical thing in this bill. It is making sure
that we have the proper screening, that we have the proper checks and that those who need that care,
comfort and support are protected at all times. This system will be operational from next year, which
is really, really important.
As we think about how we are transitioning our focus out from all the systems that we have got in place
at the moment around the COVID-19 response, it is going to be really critical that we focus in on these
areas—these support areas, these social policy areas and these care areas—that we make sure that we
do not lose sight of these areas, these responsibilities and these commitments that we have made, that
we hold governments to account and that we hold the federal government to account in the investment
and the funding that they make, because it is the decent thing to do and it is the important thing to do as
we go forward as a community and as a society. Indeed we are judged through parliaments and through
governments on how we treat the most vulnerable in our communities and in our society, and that is the
measure of this government and its investment in a number of particular areas.
There are warning signs as well, and this is where maybe the national cabinet has some sort of vision
or focus into the future. It has been an effective process early on in some of the policy developments
and responses to the coronavirus pandemic, but maybe down the track it also is a way for states and
the commonwealth to work together to make sure that some of these landmark longer term reforms
are benchmarked and held to account, because the systemic breakdown that we have is that while the
federal government is the overarching body—obviously the commonwealth is putting those funds
in—a lot of the time the service provision at the grassroots is where the states and indeed local
governments interact. When you get down to those levels you can see where movements on budget
papers to prop up surpluses can really have devastating impacts on states and territories.
You know, the member for Oakleigh summed this up very well. We saw the warning signs in aged
care. The former Minister for Health in March made that point—passionately made that point—that
if we underspent and if we did not get our aged-care facilities ready, there would be dire consequences.
The former minister was almost in tears during that press conference when she gave that speech. Those
warning signs were there, and no-one took any action. We had those warning signs in disability support
as well. The Premier and the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers were there on the front line,
and we have had barely any outbreaks in that system.
We need to listen to those royal commissions, and maybe the national cabinet is the focus, is the engine
room of policy, to make sure that we hold them to account. Because everyone in this place should
stand up, including those on the other side, when Treasurer Frydenberg stands up there and champions
a budget surplus based on funding their surplus on the back of cutting from the most vulnerable—
those living with disabilities. This bill is really important, and I commend it to the house.
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Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (17:59): It gives me great pleasure to stand here alongside my
colleagues today and to speak on the Worker Screening Bill 2020. I have to say before I begin that it
is wonderful to follow the member for Mordialloc and the member for Oakleigh, because I have sat
here and listened to those incredible contributions that really go to the heart of what it is to be Labor
and why Labor governments make a difference. It has actually taken me right back to being a very
young girl living at home and sitting at the dinner table with my father and having instilled in me, over
many, many years in kitchen table discussions, why it is important to look after those in our society
and in our community who are the most vulnerable. That really goes to the heart of Labor values, who
we are and why Labor governments truly make a difference in this country, in this state, to the most
vulnerable people in our community, and yes, that is people with disabilities.
This bill is an incredibly important step forward in continuing Labor’s ongoing commitment to
improving the quality of life for people with disabilities, for some of the most vulnerable people here
in our state. Because Labor, after all, was and is the party that created the national disability insurance
scheme (NDIS), one of the greatest reforms to our social safety net in the last decade and one that has
enjoyed bipartisan support mostly, despite those in Canberra having raided and pillaged it to fabricate
a surplus last year, not that that has done them much good this year.
During my time as the member for Tarneit I have had the privilege to meet so many wonderful families
living right across Wyndham. We talk about all kinds of things, quite often including someone that
they love—a friend or a family member—who has a disability and their ongoing experience and
frustration with the NDIS service. I will never forget sitting down at one of my favourite cafes in
Tarneit, the Little Growling Cafe, and sitting across from a wonderful couple. Their names all these
years later escape me, but I can still see their faces and their smiles. What struck me most and why I
remember this couple so well is that they were not only elderly but still very much in love. We caught
up over coffee, quite ironically, as part of Carers Week some years ago. The husband had suffered a
brain injury as part of a very tragic workplace accident and his wife was now not only his wife but his
primary carer. Despite all the smiles and the inside jokes the two of them would share across the table
over cake and coffee, I could not help but wonder about the hardship that both of them faced in these
later years of their lives. But it was pretty obvious to me at that time that their love for each other was
probably likely to sustain them through the many, many challenges and hardships that they
undoubtedly faced on a daily basis.
This bill is the result of an agreement between commonwealth and state governments to implement a
national screening standard for workers involved in the NDIS. I have to say this could not come soon
enough. A nationally consistent screening system for NDIS workers means that Australians living
with disabilities can get the same access to the same standard of care regardless of which state they
live in. Now, people living with disabilities and their carers know that our government has their back.
We are in their corner when it comes to quality care and improving opportunities. But we know, like
anyone here in this house knows, that the system is not perfect. And we hear it all too often from our
constituents—families who reach out to our electorate offices for help. I know my office has sat down
with so many constituents who have struggled with the NDIS and have complained about their
providers. I have had many that have told me they have not been happy with the support worker that
has been assigned to them and they have struggled to navigate the nightmare that they felt was the
NDIS system. In a lot of cases these were parents, mums and dads, who were looking after children
and who really relied on the NDIS not only to provide things like respite care but also to provide just
the basic opportunities that they wanted to see their kids have, that they knew that their kids needed in
order to be able to thrive in this world.
Now, all these people wanted was for the system to work for them, for those who work under the
NDIS to be qualified, to be equipped with the appropriate skills needed to work with disabilities. And
that is exactly what this bill is all about. At the core of this bill is a new framework for regulating
disability care workers. There is no doubt that workers under the NDIS do an amazing job, but it is
not always easy. They make an absolutely rewarding difference to the lives of others, and it is so
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important then that those working in this industry perform their job to the highest of standards. That is
why this bill introduces worker screening checks for NDIS workers. Now, these checks are no
different to the working with children checks for teachers and childcare workers which the Bracks
government introduced in 2005. Labor did this basically because it is a no-brainer that our kids need
to be safe—in the safe care of adults, qualified adults, who know how to look after them.
Now, with both my children returning back to school this week, my mind, as I come to work and I sit
up here at Parliament, is at rest. It is at rest knowing that they are in the safe and qualified hands of
their teachers. Just like teachers, we want to make sure that NDIS providers are hiring only those who
are best qualified for their job, and to do that this bill adapts the standards contained in the Working
with Children Act 2005 and applies them to NDIS workers. As a result, the Working with Children
Act will be grandfathered under this new act.
For greater flexibility and future utility the bill also allows the frameworks to be adapted for any future
screening that we may need. Now, these changes allow us and will also allow future governments to
recognise the number of ways that people can find themselves in vulnerable positions and the standards
they can expect from people who care for them and who will provide them with assistance. While the
two schemes will not be identical, the NDIS worker screening will contain many of the same
requirements for a working with children check, and these include things like identity verification and
criminal history, both of which are so important in assessing whether a person is qualified for this kind
of job.
The bill also contains some small but still very important changes to the working with children
framework in order to keep it up to date with the new worker screening system. Now, under the current
arrangements PSOs are required to obtain a working with children check in order to do their jobs, even
though we know police are not, and we hold them both to the same standard of character in order for
them to be trained and hired in the first place. Just like police, PSOs go through background checks
and tests to determine whether they are of fit and proper character. For them, having to go through a
working with children check is, let us face it, another unnecessary barrier. This change reflects the
increasingly important role that PSOs will continue to play in our communities today, keeping us safe
at our train stations and across the CBD. If you are in the position where you need to get both checks,
such as those who work with children with disabilities, you will not be burdened with extra costs; your
working with children check will be free.
Now, of course these changes are not going to come into effect overnight, which is why, in addition
to implementing the framework, we have implemented the disability worker exclusion scheme, which
will maintain the current standards until the NDIS worker screening comes into effect. So what this
will mean is that until this new screening system is fully implemented the disability worker exclusion
scheme will assess those currently working under the NDIS.
This bill most certainly is the next step, a very important step, in rolling out a quality NDIS system.
That is what matters here, you know. The member for Oakleigh talked about our aged-care sector. It
is about quality. It is about quality in the workers and quality of the system and funding it correctly so
that for the most vulnerable people—whether you are elderly, whether you are a child, whether you
have a disability or anything else—however you are vulnerable, you are looked after. This is a win; it
is a win for Victorians with disabilities and for those who care for them. Not only that, but in shelving
this new framework with our pre-existing working with children checks our government can create
screening systems in the future to address other vulnerabilities. It was a federal Labor government that
created the NDIS, and I am very proud to see our own Labor government continue to support and add
to this fantastic initiative, because when it comes to helping those who are vulnerable in our society,
we will always stand up.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (18:09): I take great pleasure in joining the debate on the Worker Screening
Bill 2020. The member for Mordialloc—I heard his contribution earlier, and he said that a number of
other members had been here when changes were made within working with children. I think I am
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probably one of the few that are in the house right now that were here in 2005 when we introduced the
bill for the Working with Children Act 2005. I remember very clearly that debate, and I have reflected a
lot on it over the years. I hope that the National Party—I am sure they have revised their position now—
are quite ashamed of the position they took at the time. They were really quite hysterical about how this
would break up families and it was bad for farmers and was unnecessary red tape.
I note that the member for Broadmeadows is in the chamber, and he and the member for Thomastown
went through that harrowing experience on the Betrayal of Trust committee in this Parliament—and
then we know we had the royal commission at a national level. But we cannot stop. We cannot ever
stop when it comes to protecting the vulnerable. I think what we have seen since the Betrayal of Trust
and that royal commission is that it has not only been abuse of children, often it has been abuse of
children with disability. And what we have seen in recent months is just a horrendous case that I
believe is before the courts now in South Australia, and someone has been charged with the murder
of someone that they were supposed to care for. And it was sheer neglect—someone who was paid
through the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) system to care for someone and did not
provide that care. So we must absolutely, in the same way that we provide care for children and require
those who work with them to go through an assessment process, do that for people with disability.
It is quite a few years now that the NDIS has been going, and you sort of think, ‘Well, where were
we?’. There is an intergovernmental agreement; maybe this should have been done first. But I am glad
it is happening now. I did not hear the member for Oakleigh’s contribution, but I can only guess that
it was about aged care, and I suppose that I would say now, ‘Well, that’s next’. We have made sure in
our state-run aged-care facilities here in Victoria that we have a nurse-to-patient ratio. We have seen
the neglect of older people—and this was pre COVID; COVID has just been the icing on the cake in
terms of some of what we have seen. I see the member for Thomastown is in the chamber now—I
missed her being there before. She has stood up amazingly for citizens in her community that have not
been getting the care that they have needed, and she was involved in that parliamentary committee
here in Victoria. But only in recent months she has stood up for citizens at Epping Gardens, and they
owe her a debt of gratitude because she has really gone in to bat for them.
I want to dedicate my contribution today to someone who I did mention in the house last night, but I
missed her funeral this morning. Ashlea Meaghan Grose was born on 6 June 1992 with profound
disabilities, and she was loved. She attended the Kalparrin Early Childhood Intervention Program. She
attended the Diamond Valley Special Developmental School (SDS). The principal at the time there,
Brendan White—an absolute legend in the disability sector—always said to me, ‘We won’t have done
our job, Danielle, until special schools don’t exist anymore’. He said, ‘When we talk about
mainstreaming, we must really think mainstream, and every child, no matter their ability or disability,
should be entitled to education’. Ashlea benefited from the wisdom of Brendan’s leadership and
education and his innovation in having a writing for the disabled program—Ashlea loved that. She
was very close to her carers. Anyone who nursed her or cared for her could not help but love her. She
was just a gorgeous human being. She had a wicked sense of humour. She loved teasing her younger
brothers. Her brother Daniel was so dedicated to Ashlea that he became a disability carer himself so
that he could do her physiotherapy in the way that she just liked it.
Ashlea was an amazing judge of character. If she did not like someone, she would block them, and if
there was a doctor or a carer she did not like, she would just shut her eyes and pretend she was asleep,
and when they would walk out of the room, she would open her eyes again. I am not casting any
aspersions on those people, but she knew what was good for her.
She had a beautiful life, a beautiful existence, and she was supported. She was really fortunate that she
lived in the Diamond Valley and lived in Melbourne and that there was such an innovative school like
Diamond Valley SDS and Kalparrin and that both the school and that service have had an amazing
bunch of volunteers throughout the community, and that community has always taken ownership of
those services and the citizens who have gone through there.
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I also want to make mention of another disability service that operates in Diamond Creek and
throughout the Diamond Valley. They are just an amazing service. They provide art classes. They
provide music therapy. They help their people move into work, and they have had a lot of partnerships
with Diamond Valley SDS. I want to congratulate the member for Eltham on her leadership in being
able to get the Melbourne Polytechnic TAFE site reopened after it was closed between 2010 and 2014.
That campus is now an exemplar. It is a health and community services campus, and it specialises in
training its disability workforce.
I would say to anyone who has been displaced through the COVID crisis and who is looking for a
career change, please consider going into disability. It is an amazing sector to work in. You will find
the rewards are great, not just in your pocket but in your heart, and with legislation like this Worker
Screening Bill you will know that you will be working alongside very quality people who have been
checked and who have got the right heart in the job that they are doing. You could really consider
going into those courses. They are on the free TAFE course list, and with the expansion of the NDIS
and the National Disability Insurance Agency we are going to need skilled disability professionals,
and those skills will be transferable into aged care too.
I am glad that I was in Parliament during the time we introduced the working with children check—
the act that brought that into place—and also the Victorian Institute of Teaching and teacher
registration. That has happened during the 18 years I have been in Parliament. I have seen the
introduction of the NDIS and now this intergovernmental agreement that is seeing this worker
screening bill being adopted here in this state.
I understand there is only one state and one territory that have not gone down this path yet, but they
will. I look forward to seeing that we have a greater concentration on any vulnerable person. I would
say that the next category of people has got to be people in aged care. I think that the federal budget
last week was an absolute opportunity lost, to see it was only about an eighth- or ninth-order priority
in terms of that budget, when it should have been front and centre. Not only should we be providing
better pay, better conditions, better screening for the workforce, we need to not have such a big step
in for people having to put their hard-earned into getting into those facilities.
We need to have more publicly funded aged care, and I hope the federal government goes down that
path. If they do not—and they will not—I hope that the Anthony Albanese-led opposition does that.
Because we owe it to our most vulnerable people—whether they are children, whether they are people
with disability, whether they are aged people and beautiful people like Ashlea Grose—to look after them.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon—Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Regulatory Reform, Minister for
Government Services, Minister for Creative Industries) (18:19): Thank you, Acting Speaker Richards,
and what a delight it is to see you in the chair tonight. It is wonderful to see that you have now been
appointed an Acting Speaker of this fine chamber. I am delighted to follow the member for Yan Yean,
and I listened intently to the member’s contribution. The wonderful thing about the member for Yan
Yean is that she has got a wealth of experience in this chamber, and she can always be counted on to
defend the government, defend her party, when the time arrives. But she has also been an incredibly
passionate advocate for her community. I have known the member for many, many years, and she has
always impressed me with her ability to come to this place and to advocate forcefully for her
community for the things that are right. As a legislator there can be no higher honour, I believe, because
we have all got a responsibility and obligation to come here and represent our communities.
The member also referenced the Betrayal of Trust committee work that the members for Thomastown
and Broadmeadows were actively involved in. I remember at the time, when the former Premier
indicated that he wanted to use that vehicle, that mechanism, to examine the most horrendous abuses, I
felt that it was an inadequate mechanism. I felt that a royal commission would be more appropriate; I
thought a judicial inquiry would have been more appropriate. But as I have said before in this place, the
members for both Thomastown and Broadmeadows made a fantastic contribution to this Parliament at
great personal expense to themselves—I do not know how they sat through and listened to some of that
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evidence. But by doing that work and taking that work on they made a significant contribution and
addition to this Parliament, and they are to be commended for it. Indeed the former government is to be
commended for having embarked upon that pathway, because I think it is really important.
Mahatma Gandhi said the true measure of any society can be found in how it treats its most vulnerable
members, and this bill is about that measure in its truest sense. This is about making sure that the
government and the Parliament respond to market failure. When you are dealing with people who
have got a disability and people who are in care, they often have literally no voice. They are extremely
isolated and they are vulnerable, and so there is a need to make sure that you have got the appropriate
regulatory framework to ensure that those members of our society and our community are protected.
In my brief time as a member I have got to know many people who work in this space and I have got
to know organisations like Valley Carers. I cannot imagine for a moment how challenging it must be
to be a parent of a child with a disability. In this case with Moonee Valley Carers their children often
live at home with them, so the children have got a lower level of disability but they are not going to be
able to look after themselves when their parents pass on. It is thinking about: how do you try and
construct an appropriate regulatory framework to provide the right level of care for those children or
for those people with a disability?
I think this bill is really important because it also allows a common legislative architecture between
the working with children scheme and the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS)—I think that
is really important. I have spoken in this place many times about the importance of being more efficient
when it comes to regulation and of having a more streamlined approach to the way in which regulation
is devised and developed and trying to find ways in which we can actually reprioritise and reallocate
resources to go where they are needed. If you have got the capacity to have a common approach
between different regulatory schemes, if you have got the ability to embrace and embark upon new
technological solutions that enable that to occur, then you can start to reallocate resources to what is
the best way to provide the best care for these individuals who are in schemes like the NDIS, and I
think that is really important. I think that the way in which technology is becoming increasingly
ubiquitous and the way in which data will be at the centre of public administration going forward
presents a fantastic opportunity for governments to start to think about the things they should channel
their energy towards.
As a brief diversion, I met recently with the chief executive officer of the City of Glen Eira, and Glen
Eira have changed their planning processes. It is about culture, it is about technology and it is about
process redesign. And as a consequence of the changes that Glen Eira have made in terms of their
planning department, they have been able to make a 10 to 15 per cent labour saving. And what that
has meant in a practical sense is that the people who were working in statutory planning are now doing
that higher end strategic planning work. So if you are looking at natural language processing, if you
are looking at AI and machine-based learning, there is that opportunity to start to reprioritise resources.
Now, I think a bill like this is important because, sure, you can have an army of public servants
administering a scheme like this, but is that the most efficient use of public resources? Can we be better?
Can we do better? And if we can try and get the right scheme in place and if we can try and use
technology, then we can reallocate resources to make sure that you have got an appropriate level of
service provision for people in care and that you have got an appropriate regulatory framework to make
sure that the people there are doing the things that they need to do. And I think this is really important.
Technology is changing the way in which we all live. You know, I am probably showing my age but
I remember growing up you would often hear about these terrible serial killers in America, and I note
that the number of US serial killers peaked in 1989 at 193 cases. Ten years later it was 107, and last
decade it was 43. Now, this is from an article in the Guardian published on 15 September 2018, and
one of the arguments is the fact that technology now is becoming increasingly ubiquitous. It is harder
for people to do the wrong thing without getting caught. It is harder for people to get away with these
things because technology is so present and available. And so I think that is really important, the fact

BILLS
Wednesday, 14 October 2020

Legislative Assembly

2747

that we have got the ability to think about technology in this way and to try and find ways in which
we can improve the way that public administration is delivered in this state.
The member for Yan Yean also talked about a constituent of hers who was in a special school, and I
note that I have got the Ascot Vale Special School in my community, which is ably led by Colin Schot.
I am really pleased that we are going to be able to provide additional funding to this school. You know,
it is a special school with stairs. I find it a bit disconcerting, to say the least, that you would have a
special school with stairs that make it impractical for people with mobility issues to attend, but
nonetheless we are making the necessary investments and we are changing the way in which that
school is operating. Indeed, to take up the member for Yan Yean’s observation, we are changing that
school, we are renaming that school from Ascot Vale Special School to Ascot Vale Heights, which I
think is really important as well.
So where you have got market failure, where you have got regulatory failure, there is a need for
governments to act. You need to be able use the power of the state, use the statue book, to try to address
that. And when you see that you can either embrace the challenge, you can accept what is before you
and you can decide you want to change it, or you can just passively let it go by and pretend it does not
exist and just think that other forces—the invisible hand of the market—will solve these problems.
They will not. And so if you decide upon a course of action where you want to intervene, you have
got to think about: what is the most efficient and effective way to try and do that? What is the optimal
solution that you can deploy? And I think that trying to find ways where we can harmonise regulatory
regimes, where we can try and find a way in which we can use technology in a more effective way,
makes a significant difference. So it is one thing to act but you want to act well, you want to put your
best foot forward, you want to try and find the best way to try and solve the problem. And finding
these ways where you can embark upon this pathway by embracing technology is really important.
We must be a society which cares for its most vulnerable, because if we do not do that then I ask you:
who are we? Who are we if we do not embrace this challenge, if we do not accept the challenge and
do the things that we must do? On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Following speeches incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 13 October:
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon)
This bill has three main objectives:
1.

To establish NDIS worker screening for people working in a risk-assessed role with a registered
provider, and to continue the working with children (WWC) check, through the introduction of a single
legislative screening framework for people who work, or seek to work, with NDIS clients or children.

2.

To implement Victoria’s agreement to the Intergovernmental Agreement on Nationally Consistent
Worker Screening for the NDIS by establishing a robust worker screening mechanism to exclude people
who pose an unacceptable risk of harm to people with disability from working in a risk-assessed role
with clients of registered NDIS providers.

3.

To ensure there is no diminution of safeguards during transition to the NDIS by enabling findings made
under the disability worker exclusion scheme, administered by the Department of Health and Human
Services, to be considered in the assessment of applications for an NDIS check.

The legislative and operational structures of the new screening framework are built on the foundations of the
Working with Children Act 2005, which has been refined and improved since it commenced in 2006.
Labor governments have a proud record of safeguarding kids and vulnerable people. It was the Bracks Labor
government that introduced the Working with Children Act 2005. That legislation has played a vital role in
safeguarding children through establishing a process to screen the criminal history information of people who
work or seek to work with them.
And this bill represents a next step in extending protections.
Children have every right to be safe wherever they are, and it’s our responsibility to do all we can to ensure
that they are safe wherever they are.
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It’s a profound trust that we place in people who work with or volunteer around children. But programs like
the working with children check work to make sure that this trust isn’t blind. We have to set strict criteria for
who can work in these places with children.
Since the introduction of the working with children check, we’ve seen thousands of people denied the ability
to work with children, and this means that an untold number of kids have been kept safe. It’s a strict program,
but it has to be.
Now, we as a society have moved on to recognise that people with disability are deserving of these same
protections.
It’s with great pride that I acknowledge that it was the former federal Labor government that introduced the
national disability insurance scheme—and completely reorganised the way we fund disability services for the
better.
And we have the opportunity here today to continue that program of reform with this bipartisan, national
initiative to make sure that the people who work in the disability industry can be trusted by the people they
serve.
People living with disability should never have to worry about abuse, of any kind, from the people who work
for them.
And the people who work in this industry are already an outstanding class of people. They work tirelessly to
support their clients and ensure that they can live their lives as freely as possible.
But nobody doubts that a job with the highest of responsibilities shouldn’t come without the strictest of
safeguards, and that’s exactly what we’re doing here today with this bill.
The bill implements the government’s commitment to introduce NDIS worker screening, as required under
the Intergovernmental Agreement on Nationally Consistent Worker Screening for the NDIS.
In addition, the implementation of NDIS worker screening presents an opportunity to build on the Department
of Justice and Community Safety’s knowledge and experience of the administration of the working with
children check by providing for a single coherent framework for the accommodation of future screening
modules for people working in other domains—such as aged care or mental health—if required.
This legislation was developed in consultation with the NDIS commission and relevant agencies. The
Victorian government will promote awareness of the commencement of the scheme among those affected by
it and act to facilitate an efficient application process for workers seeking to be screened.
This bill will strengthen the NDIS and provide better outcomes for NDIS users.
I commend the bill to the house.

Ms COUZENS (Geelong)
I am pleased to speak on the Worker Screening Bill 2020. I thank the Attorney-General and her team for their
work on this important bill.
This bill is about protecting Victorians who access services under the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) by introducing a new worker screening scheme applying to those who work in or provide services
through the NDIS, akin to the current working with children scheme.
It will establish one framework for screening people working within the NDIS and with children.
I was very proud to have been a member of the parliamentary Family and Community Development
Committee that undertook the inquiry into abuse in disability services in 2015, chaired by the member for
Bendigo West.
This was a significant inquiry, hearing evidence given by people with a disability, their families, carers and
disability organisations. Some of this evidence was challenging and difficult to hear.
The final report clearly reflected this evidence and its recommendations for change. Evidence from the inquiry
suggested that there is a significant level of under-reporting of abuse and in some cases a failure to report
abuse.
The report found that a key factor in prevention is the risk management strategies that government and
organisations establish in the workplace to ensure that suitable people are working in disability services and
that the workplace itself has zero tolerance for abuse and neglect.
The committee recognised that recruitment and screening standards are an integral part of a safeguarding
framework in the disability sector. This includes identifying suitable staff as well as excluding people who
are unsuitable to work with vulnerable people, most frequently because of a past history of abusing people
with disability or having a criminal record.
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This bill addresses the recommendations raised by the inquiry into abuse in disability services.
The legislative and operational structures of the new screening framework are built on the foundations of the
Working with Children Act 2005, which has been refined and improved since it commenced in 2006.
Labor governments have a proud record of safeguarding kids and vulnerable people. It was the Bracks Labor
government that introduced the Working with Children Act 2005. That legislation has played a vital role in
safeguarding children through establishing a process to screen the criminal history information of people who
work or seek to work with them.
And this bill represents a next step in extending protections.
Children have every right to be safe wherever they are, and it’s our responsibility to do all we can to ensure
that they are safe wherever they are.
It’s a profound trust that we place in people who work with or volunteer around children. But programs like
the working with children check work to make sure that this trust isn’t blind. We have to set strict criteria for
who can work in these places with children.
Since the introduction of the working with children check, we’ve seen thousands of people denied the ability
to work with children, and this means that an untold number of kids have been kept safe. It’s a strict program,
but it has to be.
Now, we as a society have moved on to recognise that people with disability are deserving of these same
protections.
It’s with great pride that I acknowledge that it was the former federal Labor government that introduced the
national disability insurance scheme—and completely reorganised the way we fund disability services for the
better.
And we have the opportunity here today to continue that program of reform with this bipartisan, national
initiative to make sure that the people who work in the disability industry can be trusted by the people they
serve.
People living with disability should never have to worry about abuse, of any kind, from the people who work
for them. They should always feel confident and safe, which for me was clearly articulated during the inquiry
into abuse in disability services.
I thank the people who work in this industry who are already an outstanding class of people. They work
tirelessly to support their clients and ensure that they can live their lives as freely as possible.
I also want to acknowledge the hard work that they have done during the COVID-19 pandemic to keep some
of the most vulnerable people in our community safe. Disability workers have worked incredibly hard to stop
the spread of this highly infectious virus.
I have spoken to many of these workers and people with disabilities in my electorate of Geelong during this
challenging time, and they are appreciative of the government’s support and the restrictions put in place to
keep them safe.
But nobody doubts that a job with the highest of responsibilities shouldn’t come without the strictest of
safeguards, and that’s exactly what we’re doing here today with this bill.
Placing the NDIS worker screen and the working with children check in a single framework recognises that
the risk assessment considerations of both checks have a common objective of safeguarding children and
people with disability by screening people who work with these groups of people.
And in the long term this new framework for worker screening programs means that we can add extra worker
screening programs for different industries if that becomes necessary in future.
This bill is the result of considerable work between the commonwealth and state and territory governments
to establish a nationally consistent screening check for workers under the NDIS.
The Council of Australian Governments endorsed the Intergovernmental Agreement on Nationally
Consistent Worker Screening for the NDIS, which responded to the need identified in the NDIS Quality and
Safeguarding Framework for a nationally consistent system for worker screening.
The Worker Screening Bill implements Victoria’s agreement to introduce nationally consistent worker
screening for people working in a risk-assessed role with an NDIS provider. In accordance with the
intergovernmental agreement, this will mean that a ‘clearance’ to work, or an ‘exclusion’, will be portable
across roles, across employers within the NDIS and across state and territory lines.
This bill will incorporate the existing requirements under the Working with Children Act 2005 by using and
adapting the pre-existing legislative and operational infrastructure to create a common structure and processes
for the new framework.
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While the two worker checks will be separate, the new NDIS worker screen will be similar in many ways to
the working with children check. The new legislation of course won’t operate exactly the same way that the
old Working with Children Act operated.
Additionally, in recognition of the fact that some people may have to get both a working with children check
and an NDIS worker screen, the bill will provide that no fee is payable for holders of an NDIS clearance who
also apply for a working with children check.
This ensures that, rather than just providing for an exemption from a working with children check, all workers
are appropriately screened for their particular roles. It will also ensure that there isn’t an unfair financial burden
placed on applicants.
Additionally, it means that notifications to employers about a person’s working with children check status
will continue, maintaining existing safeguards in relation to people working with children
I commend the bill to the house.

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West)
I would like to commence my contribution to this bill before the house today with a sincere thankyou to the
many dedicated, passionate and caring workers in the disability sector and in aged care.
Their commitment particularly during this pandemic has been outstanding, and I thank them for all they do
in working to support some of the most vulnerable people in our community.
This bill has its beginnings some years ago when back in 2015 the joint parliamentary inquiry into abuse in
disability services by the former Family and Community Development Committee, which I was proud to
chair, highlighted the issue of worker screening as a significant preventative measure to prevent abuse of
people with disabilities.
The implementation of recommendations from that inquiry by the Andrews Labor government have led to
many changes in our disability services for the better.
With the commencement of the NDIS across Australia and Victoria it was always going to be necessary to
expand protections for people with disabilities and ensure that those who work in this sector were screened to
protect the people they work with from the small number of predators who could potentially work across
jurisdictions without being held to account for their actions.
With the Intergovernmental Agreement on Nationally Consistent Worker Screening for the NDIS, it is
imperative that this bill pass this house to implement this state’s and this government’s commitment to this
process.
The Council of Australian Governments identified in the NDIS Quality and Safeguarding Framework the
need for a nationally consistent system for worker screening.
The key parameters for the NDIS worker screening in each state and territory under the intergovernmental
agreement include: who has to have NDIS worker screening, how to work with self-managed NDIS recipients,
how to apply for a screen, what the offences should be for working without a screen, the types of information
to be checked who should be considered automatically cleared or excluded and who should be excluded.
In addition, the implementation of NDIS worker screening presents an opportunity to build on the Department
of Justice and Community Safety’s knowledge and experience of the administration of the working with
children check by providing a single coherent framework for the accommodation of future screening modules
for people working in other domains such as aged care or mental health, if required.
A single worker screening process founded on the working with children check provides a harmonised
structure for worker screens in two domains: the working with children check and the new NDIS check.
These two worker checks will be structured very similarly. They will include common elements such as the
establishment of identity; checking criminal history, including spent convictions; and categorisation of
offences and conduct into three risk assessment levels according to the seriousness of the conduct.
Importantly, over the longer term this new framework for worker screening programs means that we can add
extra worker screening programs for different industries if necessary in the future.
In 2015 the Andrews Labor government committed to a zero-tolerance approach to abuse in disability
services, another recommendation from the inquiry into abuse in disability services. We also committed to
no diminution of safeguards during the transition to the NDIS in this state.
These are both important policy positions because they were identified during the inquiry to be two of the
main concerns and uncertainties that people with disabilities, their families and carers wanted addressed, and
were quite adamant about.
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During the time between agreeing to the new NDIS worker screen and its implementation, the government
has utilised the already established disability worker exclusion scheme. As a consequence the existing levels
of protection have been maintained for people with a disability in Victoria. There have been many other
changes that have also led to better protections for people with disabilities.
This bill provides a mechanism to enable information from the disability worker exclusion scheme operated
by the Department of Health and Human Services to be shared and used to ensure that a person who applies
for an NDIS worker screen can be excluded on the basis of disability worker exclusion scheme information.
This exclusion would apply across the country.
The bill achieves this by providing that where a person who is listed on the disability worker exclusion lists
applies for an NDIS worker screen, that person must be risk assessed, providing for identifying information
to be transferred to the worker screening unit, so that the screening unit is able to ascertain whether an
applicant for an NDIS worker screen has previously been excluded and, during the course of the person’s
assessment, enabling the worker screening unit to obtain information that gave rise to the exclusion pursuant
to information-sharing arrangements.
The bill also facilitates the provision of information to the bodies established under the Disability Service
Safeguards Act 2018 in order to support consistence in screening outcomes to the extent possible between the
NDIS worker screen and Victoria’s voluntary disability worker registration screening.
This bill is an opportunity to continue with a program of reform that protects people with disabilities from
harm and abuse.
With the federal royal commission into disability currently underway on top of this state’s inquiry into
disability services and a Senate inquiry into the same, there is a huge opportunity to build on the protections
required for people with disabilities.
We also should take this opportunity for bipartisan, national reform to make sure that people who work in the
disability sector are trusted by the people they are entrusted to care for.
For too long people with a disability have been forgotten and abuse has been far too common in the industry.
That’s not to say that the majority of workers in this field are not remarkable individuals with a genuine desire
to protect and care for their clients. They are.
I have mentioned before in this house the horrid, sad and disturbing stories of abuse of people with disabilities
that we heard throughout the parliamentary inquiry into abuse in disability services in this state. How the
voices of those people were minimised and abuse was normalised. How violence in all of its forms has been
targeted at our most vulnerable citizens. This had to be addressed. No-one in all good conscience could allow
this to continue to happen.
We have acknowledged and acted upon those voices and many of those issues here in Victoria. However,
there was always the risk that the transition to the NDIS would not incorporate the protections that we know
are necessary for people with disabilities.
This bill addresses those concerns.
I hope that at the conclusion of the federal royal commission into disability there will be recommendations that
include a national zero-tolerance approach to abuse of people with disabilities and that recommendations
include further protections across the country to ensure abuse of people with disabilities is stamped out forever.
I hope that funding is promptly forthcoming to implement the recommendations.
The lives and futures of people with disabilities depend on this and on all legislators to act and protect all
vulnerable people.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (18:29): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
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CLADDING SAFETY VICTORIA BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms D’Ambrosio:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr Wells: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, we have just been handed a number of
amendments, and we have received the amendments late this afternoon. I am not saying anything
about the minister who is moving the amendments. What we are insisting on is that whilst the debate
will start, it will start on the substantive part of the bill, and we would be insisting on a briefing on the
amendments before this bill has been concluded. As I said, this is not about the minister who is tabling
the amendments, but to be sprung with these amendments of two and half pages is clearly not good
enough and we want to make sure that that briefing takes place before the conclusion of this bill.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (18:32): Under standing orders I wish to advise the house of amendments to this bill
and request that they be circulated.
Government amendments circulated by Ms D’AMBROSIO under standing orders.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: By leave, I wish to just say a couple of words. Thank you so much, and I
certainly appreciate the comments made by the Manager of Opposition Business. Certainly I will be
forthwith arranging a speedy briefing on the house amendment.
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (18:34): I will begin my remarks with regard to these very, very, very late
amendments that I was literally handed 3 or 4 minutes before the debate was due to begin. These
comments in no way, shape or form reflect on the minister at the table—I want to make that very clear.
It is not her fault. She is not responsible for this. But I must say the Minister for Planning is not here,
and I do not believe any of his advisers are either. This is appalling behaviour. Often there are house
amendments which are picking up typos—errors of form rather than substance. Now, it would appear
that these are very substantial house amendments, and I frankly think that this debate should be
adjourned until I have had at least a briefing and frankly some ability to get my head around what
these amendments actually mean.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr T SMITH: Oh, shut up, you fool.
This is a substantial issue. This is an important issue of process and indeed of democratic
accountability. I need a briefing from the minister’s office and indeed an ability to read the
amendments before I can debate them. This is an important process matter for this house. This
government is clearly falling apart at the seams if they cannot even have amendments tabled in good
time for the shadow to at the very least read them before the debate begins. I put it to the government:
adjourn this until tomorrow. This debate should be adjourned until tomorrow, Acting Speaker, so I
suppose as a point of order I would like to raise the possibility of adjourning this debate until tomorrow.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Richards): That is a point of debate, not a point of order.
Mr T SMITH: I put on the record my absolute disgust that no attempt was made to contact me or
my office with regard to these substantial amendments that were handed to me 3 minutes before this
debate was due to begin.
A member: You said 4.30.
Mr T SMITH: No, that was actually incorrect. I was going through my emails. I thought I had
seen an email from the minister’s office but it was not 4.30 today; it was 4.30 some months ago. I have
checked with my office: no attempt has been made to contact me or my office today. The Minister for
Planning’s office is usually, I have to say, very accommodating and very reasonable in briefing me
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and my office on these matters. A briefing was arranged literally weeks ago, which I appreciated and
thank the minister’s office for. A briefing was arranged with his office and indeed with Cladding
Safety Victoria, which was helpful. I think this is a broader malaise in this government which is
literally falling to bits. It is falling to bits.
Mr Pearson: Are you going to speak on the bill?
Mr T SMITH: Well, I am speaking to the amendments. I am speaking about the amendments that
were given to me 3 minutes before the bill was due to be debated. This is shocking breach of process—
an arrogant government, falling apart at the seams, that cannot even do basic parliamentary processes
correctly. I made the point at the outset that this is not the fault of the minister at the table. She is not
the Minister for Planning, but she is part of a government that is clearly falling to bits.
I opposed the bill as it was presented to the house a month ago because it is nothing more than a tax
grab. This $300 million building levy increase to pay for cladding rectification is yet another tax grab.
It is yet another tax grab by the Andrews Labor government. In fact there have been 28 tax increases
and new and expanded taxes under the Andrews Labor government: a new stamp duty on property
transfers between spouses, 2017–18; an increased stamp duty on new cars, 2017–18; a new stamp duty
on off-the-plan purchases; a new so-called vacant home tax; a widening of residential land tax to
uninhabitable properties; a retrospective increase in insurance duty for overseas-based insurers; new
annual property valuations to increase land tax; the cladding rectification tax, which we are debating
here today; the environment mitigation levy; increased luxury car tax; increased land tax for homes
with increased fire services property levy in 2015–16 and 2019–20; a new point-of-consumption
gambling tax; a tripling of brown coal royalties; goldmining royalties; a new tax on Uber and taxi
fares; a new corporate restructure duty; increased foreign stamp duty in 2019–20, 2016–17 and 2015–
16; increased absentee landowner surcharge for foreign property owners, 2019–20, 2016–17 and
2015–16; a new city access tax for the West Gate Tunnel; a new on-dock rail tax on imported shipping
containers; an increase in the municipal industrial landfill levy, the bin tax; and the road occupation
charge on construction companies. So that is 28 new and expanded taxes in the period of the Andrews
Labor government, and this is yet another one.
Now, what this bill will attempt to do is to create Cladding Safety Victoria. Well, the bill that I saw a
month ago will attempt to create Cladding Safety Victoria as an independent agency, separating it
from the Victorian Building Authority. But my grave concern is that CSV—well, the VBA—will still
be collecting this increased tax at a time when there is enormous pressure on our economy. The
Treasurer today refused to rule out new or increased taxes in the budget—I believe the budget is going
to be on 10 November—but this is not the time to be increasing taxes. In fact the federal Treasurer,
Josh Frydenberg, brought down the federal budget last week and cut taxes. He gave people an income
tax cut, and those are the sorts of economic settings we need to get out of this crisis to take the pressure
off families and to take the pressure off businesses.
I mean, this government has closed down the economy in the world’s longest lockdown—longer than
Wuhan—here in Victoria. Thousands and thousands of Victorians have lost their jobs. Thousands and
thousands of businesses are destroyed. Yet this government is increasing taxes. This is yet another tax.
This is not the way to rebuild our state after this pandemic—and as we know, this pandemic has been
so poorly handled here in Victoria. This lockdown has gone on for so long. Victorians have enormous
fatigue with their lives. They are sorry that their businesses have been closed. They are furious that
this has occurred because of the greatest public administration failure in the nation’s history. It is not
their fault that they cannot work. It is not their fault that their businesses have been shut down. It is the
government’s fault because of the hotel quarantine failures that allowed the virus back out into the
community. Unfortunately we have been locked down since July in the second wave. This second
wave has cost the lives of 800 Victorians, and this is a very serious issue.
A member interjected.
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Mr T SMITH: You are a clown. Do you know how many Victorians have died because of your
government’s failures? Do you know how many businesses have been destroyed? We now have a
mental health crisis. We have a mental health crisis because of the failures of this Labor government.
You know, they are raising taxes on one of the most productive parts of our economy, the construction
sector, and I think that is entirely incorrect policy—the wrong thing to be doing at a time when we
need to be taking the shackles off business, not putting the shackles on, not tying business down. Let
business get on with business. Let people get back to work. Take the pressure off them.
I have been very supportive of the government’s attempts to rectify cladding on private buildings. I
think that the way that the building industry has been regulated in Victoria, particularly by the
Victorian Building Authority in the last five or six years, has been appalling. Some of the stories that
have come across my desk over this time have been absolutely harrowing. To think that for all these
months now people have been forced to spend 22 hours or 23 hours a day at home in these very, very
dangerous properties that still are basically clad in combustible material is incredibly concerning.
Now, one of the most terrible episodes that I became aware of was an apartment tower in Glenferrie
Road, Hawthorn. An apartment in this tower was owned by Blair Warren-Smith. Blair is a 28-yearold primary school teacher, and she did a lot of work, saved a lot of money and bought her first
apartment just over two years ago. Fire experts, engineers, checked the apartment, and as of last year
she had already paid $8000 to the government for emergency works. Now, this apartment tower was
built by the notorious Corkman cowboys, Raman Shaqiri and Mr Kutlesovski. These individuals are
notorious in the building industry and are notorious around Melbourne for illegally demolishing the
Corkman hotel. They have also built dodgy clad apartments in Glenferrie Road in Hawthorn that
received quite a lot of media attention at the time. Now, I do not believe these two characters should
be allowed to practise in the building industry—that is a separate issue for the VBA to improve their
enforcement activities and their regulation of the industry—but equally the activities of their then
lobbyist, the now member for Burwood, also require scrutiny because back then the member for
Burwood said that ‘they made a mistake’. This was referring to the Corkman cowboys after they had
illegally knocked down a 140-year-old hotel and then dumped the asbestos near a childcare centre.
The member for Burwood said:
… they made a mistake, they are sorry, and they are going to make it right …
Heritage consultants will be engaged in the next few weeks to commence the process of rebuilding.

Well, that is what the member for Burwood said.
Ms Green: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member for Kew knows quite rightly that this
is not an opportunity to impugn another member of Parliament, especially when that member is not in
here. He is deliberately using that to make up for his lack of argument, discrediting another member,
and I urge him to desist.
Mr T SMITH: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, these are matters of historical record. I have
not impugned the member for Burwood; I was referring to the member for Burwood’s activities as a
lobbyist before he was elected to this place. Some of his clients have built buildings that are clad in
very dangerous combustible material, and I was drawing the house to those facts.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Richards): There is no point of order. I will ask the member for
Kew to come back to debating the bill.
Mr T SMITH: This bill obviously is separating Cladding Safety Victoria from the VBA. It is
designed to rectify cladding on private property. One such building that I hope is rectified very quickly
is a building on Glenferrie Road in Hawthorn that was built by the two characters that knocked down
the Corkman hotel. Now, their lobbyist was the member for Burwood. The member for Burwood has
not had a good day today. He is too lazy to write his own speeches, and he is certainly too lazy to open
doors in the correct fashion.
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Mr Pearson: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member is impugning the reputation of the
hardworking member for Burwood by indicating that the member is lazy, and I would ask that he
come back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Richards): There is no point of order, but I do ask you to come
back to debating the bill before us.
Mr T SMITH: So there are properties, literally hundreds of properties, around Melbourne where
there are similar stories to Blair Warren-Smith’s, where they have saved a lot of money to potentially
buy their first property, an apartment, only to find that that building is clad in very dangerous
material—and they are still waiting for their properties to be rectified under this scheme by the
Andrews Labor government. Now, I have my concerns about the way the money is being levied. I
think a tax grab is inappropriate, particularly at this time. But I do—and I have supported it since I
became Shadow Minister for Planning—support the urgent rectification of clad buildings because I
know just how dangerous this material is.
Now, there have been properties in Mordialloc and in Clayton. Kardinia Park was a notable example
of cladding on a significant public building. One of the biggest and most dangerous episodes was in
Frankston, where—and I visited that apartment block during the easing of restrictions in late May,
early June—those people are living in fear. They are living in fear with regard to their financial security
and indeed their physical security, because the apartment tower in Frankston South that urgently
requires rectification and is still yet to be rectified is so dangerous that a security guard was posted
there for 24 hours a day, seven days a week to ensure that none of the occupants had a smoke on the
balcony, lit a barbecue or did anything else that could literally send the place up in smoke.
We understand that the residents of this apartment tower have tried everything to get Cladding Safety
Victoria and indeed the Andrews Labor government to take their concerns seriously and to get the
property rectified as quickly as possible, and nothing has happened. I understand that there have been
some significant teething issues with the setting up of CSV, and indeed organising the various different
instrumentalities and legalities with regard to the rectification of cladding on private buildings, but a
promise was made midway through last year by the Minister for Planning that these buildings would
be rectified, particularly the buildings at the highest end of the scale in terms of their danger to the
public—that they would be rectified as quickly as possible—and that has not happened. Time is
running out and I know how worried these people are, having spent so much time in their properties
over the last couple of months.
The Master Builders Association of Victoria equally have concerns with a few other aspects of this
piece of legislation. They believe that this is a retrospective piece of legislation, by extending the time
limit on compensation claims for the removal of combustible cladding from 10 to 12 years. They are
concerned about the effect that will have on practitioners in their industry. I put that on the record in
this house as a legitimate concern from an important peak body organisation, because obviously as we
try and rebuild out of this debacle, largely caused by the antics of those on the other side of the house,
we are going to need the construction sector and the building industry to lead the way. We need to let
business get on with business, and we need to get out of their way quickly.
In conclusion, the fact that I have not had an opportunity to reflect on these amendments is a disgrace.
It is an appalling breach of parliamentary process, and quite frankly, it has totally undermined the
whole process and indeed the reason we are having this debate, because essentially the bill that I
thought I was debating may not be the case at the moment.
I would like to conclude by saying that I will read these amendments. I note that the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change has offered a briefing, and I will be taking up that offer as
quickly as I possibly can. We oppose this bill in the form that I believe it was presented to this house.
I put that caveat on our position because obviously that is potentially going to change. Once I read
these amendments there could be aspects to the bill that have been removed so that I might find it more
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palatable and the shadow cabinet might find it more palatable to be able to support. Yes, we understand
that the numbers are what they are here, but in the other place they are quite different. This will be
important as we go through this process before this bill goes to the other place as to what these
amendments mean and what our position will be on them.
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (18:54): Thank you, Acting Speaker Richards, and can I also
acknowledge your rise to an Acting Speaker as well. It is good to see you there.
In making a contribution on the Cladding Safety Victoria Bill 2020 can I just say what a positive thing
it is to be part of an Andrews Labor government, to be part of a government that actually identifies
problems and gets on with finding solutions, consults widely with the community and then implements
those plans. You do not hear the sort of whingeing and the sort of rubbish that we are unfortunately
getting in this place. What you are getting are solutions which are being implemented. I am very proud
of being part of this government.
In particular, when speaking to this bill, this bill in its essence is about safety. And when it comes to
the safety of Victorians, whether they are living or even not living in their apartments, whether they
rent or whether they own it outright, can I say that this government does have a great track record
when it comes to safety. Whether that is in the workplace, whether that is at school, whether it is out
in the community or whether you are actually in your own home, it looks at legislative frameworks
and what needs to be done to get things done. Setting a legislative framework is what this government
is about: to protect Victorians so that disasters such as what we saw at Grenfell in the UK or fires on
the scale of the Lacrosse apartment tower in Docklands will not happen going forward.
Members of course would be aware that Cladding Safety Victoria has been operating as a business
unit of the Victorian Building Authority since the government announced a $600 million package to
fix buildings with combustible cladding known as the cladding rectification program in July 2019.
Since that time Cladding Safety Victoria has established critical momentum towards delivering a
program to scale that will make a difference. Under the Victorian Building Authority this business unit
first tackled 15 priority buildings funded under the 2019–20 state budget. It is now rolling to scale up
delivery to over 200 buildings a year. Cladding Safety Victoria has also taken responsibility for
facilitating the rectification of government buildings, and this has resulted in a consistency of approach
and a centre of excellence for cladding rectification.
However, despite steady progress, this governance model itself has been deemed unsustainable. The
Victorian Building Authority needs to focus on driving improved building and plumbing outcomes
and improved consumer confidence, and any distraction from that goal is obviously not in the
community’s interests. It is for these reasons that the government has taken the view that as the
cladding rectification program evolves so should its governance too. Taking note of the advice of the
previously set up cladding task force, the government decided it needed to intervene to support owners
of buildings assessed as high risk to rectify their combustible cladding. This support includes funding
but also a critical role for the government in helping to advise and guide owners and owners
corporations through the process of rectification. This is why the government established Cladding
Safety Victoria. The bill itself provides for the appropriate information-sharing arrangements between
Cladding Safety Victoria and other agencies to reflect the range of agencies which are engaged in a
rectification project. It is expected that Cladding Safety Victoria will not be held up by information
held by the municipal building surveyor or other parties.
In addition, this bill empowers Cladding Safety Victoria to manage its funds and accounts consistent
with requirements under the Financial Management Act 1994, and it is intended that the Victorian
Building Authority will continue to collect the additional building permit levy that was introduced by
the Building Amendment (Cladding Rectification) Act 2019 too. The bill includes amendments to the
Building Act 1993 to require the Victorian Building Authority to transfer money raised to Cladding
Safety Victoria to help fund its operation. At the conclusion of the cladding rectification program there
may be surplus funds held by Cladding Safety Victoria. The bill provides that the Treasurer, after
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consultation with the Minister for Planning and Cladding Safety Victoria, may direct Cladding Safety
Victoria to pay any surplus amounts in excess of what is expected to be needed into the Consolidated
Fund. The bill also recognises that Cladding Safety Victoria will facilitate the rectification of
government buildings.
The powers of Cladding Safety Victoria will be exercised through a board, a structure that is very
similar to other government agencies, and the powers that it will be able to exercise are as follows. It
will be able to prioritise buildings for potential financial assistance based on a range of criteria that
will be prescribed in the regulations. It will register owners and owners corporations of buildings for
potential financial assistance. It will assess buildings to determine what cladding rectification work is
required on affected buildings. It will determine amounts of financial assistance required to fund
cladding rectification work and enter into funding agreements for that purpose. It will support owners
and owners corporations by procuring building practitioners to undertake cladding rectification work,
technical design and project management services and other services as directed by the minister.
Further, it will be able to facilitate cladding rectification work on government buildings; provide
information, advice and support to owners and owners corporations, other persons and bodies in
relation to cladding rectification work; notify regulators of matters related to compliance and
enforcement under the act; advise the minister on the performance of its functions under the act; and
perform any other function conferred on Cladding Safety Victoria under the act or under any other act
or agreement to which the state is a party.
In addition, this bill amends the Building Act 1993 to extend the time limit for commencing
proceedings associated with non-compliant or non-conforming external wall cladding products by two
years. This extends the deadline for combustible cladding claims from 10 years to 12 years, and this
extension applies to any claims that would expire in the period from 16 July 2019 to 12 months after
the commencement of the act. In some circumstances claims will be revived where they would have
expired between 16 July 2019 and the commencement of the act. The bill also has another feature, in
that it subrogates to the Crown the rights of a funding recipient to commence proceedings in relation
to building work that requires cladding rectification work to be undertaken.
In terms of consultation, there was wide consultation amongst many stakeholder groups across the
state. These groups have included Consumer Affairs Victoria, the Victorian Building Authority and
of course Cladding Safety Victoria. Importantly all Victorians will benefit from this very, very
important piece of legislation. Victorians will benefit from a much safer build and building
environment coupled with the confidence that this government is also overhauling Victoria’s building
legislative framework to ensure that the types of tragic and indeed devastating accidents that we have
seen in the past, many of them actually just waiting to happen, will just not happen again.
I would like to take the opportunity in closing to thank the ministers for the hard work and diligence
that they and their departments have carried out on this important bill, and I would commend it to the
house.
The SPEAKER: The member for Ovens Valley.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (19:03): Terrific to see you back in the chair.
I am delighted to rise and make a brief contribution on the Cladding Safety Victoria Bill 2020. As you
have heard from previous speakers, the bill will establish the separate body corporate, Cladding Safety
Victoria—CSV—and that is designed to administer the cladding rectification program. That will be
improve governance—thank heavens for that—within the Victorian Building Authority (VBA).
On important clauses, I just want to touch on clause 1, which is obviously establishing the body.
Clause 28 allows CSV to prioritise buildings for financial assistance, which I get, and that is a positive
step. Clause 30 allows CSV to give guidance in mitigating risk. The other substantial part of the bill is
amending the Building Act 1993 and transferring some of the functions and responsibilities from the
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VBA to CSV. There are other various changes relating to the Building Act, which I am not going to
go into here.
If we look back to the Neo200 building fire, which was caused by cladding issues, Victorians certainly
were shocked and disappointed to learn that dangerous combustible cladding was used at all. This
demonstrated clearly a failure of the VBA. Owners who bought property in good faith, people who
have property and were not aware, should not have to bear the brunt, nor should they have to foot the
bill to remove that dangerous cladding.
We do live in one of the most regulated states in the world. There is no doubt about it. We need a
permit for this, an application for that and so it goes on and on. There is regulation everywhere we
turn, and when there is a systemic failure and this government says, ‘Well, whoever is holding the can
at the time can foot the bill’, I simply do not think that is fair. We have seen exactly the same in hotel
quarantine, another regulated industry with preferred government contractors. But when it suits the
government, they throw all that out the window guess who pays the price at the end of the day? It is
ordinary Victorians that pay that price again and again, and this is another example with CSV and the
cladding. Ordinary Victorians will be paying.
Now, if we lived in a regime—I will not use that word ‘regime’—if we lived in an unregulated, freefor-all country, then mistakes would be bound to happen. But given the regulation that is forced upon
us, the VBA and the government should accept responsibility for this. Of course this government
established a $300 million fund and further funds will be raised through a building permit levy, and
we opposed that recently but again Labor just steamrolled through. They listen to nobody. The Premier
has proved that he is the worst of them all. He knows best: ‘We just push ahead regardless of what
others think. We’ve got the numbers and nobody else matters’.
The bill extends to all buildings and excludes government buildings of course. But my main concern
is that the fund that collects the levy will do so for five years. After those five years, if there is a surplus,
the Victorian government will transfer that cash into consolidated revenue, so they will just siphon off
the excess cash. I am very sorry to say but if there is excess cash there, that should not be used to prop
up mismanagement by this government. It should be going back to those who paid in the first place.
So I certainly oppose the bill from that perspective alone—that any excess cash should go back to
those who are paying it rather than just getting siphoned off. Really there is a massive lack of
transparency in this government and that is why I encourage that that cash should go back to those
who paid rather than just into consolidated revenue—we do not know where that will end up. We have
seen how the shutters come down as soon as things go pear-shaped, with zero transparency, zero
accountability. I suspect that CSV will be exactly the same.
My next concern is around the secrecy around buildings that benefit from the program. Will this be
another Cedar Meats—one rule for those who donate and another rule for others? The secrecy is
breathtaking. Victorians do not trust this government and they do not trust the financial management
of this government. That is where they need to be held accountable. It is clearly another tax grab. You
heard the member for Kew talk about another tax grab—that they will generate cash. When they have
used what they need to to do the work on the cladding, then that cash gets siphoned off. This dishonest
government have proved they are the most dishonest government in Victoria’s history and that is not
saying it lightly because Labor corruption over the decades has been rife. But the Andrews government
is coming a clear first and daylight is a clear second.
In concluding, I want to put on the record that I do support the property owners who have been
negatively affected by the combustible cladding and I want to see these buildings safe for all who live
in them and all who live around them. However, excess funds should not be shovelled into Treasury.
They should go back to those who have contributed. Again, like the member for Kew, I take exception
to the amendments that were put before us only moments before the bill was introduced. That is simply
appalling. I do not know whether they do that deliberately—whether they knew these amendments
were coming and left it until the last moment—or whether they are in that much disarray that the
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changes happen on an hourly basis. But either way it is unacceptable that you are expecting us and
Victorians to vote on amendments that we have seen only moments before we get to our feet.
Victorians are certainly sick and tired. The Premier continues to roll out the safety card; here is another
example of CSV. It is a safety card: safe this and safe that. But it is more about the revenue raising
than it is about the safety. Where was the safety in the hotel quarantine? Where was the safety in
protecting Victoria’s most vulnerable in nursing homes and retirement villages? When you look at
cladding and revenue and put it together, well, all of a sudden it becomes a safety issue.
When there are dollars involved you can back it in that Labor will go all the way with it. We have seen
that with the red shirts, and this is a classic example. We do oppose the bill, as you have heard from
the member for Kew. The lack of transparency again and the amendments at short notice are appalling,
but it is not surprising. It is just representative of what we have come to live with with this government,
and Victorians have had enough.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (19:11): I am very pleased to have the opportunity to speak in
support of the Cladding Safety Victoria Bill 2020. This bill represents yet another step in our
government’s commitment to responding to the challenges that have arisen from combustible cladding
in Victoria. Indeed we know the great pain and the great stress that the issue of cladding and its
associated risks and expenses have caused many occupants in Victoria. For some they have discovered
the issue affects their first home, something that they may have worked incredibly hard to achieve,
continue to work very hard to pay off and indeed bought in good faith. Buying a home, whether it be
an apartment, a townhouse or a house, is a hugely significant investment for anyone, and the quality,
the safety and the durability of that home is of central importance to the occupants.
We are also fully aware of the great risk combustible cladding materials can pose to the lives of people
who occupy the affected buildings. For those who have bought their first home, those who have
downsized and those who are renting, when it comes to building safety these people are all affected,
and they are potentially all at risk from combustible cladding.
Our government, the Andrews Labor government, has not wasted any time when tackling this issue
and developing a robust strategy to protect the safety of all Victorians and indeed to protect the future
of these buildings by ensuring their safety going forward. Through this bill we will ensure that this
important work continues to progress across our state by ensuring that our dedicated cladding safety
body is fully set up to continue its role in supporting the rectification of combustible cladding on
Victorian buildings and ensuring that the safety of building occupants is of paramount importance and
is upheld.
We are also extending the time limit for commencing legal action that is associated with non-compliant
or non-conforming external wall cladding. This will mean that people can commence legal action for
such matters where the time limit expired before the commencement of the bill. Some opposite have
described this as retrospective; on this side we just describe this as fair. This bill is all about putting
the necessary functions in place for Cladding Safety Victoria to oversee our cladding rectification
program and to continue ensuring that cladding safety issues are fixed, that the impacted occupants
have their claims heard and that action can be taken—holding those wrongdoers to account for the
building risks that they may have caused.
In summary, this bill is continuing to bolster the government’s cladding rectification work by, firstly,
establishing Cladding Safety Victoria as a separate body corporate tasked to deliver our government’s
cladding rectification program. Secondly, it makes consequential amendments to the Building Act 1993.
These amendments will support CSV by transferring functions related to cladding rectification conferred
by the Victorian Building Authority to the new entity, and the VBA will be empowered to pay certain
amounts to CSV in funding the cladding rectification program levy. Information sharing between CSV
and the VBA will also be facilitated. Thirdly, and importantly, it amends the Building Act to extend the
limitation period that is applicable to actions associated with external wall cladding products that are non-
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compliant or non-conforming from 10 to 12 years where an action would have expired in the time period
between 16 July 2019 and 12 months after the bill commences.
It is very clear that the Andrews Labor government has demonstrated a strong record of real action
when it comes to cladding safety issues in Victoria. We set up the Victorian Cladding Taskforce, which
has provided expert information and recommendations to our government on responding to the
building safety risks faced by many occupants across our state, and indeed these risks are faced by
occupants who are in the municipality local to the electorate that I represent. I have spoken in this
house many times before in particular on this issue and how the Moreland City Council area is in
particular impacted by the amount of cladding found on so many of the buildings around our
community. Indeed the Victorian Building Authority data by municipality from 6 August 2020 places
Moreland as the second highest after Melbourne for the number of privately owned buildings
identified as having a cladding problem. Indeed just driving around my electorate you can see this to
be the case. Rectifying cladding safety risk is of great importance to my constituents. I have received
enormous feedback in relation to this bill. The action by this government in relation to holding to
account those who sought to build buildings on the cheap, with combustible cladding, is something
that has been particularly popular amongst my electorate.
There are many people who choose to make Moreland their home on the basis that it is close to the
CBD but there are housing options that are affordable in the higher densities of some of our
communities. In exchange, the community rightfully expects that buildings are built with integrity,
durability and the utmost standards of health and safety for those who choose to occupy them. Aware
of these concerns, particularly among those in my local community, I am so pleased to be part of a
government that has worked tirelessly to support the occupants of buildings containing combustible
cladding—a government that is seeking to rectify the safety risks that these materials pose.
This was reflected most obviously in the $600 million package that our government announced last
year to fix those buildings with combustible cladding and to establish Cladding Safety Victoria to
oversee our cladding rectification program. As we know, combustible cladding has not just impacted
building safety in Victoria; it is a challenge facing countries globally. Our government’s rectification
program is certainly a world first. The program sees CSV work with building owners, owners
corporations and the building sector in the rectification of buildings, making them safe for their
occupants and safe for the wider community. The program helps to ensure buildings are both safe and
compliant with building regulations. It has funded rectification works on hundreds of buildings found
to have been at high risk. These improvements are supported through our government directly funding
half of the rectification works—no small contribution for a problem that has largely been caused by
developers building on the cheap. The changes to the building permit levy will raise the other
$300 million over five years.
The program also assists the community and industry through the provision of information and advice
on rectification works and financial assistance to fund such works. With the understanding of the need
to act promptly to fix these building safety issues and restore feelings of security for home owners and
occupants, this program has already delivered a significant response towards cladding rectification
works in Victoria. Buildings have been prioritised by risk through a statewide cladding audit assessed
by independent expert panels. Fifteen priority buildings were initially selected and prioritised for
cladding rectification. More than 430 owners corporations have met with CSV to discuss rectification
plans for their buildings. Two hundred and fifty buildings now have detailed plans in place, and by the
end of August works were underway on seven projects. CSV have well and truly hit the ground
running on this crucial work in protecting the safety of all Victorians, and I am so pleased to see that
this bill will cement their role in continuing to roll out rectification programs across our state.
Obviously this work has been continuing in the current situation that we face in relation to the COVID19 pandemic. In facing the challenges and impacts of the COVID-19 global pandemic in Victoria, our
government has been working hard to stimulate the economy and generate jobs across the board, and
our $2.7 billion building works blitz announced this year is at the heart of this economic rebuild,
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creating thousands of jobs in Victoria on important infrastructure projects, from schools—and as a
sidebar I am very excited about the $18 million to rebuild the Glenroy West Primary School—to
public housing to transport infrastructure. We know what a critical part of the economy Victoria’s
building and construction sector is. The sector employs nearly one in 10 Victorians. This massive
infrastructure agenda right across the state will create thousands of jobs in Victoria and play a
fundamental role in kickstarting the economy and restoring the economy where it has been hardest hit.
Cladding rectification work in Victoria is not only providing much-needed safety boosts to affected
buildings and their occupants; it is also part of this big agenda of works for our construction industry
to engage in. Our government recently announced that the rectification of buildings with dangerous
cladding will be fast-tracked, opening more doors to create jobs and rebuild our economy at this time.
This will see our government’s original $600 million plan to rectify 100 buildings per year accelerated,
with work to start on up to 400 buildings within two years. Not only will this work be critical for
increasing the safety of building occupants in affected high-risk buildings sooner, but it will also be
another example of more boots on the ground and into work in Victoria. As stated by Cladding Safety
Victoria chief executive Dan O’Brien in speaking to this announcement, we want to keep the builders
on the tools throughout these uncertain times. This way we are getting money into the market faster
and bringing forward cladding removal. We are doing what we can to support jobs.
This is an important bill that goes to the safety of those who live in these buildings with combustible
cladding on their outsides. I am extremely pleased to be able to support this bill as part of this
government which works at its core to protect and to provide legislation that is fair for those who need
it most, for those who have bought their first home and been disappointed by it in the process.
Ms HALL (Footscray) (19:21): I am very pleased to make a contribution to the Cladding Safety
Victoria Bill 2020. From the outset I think I would just like to paint a bit of a picture of what is
happening in Footscray right now with so many apartments that have been built, so many that were
approved when the member for Bulleen was the planning minister. It has left a really dangerous legacy
in Footscray. We have thousands of apartments. Many of them are unoccupied. They are almost falling
into the Maribyrnong River. They were approved against the wishes of the government—the state
architect—against the wishes of the City of Maribyrnong and against the wishes of many in our
community. They are poorly designed; many of the one-bedroom apartments are less than 40 square
metres in size. Some of them do not have windows and rely on borrowed light, and unfortunately
many of the buildings in Footscray are covered in combustible cladding.
So in this situation, in my electorate office we have been dealing with many constituents coming in—
some are first home owners and some are people who are retired and have spent their life savings on
purchasing a home in my electorate in a building covered in combustible cladding. One of the first
constituents I met with when I was elected was a Vietnam veteran who came to my office and told me
about his experience of discovering that the property he had purchased with his partner—as their
retirement home, essentially—was a firetrap. I met with him a number of times and stayed in touch as
the government prepared its response and the Victorian Cladding Taskforce continued its work, so I
look forward this week to getting in touch with him and letting him know that the Cladding Safety
Victoria Bill is before the Parliament.
Of course it will give home owners more opportunity to recover the cost of removing the combustible
cladding by increasing the time limit on compensation claims from 10 years to 12 years. This
extension applies to all claims where the claim period expired or is due to expire between the date of
the government’s announcement of the cladding rectification program, 16 July 2019, and 12 months
after the new bill commences.
I am really proud of the work that the minister has been doing in this area, and it reminds me of another
initiative of the Andrews Labor government, which is the systematic removal of asbestos from
government schools in Victoria. I know that in my community of Footscray at Glengala Primary
School, which was riddled with asbestos, the students this term are returning to a beautiful new
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building that means that school for the first time in its history is asbestos free. That is something to be
very proud of for the children of Glengala Primary School.
This bill will also formally separate Cladding Safety Victoria from the Victorian Building Authority
and establish it as the responsible authority for delivering the cladding rectification program.
Establishing CSV as a standalone entity will ensure it is best placed to deliver the Victorian
government’s world-leading cladding rectification program. In July last year the government
announced a $600 million package to fix buildings with combustible cladding and established CSV to
oversee the world-first program. CSV works with building owners, owners’ corporations and the
building sector to rectify buildings and make them safe. It also provides the community and industry
with information and advice on rectification works and provides financial assistance to fund
rectification works. Funding for the rectification works is prioritised based on risk to ensure buildings
which present the highest risk to occupants are rectified first. The government believes apartment
owners are in this situation through no fault of their own, as many of the people in Footscray that I
described previously are, and it is only right that they have as much time as possible to pursue
compensation through the courts.
We are still leading the world in responding to this international problem and helping to ensure those
who have done the wrong thing contribute to the cost of their mistakes. CSV has met with more than
430 owners’ corporations to discuss the rectification plans for their buildings, and detailed plans are
now in place for 250 buildings. Works were underway on seven projects by the end of August, and
that will rapidly increase in the coming months. CSV will very soon have completed its first project
in Preston. All buildings within CSV’s program have been deemed safe to occupy, and any buildings
found to be unsafe to occupy will be evacuated. In cases where high-risk cladding has been identified
councils and the Victorian Building Authority have ordered extra safety measures and monitoring to
be in place.
The cladding rectification program has been classified as state-critical work under stage 4 of the
coronavirus restrictions by the Victorian government, and apartments are only being entered when
absolutely necessary. Contractors have also been provided with a checklist which must be finalised
before entering any apartments at CSV sites, and they are being encouraged to provide hand sanitiser
and face masks to any residents crossing through common areas who need them. CSV has completed
extensive briefings for staff and contractors to make sure that they are aware of their responsibilities
under stage 4 and across our COVID-safe plan.
I would just like to concentrate a bit on the priority buildings. When CSV was first announced, we
said 15 priority buildings would be dealt with first. Lessons learned from these 15 different projects
will be applied across the program. The first 15 buildings were chosen to give CSV a mix of high-risk
buildings of all different sizes, building materials and conditions. Nothing like this has ever been done
anywhere in the world. We are learning more and more with each building that comes through the
process. Each building is complex and requires its own solution. Funding agreements are in place for
all 15 buildings, and work is underway on six. CSV will fast-track the rectification of buildings with
dangerous cladding to make them safer sooner and create thousands of jobs as the economy rebuilds
from the coronavirus pandemic. We are working with the building industry to accelerate works, and
we will have construction underway on 400 buildings within two years.
CSV will work with a select group of reputable builders to rectify their projects at no profit.
Participating builders must pass rigorous government checks and have no pending or past disciplinary
action and no prior misconduct charges on their record. Over time more original builders will be
invited to participate in this process, saving time for residents and saving taxpayers money. Using the
original builder will slash time spent on preconstruction planning work by more than half, meaning
that buildings will be safer sooner.
The building and construction sector is a critical part of Victoria’s economy— (Time expired)
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Business interrupted under resolution of house of 13 October.
Adjournment
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

MORNINGTON PENINSULA PLANNING SCHEME
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (19:30): (4590) I raise a matter for the Minister for Planning, and with
your indulgence, Speaker, I will come to the action in a minute or two, for reasons that will be evident.
Twice this year I have raised a matter in the adjournment debate relating to a parcel of land outside the
urban growth boundary in Mount Eliza. On the first occasion, on 19 February, I asked the minister to
promptly act to permit a proposed amendment to the Mornington Peninsula planning scheme to be
exhibited. The minister was in the chamber. He noted that it would probably come to him quickly and
said he would look out for it. I know it went to him quickly, but for some reason consent was not
forthcoming. On 4 June I again raised the issue in the adjournment debate, since consent had still not
been given and there was an active planning application on site. I asked the minister to call in the
application. In his late July response the minister advised me that the shire had requested permission
to commence exhibition of a planning amendment covering the site.
A member interjected.
Mr MORRIS: Really? That is the one I asked him about in February, I asked him to act on. Five
months later he is telling me, ‘Oh, yes, there is an application’. By the way, no mention of the action
sought was in the response—none. So let me be very clear. The action I seek from the minister is that
he exercise his powers under section 58 of the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998
and call in and uphold the Mornington Peninsula shire’s initial decision to refuse a permit for the
application at 60–70 Kunyung Road, Mount Eliza, currently before the tribunal.
Section 58 requires the minister to consider whether the proceeding raises a major issue of policy and
whether a determination of the proceeding may have a substantial effect on the achievement or
development of planning objectives. This is an application to facilitate a major addition to the Mount
Eliza urban area. It is 23 000 square metres. It is eight new four-storey buildings, three new threestorey buildings, 272 apartments, 362 car spaces, 115 nursing beds and a place of worship. So it is a
substantial development.
The alternative to the minister calling in this application is to allow VCAT to adjudicate a de facto
adjustment to the urban growth boundary. That is a role for government and indeed it is a role for this
Parliament under division 3 of part 3AA of the Planning and Environment Act 1987. It is not a role
for the tribunal, and they should not be placed in that position.
In a Labor media release extolling the planning virtues of the ALP on 4 November 2018 the minister
is quoted as saying, ‘Once it’s gone, it’s gone forever’. I could not agree more. It is time for the minister
to back his words with actions, call in the application and uphold the shire’s initial decision.
HARTWELL PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (19:33): (4591) My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. The action I seek is for the minister to meet with me and concerned Hartwell
Primary School parents to discuss funding opportunities for a very important project, the long-soughtafter installation of a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit on Toorak Road near Hartwell Primary. This
section of Toorak Road has been of great concern to members of the Hartwell school community for
many years—many years—and since becoming the member for Burwood I have spoken in depth with
parents and guardians, teachers, as well as the principal of Hartwell, Lisa Banks, about this issue of
road safety. They have conveyed to me, they have been very clear with me, that they believe the
60-kilometre-per-hour speed limit in that section of Toorak Road, which is a very heavily trafficked
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section and carries a lot of morning peak-type traffic as well, just as the kids are all arriving at school,
should be reduced to 40 kilometres per hour to ensure the safety of students, family members and staff
as they arrive at the school. It is particularly in the morning, I should say, that this is the issue.
Speaker, you would be interested to hear about and you may well recall—sitting over there as he
was—the previous member for Burwood, and you used to get pretty stroppy about this one. All of
these parents and the school community have lobbied my predecessor, Graham Watt, and the school
council association previously lodged a petition in fact in this Parliament on this issue signed by over
1000 people. Now, my predecessor was unable to deliver anything in relation to this project, but I am
very hopeful that I will be able to discuss this issue with the Minister for Roads and Road Safety and
ultimately deliver this improvement for my community, the fine people of Burwood.
COVID-19
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (19:35): (4592) My adjournment is to the Minister for the
Coordination of Jobs, Precincts and Regions: COVID-19, and the action that I seek is that the minister
respond to the many constituents in my electorate who have been denied business support grants. Now,
we know the Victorian government has been put in charge of different grants, distributing some federal
grants and some state grants, obviously, but I have got many, many small businesses in the Ovens
Valley who have contacted me to ask me, ‘Are these business support grants a con? They don’t seem
to be real’. These businesses are from Wangaratta, Cobram, Bright, Milawa and many other
communities throughout the Ovens Valley. They have told me they were denied grants even though
they had all the correct criteria—some go back to late September—and they say, ‘When we have
approached the minister’s office we keep getting told, “We’ll get back to you soon”’. Well, Minister,
these businesses are suffering massive financial losses. They cannot keep waiting, and I urge you to
respond and assist these businesses as soon as possible.
The Andrews Labor government certainly created the second wave of this pandemic, and the least that
this government can do is assist with the grants. Even today the minister said during a ministers
statement that there have been three rounds of business grants and $3 billion in support. He even
acknowledged that many of the businesses are not eligible for JobKeeper, so he is well aware that
these businesses that I am talking about have missed out on grants or just do not get them even though
they fulfil the criteria; he is aware of how tough they are doing it. And so where is it? If it is not
available, just have the decency to stop stringing these businesses along. I urge you to please respond
and assist these small businesses that we have contacted you about. They are in a world of financial
pain and they certainly need that support and response from you.
GLENROY COLLEGE
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (19:37): (4593) 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 project and on the works currently occurring at Glenroy College. The Andrews
government committed $9.2 million to upgrade this college. The upgrades include a new
administration centre with a staff hub, new junior and senior learning centres and a state-of-the-art
library. Both the minister and the Premier have visited the school on more than one occasion, and they
are both very much aware of how important this project is to the Glenroy community and in particular
the Glenroy College community. Throughout this difficult period the building upgrades have been
continuing, and I ask the minister for an update on the project.
WORLD GAME FACILITIES FUND
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (19:37): (4594) My adjournment is to the Premier, and the action I
seek is for the Premier to immediately instigate an independent investigation by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet into the state government’s World Game Facilities Fund. The World Game
Facilities Fund is a funding program aimed at assisting local soccer clubs and organisations to upgrade
or develop new facilities. Applications are managed by local council. The latest $20 million funding
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round was announced in March by the former minister for sport. Notably one of the assessment criteria
for the project was for the applicant to detail the consultation process undertaken with the community.
Put simply, funding approval was contingent on community consultation. In August the new minister
for sport announced 13 successful grant recipients. Recently the Labor member for Pascoe Vale
announced one of the successful grants—a $500 000 investment to construct a new synthetic soccer
pitch at Hosken Reserve in Coburg North. What beggars belief is that the member’s announcement of
funding for the project was the first time the local community became aware of the project. The
community was consulted after the grant was approved. Understandably, the community is outraged.
Local resident John has written to the member for Pascoe Vale:
You do know Lizzie that there has been absolutely no consultation with residents …

Lucy wrote:
It appears not many of the local community actually want this and we were never consulted! Disgraceful!!

In fact a local petition has now garnered almost 3000 signatures in opposition to the project. As the
petition sets out, the only stakeholders consulted in the recent phases of the project were sporting
groups. And Moreland City Council waited until 18 September to announce the destruction of Hosken
Reserve oval, just four days before entering the caretaker period for the 24 October election. The
tender for the works opened on 19 September and closed on 13 October, before the end of the caretaker
period. Even a Moreland councillor now claims councillors were kept in the dark by council. This
announcement stinks. The recent ministerial announcement that funds have been delayed while the
department considers community feedback is nothing more than a cover-up.
Victorians should have no faith in a department investigating a grant that it approved. Any
investigation must be independent, reassess the grants and examine the behaviour of Moreland
council. The Premier must immediately instigate an independent investigation, or Victorians will
know that this fund is another rotten example of Labor running a dodgy government.
SUNBURY YOUTH ADVISORY COUNCIL
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (19:40): (4595) On a lighter note, I am absolutely delighted to raise my
adjournment matter tonight for the Minister for Youth. The action I seek is for the minister to join me
and meet with members of the Sunbury Youth Advisory Council to hear about their current projects
and their vision for a better future.
I was absolutely delighted to see the members of the Sunbury Youth Advisory Council participate
recently in a video to launch the development of a new government-wide youth strategy. I want to
thank the members of the advisory committee, not just for their work in recent times but for their
efforts over quite a long period of time. Can I acknowledge Jasmine, Harnoor, Ethan, Isabelle, Nikita,
Kara, Eloise and Jesse not only for their input and their contribution to local issues, but certainly for
speaking to me often around some of the issues that are most important to them and their community.
As the Parliamentary Secretary for Youth, I see every day the leadership and drive of young people
and their passion for change-making. Young people of course bring a fresh set of eyes to solving
complex problems and have a strong sense of determination and creativity. I am thrilled to be part of
the broader work that the government is doing in developing a youth strategy, a strategy that will of
course acknowledge the impacts of the bushfires earlier this year, the COVID-19 pandemic and
significant impacts around employment prospects, housing security, education opportunities, mental
health and a general connection to community.
From now until the end of this year there will be some very important consultations that will be
youth-led and co-designed with young people and our wonderful partners in the youth sector that are
helping to facilitate these consultations in an inclusive, diverse and culturally safe way. We certainly
look forward to working with young people right across the state in every sector to get the very best
youth strategy we can and we certainly look forward to having the Sunbury Youth Advisory Council
meet with the Minister for Youth.

ADJOURNMENT
2766

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 14 October 2020

SYDNEY ROAD UPGRADE
Dr READ (Brunswick) (19:42): (4596) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and Minister for Public Transport, and the action I seek is for Sydney Road to urgently
be rebuilt and revitalised to attract more shoppers and walkers and to make it safer for bike riders as
restrictions are eased. Many shops in our retail high streets are closed, some for good, as the pandemic
has shut down so many of our shared spaces. Sydney Road is Melbourne’s longest shopping strip,
with pubs dating from the gold rush, when it was called Pentridge Road. Before the coronavirus
pandemic it was choked by cars, with narrow, congested footpaths, putting pedestrians close to the
noise and pollution of the traffic. The pandemic, though, has induced more of us to walk and ride bikes
to get around our neighbourhoods. Bike shops are busier than ever, but riders are forced into a
hazardous, unofficial half-lane between parked cars on one side and moving cars on the other, making
Sydney Road an obstacle course and a regular source of accidents.
For many years local residents and politicians have called for changes to revitalise this popular symbol
of Brunswick to make it more attractive for walkers and shoppers and safer for riders. The people of
Brunswick are waiting for action, and this extraordinary year we need it for more reasons than ever.
Last year’s extensive VicRoads survey showed strong majority support for protected bike lanes and
wider footpaths. Brunswick was already the top cycling postcode in Australia, and this has only
increased due to the pandemic. And with restaurateurs now calling for more shared dining space on
the footpath to open up there are more and more reasons that we did not anticipate at the start of the
year, and so it has become urgent.
Sydney Road, I appreciate, is narrow, and it is hard to accommodate the competing needs of cars,
cafes, trams and active transport—walking and riding. But these challenges do not reduce the
longstanding need to revitalise Sydney Road, and now Sydney Road needs resuscitation. I believe the
minister takes these issues seriously, and I urge prompt action.
HAMPTON PARK SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (19:45): (4597) The matter I wish to raise is for the attention of
the Minister for Education and concerns Hampton Park Secondary College. The action that I seek is
that the minister provides an update on the progress of the modernisation works at the school. Hampton
Park Secondary College is one of the many great local schools located in my electorate of Narre
Warren South and has received a combined $6.52 million in the last two state budgets to upgrade its
facilities. The college has a three-stage master plan to modernise its facilities in order to continue
providing the best educational environment for its students and teachers. The $2.62 million stage 1
plans will repurpose the school’s gymnasium to provide classrooms, informal learning spaces and staff
areas, while $3.9 million has been allocated to stage 2, and stage 3 has recently received $563 000
towards planning. The school is looking forward to any possible funding of the stage 3 construction
works once its priorities are decided and planning is complete. I would appreciate the minister
providing an update on the progress of all stages of the works at Hampton Park Secondary College,
and I look forward to sharing the minister’s response with my community.
COVID-19
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (19:46): (4598) I raise a matter for the Premier, and the action I
seek is a change to the restriction status of the Cardinia shire area—that includes Nar Nar Goon and
to the east, south and north of Nar Nar Goon. The area I am referring to is a rural farming area
supported by four major towns that have a combined population of around 6000. If you drive
1 kilometre from the centre of each town you are more likely to see 400 cows than 400 people. I wrote
to Brett Sutton on 1 September and again on 8 September. I wrote to the Premier on the same dates. I
have received a response from Brett Sutton to both letters but I have had nothing from the Premier. I
can understand that it is difficult to manipulate the local government boundaries, but with the impact
these restrictions are having on the people in these areas I believe we have to look at options. Every
day we are receiving heartfelt pleas from families and individuals living in rural areas really struggling
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with the stage 4 metro restrictions. I cannot stand by and ignore the difficulties these residents are
facing. I have been accused of being divisive and offering false hope, but I am compelled to stand up
for these families and at least try and offer the Premier and the chief health officer an alternative
solution for these towns.
We have to find a way to live with COVID, and can I suggest restrictions being imposed by postcode.
We have the police checkpoints in place and they can continue to manage the movement of people.
This could be applied across regional Victoria quite easily, especially given the very low numbers of
infection. This is the real crux of the problem here. We cannot continue to punish people in towns that
have had no infections for more than 45 days or in many cases no infections for the duration of this
pandemic. We cannot continue to impose the threat of bankruptcy on businesses in areas that continue
to do the right thing for the sake of their community. We cannot continue to punish people of faith
whose mental strength is maintained by group prayer. We have to have a plan to live with coronavirus.
The impact on metro Melbourne has been devastating, and I acknowledge that, but we cannot keep
communities and businesses that have had no infections in lockdown for one minute longer than is
absolutely necessary, because with every unnecessary minute of lockdown a country business could
close forever. It could bring the economy of a country town to breaking point. And worse still, the
mental wellbeing of so many good people could be damaged permanently. So I plead with the Premier
to apply restrictions by postcode and consider lifting restrictions in areas that have had no infections
for 14 days or more.
MORDIALLOC FREEWAY
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:49): (4599) My adjournment this evening is to the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure. The action I seek is for the minister to update my community on the
upcoming works for the Mordialloc Freeway heading towards the end of 2020 and the anticipated
completion date of this important project. The Mordialloc Freeway was decades in the making, was
talked about for so long—a line on Melway maps that never saw the light of day until the election of
the Andrews Labor government. We have seen the progress before our eyes. It is literally being
unearthed as we speak, with millions of tonnes of earth being brought onto site to create the mounds
that will be the bridges for the future that will take daily tens of thousands of vehicles. They will take
tens of thousands of vehicles off local roads, giving local roads back to local residents.
It will be safer, and it will connect employment precincts like we have never seen before in our local
community. But it is just the start of transport infrastructure projects in our community. Over the
restriction period we saw Mentone station open up—an incredible project. The removal of the
Balcombe Road level crossing is an extraordinary outcome for those residents—something that is very
historic, with the 1881 heritage-listed Mentone station. But then just less than a month later we opened
up the new Cheltenham station, removing the Charman Road and Park Road level crossings. The
incredible outcomes that have been achieved there have been extraordinary. Bringing the Frankston
line back earlier as well showed just how amazing this workforce was during a really difficult time,
with all the social distancing and with all the safety requirements as well.
On the Mordialloc Freeway project we have seen 650 000 hours worked, with more than 400 workers
during this time as well being safe in their delivery of this really critical project. We are seeing ahead
towards the Thames Promenade end of the project towards the end of the year—so really important
upgrades as well. But we are also very excited at the other end of Thames Promenade, with the Chelsea
level crossing removals getting underway. Station Street and the Nepean Highway are restricted at the
moment, and the Bonbeach and Edithvale level crossings will be removed for good. Five going in our
local community just shows the substantial progress that we are making in 2020. It gives a glimmer
of hope and opportunity and prosperity in my community during really difficult times where we have
faced the coronavirus pandemic. It gives us something to look forward to—seeing these projects
progress.
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As we get back to a COVID normal and we see our communities open up more, we will be seeing the
transformation that has happened across our patch. That is what this government is known for:
delivering those important infrastructure projects and getting on with building our future. I look
forward to the transport infrastructure minister updating my community on the progress of the
Mordialloc Freeway.
RESPONSES
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (19:52): I will deal with these slightly out of turn. The member for
Brighton raised a matter with the Premier seeking an investigation into the World Games Facilities
Fund. I am advised that as a consequence of some wonderfully strong advocacy by the member for
Pascoe Vale and representations made by that member to the minister, the minister has requested that
her department conduct a review of the Hosken Reserve grant and that a report be given by the end of
the month. In the meantime, funding will be withheld pending the outcome of that review, so hopefully
that deals with the member for Brighton’s matter.
On others that have been raised, the member for Mornington raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning regarding a planning application in relation to a project in Mount Eliza. I hope that is an
adequate summary. I know it was a very detailed contribution.
The member for Burwood raised a matter for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety seeking a
meeting with parents from the Hartwell Primary community regarding some road safety issues there.
The member for Ovens Valley raised a matter for the Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts
and Regions: COVID-19 regarding the accessibility of business grants.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the Minister for Education seeking an update on
works at Glenroy College.
The member for Sunbury raised a matter for the Minister for Youth seeking a meeting between the
minister and the Sunbury Youth Advisory Council.
The member for Brunswick raised a matter for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety seeking the
rebuild of Sydney Road.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for the Minister for Education seeking an update
on the works at Hampton Park Secondary.
The member for Narracan raised a matter with the Premier seeking a change in the restriction status
for the Cardinia shire.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure seeking an
update on the works on the Mordialloc Freeway.
I will ensure that I refer each of those matters to the relevant minister as outlined.
The SPEAKER: Thank you, Minister. The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.54 pm.

